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 Methodology for Ranking of Secondary & Higher 
Secondary Educational Institutions in India 



The Lead India Foundation is pleased to participate in the Give Globally Foundation, USA,  Initiative on Ranking of 

Indian Institutions (Higher and Higher Secondary Schools) with a larger objective to improve ranking of Indian 

School in USA School Rankings. The Expert Committee, appointed for developing a ranking system for secondary and 

higher secondary schools had benefit of access to the Country Level School Ranking Framework developed by the 

Core Committee appointed by the Give Globally foundation, USA. The Core Committee has done a commendable job of 

identifying parameters that have global appeal as well as those that are country-specific reflecting problems and 

prospects woven into our cultural and social fabrics.

The Committee while giving emphasis on parameters that have global appeal e.g. research output, research impact, 

learning environment, etc. has also considered parameters like infrastructure, facilities for differently abled 

persons, percentage of students from other states and other countries; percentage of women students and faculty, 

and percentage of economically and disadvantaged students. The Expert Committee had also given weightage to the 

sports and extra curricular facilities available in the campuses of universities and colleges, which, I believe 

emphasizes on overall development of a student in a School. I would like to put on record the commendable job done 

by the Expert Committee, under the Chairmanship of Prof. Tito, Member,  Give Globally Foundation. I would also like 

to acknowledge contribution of USA Based Accreditation organization IAO, with its informative session in USA in 

terms of inputs on bibliometric and citation parameters.

 

The Centre has already developed a portal for ranking universities in India based on these parameters using widely 

accepted ranking formula. I believe that the ranking framework developed for ranking Schools will have wider appeal 

across USA and Indian Schools. Thousands of institutions would volunteer themselves to the ranking exercise with 

an aim to assess themselves on the qualitative parameters used for ranking of institutions and move upward on the 

quality spectrum to improve their ranking in subsequent years. Finally, we to manage the cost of the expenses for this 

work, we invite all the participating institution to Donate and help us to get the donation in the great initiative of this 

nonprofit organization Give Globally Foundation.

Manoj K Pattanaik
International Director, 

Lead India Foundation

FOREWORD 



School rankings can provide "concrete benefits" such as strengthened transparency and quality assurance, The International Director of Lead India 

Foundation told an international conference last week

Manoj K Pattanaik told the International conference on Ending Extreme Poverty of executive heads in New York on 30th September: "We are 

interested in how the idea of School ranking may influence quality in our higher education system." Opening the event, which was supported by Times 

Higher Education magazine as GGF's centenary media partner, Mr. Manoj K  Pattanaik said: "School rankings are one way of animating the academy 

towards remaining relevant. Any country, if it is to become and remain strong, must have a strong Education base."

He added: "It has been said that school rankings may provide concrete benefits. When such rankings are sensitively handled they tend to strengthen 

the culture of transparency...they also tend to improve competition among schools. In truth they allow students and parents to make informed choices 

for School admission. Additionally ranking systems often invite quality assurance procedures within schools."

But he added that rankings are also "intensely debated", especially with regard to whether they properly serve the interests and needs of developing 

countries.He said that students from India compare favorably whenever they stand "toe to toe" in competition with those from "highly acclaimed private 

schools who are considered globally to be tertiary-level power houses". "Each time they have faced them, our students have shown them who the 

world leaders really are." But this is not reflected in global rankings, he said.

Speaking ahead of a panel discussion including Phil Baty, editor of the Times Higher Education World University Rankings; Kris Olds, editor of the 

Global Higher Ed blog and Zia Batool, director general for quality assurance at Pakistan's Higher Education Commission, Ms Simpson-Miller told the 

delegates that rankings should consider, for example "the risks and threats of brain drain" in developing countries.

"I ask, have School rankings served us well in this region of the world? I leave it to you, the education experts, to determine the extent to which issues on 

either side of the debate should animate our Indian Education systems," he said.

Mr. Pattanaik said that Education World had created School rankings in India to "drive schools towards improving quality standards" and making 

standards globally compatible. The exercise had improved Pakistan schools' international visibility and prepared them for participation in global 

rankings, he said.

Mr. Baty said that the The USA School Rankings sought to compare only the minority of "world class" research-intensive schools which compete on a 

global stage, and as such they judge all institutions against the same authoritative global performance indicators.

"The Times Higher Education rankings are already starting to highlight emerging new powers from the developing world and can challenge the 

complacent old hierarchies," he said. "This can help foster new collaborations between the developed and developing world."

