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Abstract 

All the developing countries in the world are marching forward to reach the state of developed 

nation.  In India also, Government has mandated many schemes in order to promote equality and 

justice in all the aspects of life among persons with disabilities. Considering the fact, present study 

entitled as “Government Schemes and Status of Awareness among Special Educators of Persons 

with Intellectual Disability in UP” was taken to find out the level of awareness of govt. schemes i.e., 

PWD Act-1995 and National Trust Act-1999 among the special educators for children with 

intellectual disabilities (CWID). Survey design under descriptive research method was employed. A 

questionnaire was developed and data were collected from 60 special educators belonging to 5 

districts of U.P. Findings of the study revealed that there is significant difference between assumed 

mean (22.50) and calculated mean (29.95) of awareness level regarding govt. schemes among 

special educators. It was also found that there is significant difference of awareness level of special 

educators regarding govt. schemes with regard to their qualification. The mean scores of 

awareness level among D.Ed, B.Ed, and M.Ed degree holders are respectively 24.83, 31.12, and 

31.85. Interestingly, the finding revealed that there is no significance difference of awareness level 

of govt. scheme among special educators with regard to their experience yet, that there is a 

significance difference of means scores regarding govt. scheme for PWID among special educators 

with regard to gender.  
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Historical perspective – India 

In India, history has been witnessing that never ever people were excluded from the mainstream 

society on the basis of disability and it was an inclusive society in which the persons with 

disabilities enjoyed co-existence, though at different times, the treatment and attitudes were at 

variance. As far as education was concerned even the Gurukula Ashram promoted the basic 

educational principle of special education like ascertaining the abilities and needs of each pupil, 

individualization of teaching targets and methods to match the skills and interests and preparing 

them to meet the social expectations of their prospective interests.  

The Constitution of India; legislation & government initiatives 

Independent India, being a signatory to UN instruments, has undertaken the rehabilitation 

programmers in a massive away. While recognizing the need to fulfil the commitments as per the 

UN declarations and mandates, India being aware of its obligation has introduced various programs 

and schemes for the empowerment of the persons with disabilities.  

As a follow up of the UN declaration, Government of India, established National Institutes and 

special schools for Persons with Disabilities. 

The fact to be considered here is that in every school system there are children who, because they 

deviate markedly form so-called normal children, require special skills and service on the part of 

educators and other school personnel. These children may not get accommodated in regular school 

program without such special service. Some of them are with physical disability; some differ 

intellectually to a significant degree; some are with emotional disorder or are unable to make a 

proper social adjustment in school and community. 

Need of the study  

The constitution of India and its laws/legislations do advocate about the rights of persons with 

disabilities. However, due to lack of awareness among the educators, persons with disabilities and 

their immediate family members/well wishers receive any related information and benefit very 

rarely. 

 After parents, it is educator who plays very important role in the life of a child/person with 

disabilities. If educators are fully aware about laws, schemes and provisions about PWDs, they can 

bring lot of positive changes in their lives. Keeping it in view, the researchers have intended to 

study the Government Schemes and status of awareness among special educators of persons with 

intellectual disability in Uttar Pradesh. 

Objectives 

The objectives of the study are as follows: 

1. To find out the role of special educators in providing accessibility of schemes to PWDs. 

2. To identify the awareness level of special educators about rules and legislation of PWDs 

about the schemes mentioned. 
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Hypothesis  

1. There will be a significant difference in the awareness level of special educators regarding 

government schemes for children with intellectual disabilities about locality (rural and 

urban). 

2. There will be a significant difference in the awareness level of special educators regarding 

government schemes for children with intellectual disabilities with regard to qualification 

(D.Ed., B.Ed. and M.Ed). 

3. There will be a significant difference in the awareness level of special educators regarding 

government schemes for children with intellectual disabilities about experience such as 5 

years, 15 years, and 15 years. 

Research design 

The objective of the present study was to explore the level of awareness among the special educator 

regarding Government Schemes in education and rehabilitation for children with intellectual 

disability in the State of Uttar Pradesh. The study pertains to descriptive research design wherein 

survey method has been employed for the data collection. The study considered special educators 

specialized in intellectual disability working in the state of Uttar Pradesh. The researchers have 

selected 5 districts from Uttar Pradesh through random sampling technique. 12 representatives, one 

from each district, were selected purposively to administer the tool. Through 5 district 

representatives, the researchers contacted 60 special educators for the study. The following tables 

are self explanatory of sample distribution for this study.  