Responding to the International Director's argument that "ranking standards must be indexed against the needs and circumstances and conditions of 

particular contexts", Mr. Baty said that he had already pioneered the The 100 Under 50, looking specifically at younger schools which did not depend on 

centuries of wealth accumulation and powerful heritage. It was also looking at offering tailored regional or contextual analyses, potentially using a 

different balance of indicators, he said.

MESSAGE FROM INTERNATIONAL DIRECTOR



Sr. No. Parameter Marks Weightage

1 Learning Experience 100 0.30%

2 Schooling 100 0.15%

3 Return on Invest 100 0.25%

4 Future Orientation 100 0.10%

5 Brand Value 100 0.30%

SUMMARY OF RANKING PARAMETERS AND WEIGHTAGES-2017

LEARNING EXPERIENCE 30%
Pedagogy 6%>
Internship 6%>
Quality of Faculty 7%>
Innovative Teaching Method 6%>
Resource on Learning 5%>

SCHOOL EXPERIENCE 15%
Resource on Schooling 5%>
Resource on Recreation 5%>
Resource on Personality & development 5%>

PARAMETERS

RETURN ON INVESTMENT 25%
Overall Value of Money 13%>
Quality of Teaching 12%>$

FUTURE ORIENTATION 10%
Global Exposure 5%>
Creating Tomorrow Citizens 5%>

BRAND VALUE 30%
Overall reputation 5%>
Rigor on the selection process 5%>
Quality of student 5%>
Growth Momentum 5%>



1. Salient Features 

1.1  Methodology is based on developing a set of metrics for ranking of academic institutions, especially secondary and higher secondary based on 

 the parameters agreed upon by the core committee. 

1.2  These parameters are organized into five broad heads, and have been further elaborated into suitable sub-heads. Each broad head has an 

 overall weight assigned to it. Within each head, the various sub-heads also have an appropriate weight distribution. 

1.3  An attempt is also made to identify the relevant data needed to suitably measure the performance score under each sub-head. Emphasis 

 here is on identifying data that the institution can easily provide or is easy to obtain from third party sources and easily verifiable, where 

 verification is needed. This is important in the interest of transparency. 

1.4  A suitable metric is then proposed based on this data, which computes a score under each sub-head. The sub-head scores are then added 

 to obtain scores for each individual head. The overall score is computed based on the weights allotted to each head. The overall score can 

 take a maximum value of 100. 

1.5  The institutions can then be rank-ordered based on their scores. 

2. Eligibility for Common and Discipline Specific Rankings 

2.1  Learning from our experience in the 2016 Rankings, it is proposed to have the following different ways of Ranking. 

(I)  This year, all candidate institutions, independent of their discipline or nature (comprehensive or otherwise) will be given a common overall 

 rank1, if they satisfy one of the following criteria 

(a)  They have a total of at least 1000 enrolled students (calculated on the basis of approved intake), OR 
(b)  The institution is a centrally funded institution/university of the Government of India. 
 
(ii)  Institutions will also be given a discipline specific rank as relevant.
 
(iii)  Highly focused institutions with less than 1000 enrolled students (as calculated on the basis of approved intake) will be given only a discipline
 specific rank.
      
(iv)  Schools  will have to register separately and provide additional data (in the same common format) pertaining to the respective School, if they 
 desire to be included in the discipline specific ranking list. All institutions should seriously consider this option, if they wish to position their 
 important Faculties/Schools at the national level. Only options available on the registration portal will be considered for discipline specific 
 rankings.
 
(v)  Teaching institutions (Teacher Training Institutions) also invited to participate. (Some of them may have a valid apprehension that they may not 
 score well in research-related parameters on a common ranking list, but they can still score high on may other parameters like Graduation 
 Outcomes and Perception. In any case, they would receive a fair comparison in the separate rankings for school that will also be published this 
 time, and in which the parameter weightages will be suitably modified.
 
(vi)  Discipline specific ranks will be announced only in those disciplines where a significant number of institutions offer themselves for ranking, and 
 the List includes some of the prominent institutions in that discipline, with an acceptable ranking score. The final decision on ranking of a 
 discipline will therefore be decided by Give Globally Foundation after analysing the data.
 
(vii)  Open School and Affiliating School (whether State or Centre approved/funded) will not normally be registered for ranking. However, if 
 these universities have a teaching or research campus of their own, they are welcome to participate with data pertaining only to their physical 
 campuses. Data pertaining to their function as open or affiliating universities cannot be included in the submitted data.

(viii)  Rankings will be considered only for those institutions that have graduated at least three batches of students successfully completed 10th or 
 12th standard or the highest standard of their respective school. If no program run by the institution satisfies this requirement, the concerned 
 institution will not be able to register for ranking.