Table No. 1 No. of Districts and sample size  

S. No Name of Districts No. of Sample in Each District 

1. Lucknow 16 

2. Basti 10 

3. Siddhartha Nagar 8 

4. Gorakhpur 16 

5. Ghazipur 10 

No. of Districts – 5 60 
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Table No. 2 

Description of sample with regard to their locality, qualification and work experience in 

Special Education  

Types of 

Locality 

No. of 

Samples 

Professional 

Qualifications 

No .of 

Samples 

Work 

Experience 

No. of 

Samples 

Rural 

Area 
23 D.Ed. 12 

Less than 

five years 
37 

 

Urban 

Area 

37 B.Ed. 41 5-14 years 17 

 M.Ed. 7 
Above 15 

years 
9 

Total 60 Total 60 Total 63 

 

Formulation of the tool 

The researchers prepared a tool (questionnaire) consisting 3 domains i.e.  

 General Awareness 

 Persons With Disabilities Act 

 National Trust Act  

Procedure of data collection 

The whole procedure of data collection was divided into three stages. 

Stage-1 

The researchers met the school authorities of special school at Lucknow and Gorakhpur and 

explained about their study and its purpose. Having received their consent, they interacted with 

them and explained the instructions given in the questionnaire. Malpractice such as copying and 

taking help from colleagues was avoided to the extent possible. Properly filled questionnaires were 

taken into consideration.   

Stage-2 

Government officials (District Coordinators) were contacted in this regard. The objectives of the 

study were made clear to them. Incidentally, the District Coordinators of Basti, Siddhartha Nagar, 

Gazipur were known to the researchers. With their cooperation, they could collect the data easily. 
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Stage-3 

Considering the physical distance of those cities which were far from the native of the researchers, 

they collected the data from e-mail also.  

Hypothesis No. 1  

There will be significant difference in the awareness level of special educators regarding schemes 

awareness level of special educators regarding government schemes for children with intellectual 

disabilities about locality (rural and urban area). 

To find out whether there is significance difference in the awareness level of special educators 

regarding government schemes for children with Intellectual disabilities with respect to rural and 

urban (23 from rural and 37 from urban area), the researchers used Independent Samples t-test to 

compare between the mean values as explained in table no. 1.3. 

Table No. 3  

Independent Sample t-test for rural and urban area 

 
Locality N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 
Df t- value 

Sig. 

(2-tailed) 

Score 

Rural 23 28.261 6.6961 

58 -1.903 .052 

Urban 37 31.000 4.4659 

 

Interpretation 

From the table no. 1.3 it is observed that the mean value of awareness level of special educators 

regarding government schemes for children with Intellectual disabilities with regard to rural and 

urban area.  The rural area special educators mean is 28.261 and the urban area special educators 

mean is 31.000 and standard deviation is 6.6961 and 4.4659 respectively. It is also observed that t-

value (-1.903) is significant at the level of 0.52. This result inferred that there is a significant 

difference awareness level of special educators regarding government schemes for children with 

intellectual disabilities about locality (rural and urban). 

Hypothesis No. 2 

There will be a significant difference in the awareness level of special educators regarding 

government schemes for children with intellectual disabilities with regard to their qualification 

D.Ed., B.Ed. and M.Ed. 

To find out whether there is any significant difference in the awareness level of special educators 

regarding government schemes for CWID with regard to their qualification (D.Ed, B,Ed, M.Ed) 

ANOVA and Multiple Comparison using Scheffe tests were used.   

 

 

Score 
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Table No. 4 

Educational qualification of special educators 

Edu. Q. N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 
Minimum Maximum 

D.Ed. 12 24.833 5.8284 1.6825 13.0 37.0 

B.Ed. 41 31.122 4.5177 .7055 19.0 38.0 

M.Ed. 7 31.857 6.1218 2.3138 21.0 40.0 

Total 60 29.950 5.5401 .7152 13.0 40.0 

 

Table No. 5 

Multiple Comparison using (Scheffe test) 

Edu.Q Edu.Q Mean Difference (I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

D.Ed. B.Ed -6.2886-
*
 1.6352 .001 

D.Ed. M.Ed -7.0238-
*
 2.3695 .017 

B.Ed. M.Ed -.7352- 2.0375 .937 

 

From the table no. 1.4 it is observed that D.Ed special educators’ mean is 24.833, B.Ed special 

educators’ mean is 31.122 and M.Ed special educators’ mean is 31.857. 