2.2  While score computations for the parameters are similar for both kinds of rankings 
 (i.e., common or category specific) on most counts, the weights are somewhat different on a few parameters, to take into account discipline
  specific issues.     
2.3  Percentile calculations, where indicated, are done separately for the two sets of rankings.     

1The parameters have been chosen in such a manner that these are equally relevant for various kinds of educational institutions. Data format is designed to ensure that the 

diversity of disciplines and their separate character are accounted for.  



3. Data Collection

3.1  In view of the absence of a reliable and comprehensive third-party Data-Base that could supply all relevant information (as needed for computing  

 the said scores) it is imperative that the institutions that are desirous of participating in the ranking exercise, supply the data in the given format 

 that is being made available on the CSR portal, before the last date specified for this purpose. The deadlines will be separately announced on 

 the CSR portal.

3.2  It is required that the institutions upload the submitted data also on their own, publicly visible website in the interest of transparency. It is  

 mandatory that institutions should host the data submitted for India Rankings 2017 on their website post the final submission and they should 

 also provide an email address where they would receive comments and feedback. Institutions should pro-actively and objectively examine the 

 comments and feedback received to effect corrections, if so warranted (within the time slot to be announced by CSR on its website). All 

 institutions have to mandatory host data submitted for India Rankings 2017 from 15th November 2016 onwards for a period of three years.

3.3  Institutions who fail to post the data submitted to CSR on their own websites as indicated in 3.2, may not be ranked. Thus, if the submitted data is 

 not visible on the Institute’s own website prominently (CSR will do a limited checking on a random basis), its registration for ranking is likely to be 

 cancelled after an initial Notice. In case this fact comes to the notice of the CSR after the rankings have been announced, the Institution will be 

 taken out of the ranking list, with an appropriate noting.

3.4  The data should remain on the institution's website in an archived form for the next 1 year to enable easy cross checking, where required. 

 Institutions that fail to do this honestly or resort to unethical practices will be automatically debarred from participation in the future ranking 

 surveys for a period of two years and in this case their participation fees will not be refunded.

3.5  CSR has been empowered to take up physical checks on the institution records and audited accounts where needed, to ensure that the 

 principles of ethical behaviour are being adhered to. In case an institution is approached for carrying out any physical check, they are expected to 

 co-operate. Non-cooperation may lead to debarring the institution from participation in the ranking exercise. 

3.6  For some of the parameters (like Research, Patents etc.) the data will be populated from internationally available Data Bases (like Scopus, Web 

 of Science, the Indian Science Index or other suitable sources as deemed appropriate by CSR). Some of these are indicated in the Assessment 

 Metrics. However, CSR reserves the right not to use the data from any of these sources or include other sources, if so warranted. CSR shall 

 directly access data from these resources, or seek help from the resource publishers, as necessary. 

3.7  CSR also reserves the right to modify any of the metrics if it deems fit to do so in the interest of rationalisation necessitated by the exigencies or 

 the nature of the data encountered. Any changes so made will be notified at the time of announcing the rankings. 

4. Implementation Details

4.1  As in the previous year, the Lead India  Accreditation Unit will continue to be the Ranking Agency on behalf of CSR for 2017.

4.2  CSR shall invite institutions interested to participate in the ranking exercise to register on the CSR portal starting from 1st September 2016. The 

 data should be submitted on an on-line facility created for this purpose latest by January 2016.

4.3  CSR, by itself or with the help of other suitably identified partner agencies will also undertake authentication of data, wherever felt necessary, 

 and where feasible.

4.4  CSR will extract the relevant information from this data and through software, compute the various metrics and rank institutions based on this 

 data. This process is expected to be completed in about 3 months, and rankings published on the first Monday of April 2017.

5.  Errors and Correction Policy

5.1  All efforts will be made to display the raw data on the CSR website after due processing by CSR for cross-checking by the institution. This is the 

 data on which rankings would be finally computed. It will be the Institution’s responsibility to ensure that the data published by CSR accurately 

 reflects the submissions by it. The institution will also be invited to check out the data supplied by or taken from third sources. If the Institution 

 does not give any comments or feedback within a specified period on the displayed data, it will be assumed that this data is accurate. No petitions 

 for corrections will be accepted after the declared deadline, or after the rankings have been announced.

5.2  If it is found that an institution has deliberately manipulated the submitted data, causing erroneous rankings, CSR will remove the institution from 

 the ranking list and future rankings and publish a suitable note to this effect.   
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