Table no. 1.5 Multiple Comparison using Scheffe Test shows that - 

 There is a significant difference between D.Ed and B.Ed special educators at significance 

level (0.01). 

 

 There is a significant difference between D.Ed and B.Ed as the mean value of B.Ed (31.12) 

is greater than the mean value of D.Ed (24.83).  It is inferred that the difference is in favor 

of special educators who have B.Ed qualification, which means that B.Ed qualified special 

educators have more awareness that D.Ed special educators about government schemes. 

 

 There is a significant difference between D.Ed and M.Ed special educators at the mean of 

significant level is .017 as the mean value of M.Ed special educators (31.857) is greater than 

the mean value of D.Ed educators (24.83). It is inferred that the difference is in favor of 

special educators who have M.Ed qualification, which means that M.Ed qualified special 

educators have more awareness than D.Ed special educators about government schemes. 

 

 There is no significant difference between B.Ed and M.Ed special educators as the 

significance level is .937 as the mean value of M.Ed special educators (31.857) is greater 

than the mean value of B.Ed educators (31.12). It is inferred that there is no difference in the 
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mean value of B.Ed and M.Ed special educators. Which means B.Ed and M.Ed special have 

same awareness about government schemes.  

 Hypothesis No. 3 

There will be a significant difference in the awareness level of special educators regarding 

government schemes for children with intellectual disabilities with regard to experience such as 5 

years, 6-14 years, and 15 years. 

 

To find out whether there is any significance awareness level of special educators regarding 

government schemes for children with Intellectual disabilities with regard to experience such as 0-5 

years, 6-14 and 15 years, the researchers used ANOVA. 

 

Table No. 6 

Work experience of special educators in three sub groups 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Description of differences between and within groups 

Table No. 7 

 Sum of 

Squares 
Df 

Mean 

Square 
F Sig. 

Between Groups 2.745 2 1.373 .043 .958 

Within Groups 1808.105 57 31.721   

Total 1810.850 59    

 

Interpretation  

From the table No. 1.6 it is observed that the special educators’ (5 years work ex.) mean value is 

29.82, special educators with 6-14 years work ex. mean value is 29.941 and special educators (15 

years work ex.) mean value is 30.44. The significant difference between two groups is .958. It is 

inferred that there is no significant difference in the awareness level of special educators about 

government schemes about their work experience.  

Work 

Experience 
N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Min. 

M 
Max. M 

5 years 34 29.824 5.7549 .9870 13.0 40.0 

6-14 years 17 29.941 5.7497 1.3945 19.0 37.0 

15 years 9 30.444 4.8247 1.6082 23.0 37.0 

Total 60 29.950 5.5401 .7152 13.0 40.0 
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 Findings of the study 

 Based on the findings of the study, it is interpreted that there is a significant difference of 

awareness level about government schemes among special educators for children with 

intellectual disability with regard to the work area (rural and urban).The finding indicates that 

educator of urban area is more aware than that of rural area. 

 

 The researchers found that educators working under SSA in rural areas attend 10-15 schools a 

week. Furthermore, there is a huge gap between rural and urban area as the information or 

camps organized by government are inaccessible for rural people. 

 

 The finding shows that there a significant difference in the level of awareness among special 

educators based on their professional qualification in special education. The awareness level of 

M.Ed and B.Ed educators is same compared to D.Ed educators, however, D.Ed and B.Ed 

educators have difference in that. 

 

 The findings show that the years of working experience does not influence on the level of 

awareness among the special educators. The special educators having more than 15 year 

experience, 6-14 years’ experience and 0 to 5 years’ experience do not have any significant 

difference.  

Recommendations of the study 

The present study gives several recommendations based on the finding of the study to enhance the 

awareness level of government schemes among the special educators for CWID.   

 The study recommends that more no. of in-service programs such as CRE, workshop, 

seminars, conferences about Government schemes with collaboration of ministry of Social 

Justice and Empowerment should be made available to the special educators at institutions 

and district level wherein they can participate and discuss regarding Government schemes in 

special education.  

 

 More research is required to be done on special educators working in Uttar Pradesh in order 

to find out the facts of their awareness status and to improve their professional competencies 

in their respective area of working. 

 

 The study recommends that all the government information, relaxation and concessions 

related to the welfare of persons with disabilities must be disseminated through Information 

and Broadcasting Ministry to all the strata of the society.  

 

 A continuous assessment of special educators is also recommended to assess their current 

level about government schemes and knowledge in their respective area of working.   
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