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Introduction

What is MICS?

UNICEF launched Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys 
(MICS) in 1995 to monitor the status of children around 
the world. Over the past twenty-five years, this 
household survey has become the largest source of 
statistically sound and internationally comparable data 
on women and children worldwide, and more than 330 
MICS surveys have been carried out in more than 115 
countries. 

MICS surveys are conducted by trained fieldworkers who 
perform face-to-face interviews with household 
members on a variety of topics. MICS was a major data 
source for the Millennium Development Goals indicators 
and continues to inform more than 150 Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDG) indicators in support of the 
2030 Sustainable Development Agenda. 

MICS has been updated several times with new and 
improved questions. The current version, MICS6, was 
deployed in 2017 and is being implemented in 58 
countries. MICS6 includes new modules that track SDG4 
indicators related to education such as learning 
(SDG4.1.1), Early Childhood Development and Education 
(SDG4.2.1 and SDG4.2.2), information and 
communication technology skills (ICTτSDG4.4.1), and 
child functioning (child disabilityτSDG4.5.1), as well as 
parental involvement in education. 

What is MICS-EAGLE?

UNICEF launched the MICS-EAGLE (Education Analysis for 
Global Learning and Equity) Initiative in 2018 with the objective 
of improving learning outcomes and equity issues in education 
by addressing two critical education data problems ςgaps in 
key education indicators, as well as lack of effective data 
utilization by governments and education stakeholders. MICS-
EAGLE is designed to:

ÅSupport education sector situation analysis and sector plan 
development by building national capacity, and leveraging 
the vast wealth of education data collected by MICS6; and

ÅBuild on the global data foundation provided by MICS6 to 
yield insights at the national, regional, and global level about 
ways to ensure each child can reach his or her full potential 
by reducing barriers to opportunity.

What is profiling?

One of the characteristics of this fact sheet is profiling. Profiling 
illustrates the demographic and socioeconomic characteristics 
of children in a certain category. Profiling answers questions 
ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ άǿƘŀǘ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƛǎ ƳŀƭŜ 
ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƛǎ ŦŜƳŀƭŜΚέ ƻǊ άǿƘŀǘ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƪŜȅ 
population group lives in rural and what percentage lives in 
ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎΚέ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǇǊƻŦƛƭŜǎ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜ ŀƭƭ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ 
key population group, the sum of various characteristics always 
adds up to 100 per cent.

For example, a profile of children not completing upper 
secondary education will show what the main characteristics of 
children in the key population group for this indicator are. As 
upper secondary completion rates look intochildren aged 3ς5 
years older than the entry age for children for the last grade of 
upper secondary school, which is 17 years-old, the target 
population will be children aged 20ς22 years who have not 
completed primary education. In Georgia, 55 percent of 
children of the key population group not completing upper 
secondary education are male, therefore 45 per cent have to
be female. In turn, 51 per cent of children of the target 
population not completing upper secondary education live in 
rural areas, therefore 49 per cent live in urban areas.

How is this fact sheet structured?

The MICS-EAGLE initiative offers activities 
at the national, regional, and global level. 
The seven topics listed below are analyzed 
through an equity lens (gender, socio-
economic status, ethnicity, etc.):

Access and Completion

Skills
(learning outcomes, ICT skills

and literacy rate)

Inclusive Education
(with a focus on disability)

Repetition and Dropouts
(Internal Efficiency)

Child Protection
(child labourand child marriage)

Early Learning

Out-of-School Children
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Topic 1 Completion

1 . In whichlevel of education 

is the completion rate the 

lowest?

2. What are the characteristics of 

children who do not complete 

each level of education?

3 . Which regions have the 

lowest completion rates 

at each level?

4. What is the profile of 

ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ǿƘƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ 

each level of education?

Guiding 
questions



Findings

Å The primary completion rate is 100 percent in 
Georgia, a remarkable feat. Moreover, there are no 
differences in primary completion rate by socio-
economic groups.

Å At the lower secondary level as well, the completion 
rate is universal. However, 98 percent of Azeri 
children complete lower secondary compared to 
Georgian children (100 percent). 

Å The critical bottleneck is theupper secondary level. 
66 percent of children complete upper secondary in 
Georgia.

Å At the upper secondary level, completion rates are 
higher in urban areas and among the richest 
children.

Å The largest differences are by wealth and 
ethnicities. The completion rate among the richest 
is twice that of the poorest children. Among the 
ethnic minority groupsas well, the completion rate 
among Azeris is particularly low at 33 percent, while 
the completion rate among children of Georgian 
ethnicity is 69 percent.

Georgia Education Fact Sheet 2020 | Analysis for learning and equity using MICS6 data7 Topic 1: Completion



FIGURE 7FIGURE 6FIGURE 5

Regional Disaggregation

Findings

ÅAt primary level, all regions have 
extremely high completion rates.

ÅAt the lower secondary level, 
completions rates are high as well. 
Though compared to other regions, 
Guria's completion rate is the lowest 
and stands at 97 percent.

ÅAt the upper secondary level, 
regional disparities are large. 
Completion rate in Tbilisi is 76 
percent whereas in Kakheti region it 
is only 42 percent. The decline in 
completion rates from lower 
secondary to upper secondary is 
drastic across regions.

Completion rate, primary Completion rate, lower secondary Completion rate, upper secondary

20-400-20 40-60 60-80 80-100 20-400-20 40-60 60-80 80-100 20-400-20 40-60 60-80 80-100
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Findings

ÅSince the primary and lower secondary 
completion rates are high, the profiling is 
only created for upper secondary level 
where there were enough children who 
were not completing the level. The profiling 
is based on the 34 percent of children not 
completing upper secondary level. 

ÅMales are overrepresented among those not 
completing upper secondary.

ÅThere is almost an even split between urban 
and rural areas in the distribution of children 
not completing upper secondary.

ÅMore than 50 percent of children not 
completing upper secondary belong to the 
poorest two quintiles.

ÅMost children not completing school are of 
Georgian ethnicity. One explanation for this 
is that Georgian ethnicity is the most 
populous and hence the proportion of 
ethnically Georgian children is larger 
compared to others.

ÅMost children not completing upper 
secondary are from Tbilisi.

Profile of children not completing education

Profile of children who do not complete 
school, upper secondary, by sex

FIGURE 8
Profile of children who do not complete 
school, upper secondary, by area

FIGURE 9
Profile of children who do not complete 
school, upper secondary, by wealth quintile

FIGURE 10

Profile of children who do not complete school, upper 
secondary, by ethnicity

FIGURE 11 Profile of children who do not complete school, upper 
secondary, by district

FIGURE 12
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76 14 6 4
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Tbilisi Kvemo Kartli Imereti

Kakheti Shida Kartli Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti

Adjara A. R. Guria Samtskhe-Javakheti

Mtskheta-Mtianeti
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TABLE 1. Completion ςShares & headcounts by various socioeconomic characteristics
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* Headcounts are based on UNSD statistics; They can be calculated using other data sources if the country requests.

Completion rates (%) Headcount of children who 
did NOT complete Upper 

secondary

Primary Lower Secondary Upper Secondary

Total 100 100 66 48,500 

Sex
Male 100 100 64 26,600 

Female 100 100 68 21,900 

Area
Urban 100 100 74 23,700 

Rural 100 99 50 24,700 

Wealth quintile

Poorest 100 99 43 13,800 

Second 100 100 52 12,600 

Middle 100 100 70 8,200 

Fourth 100 100 70 10,600 

Richest 100 100 88 3,400 

Ethnicity

Georgian 100 100 69 36,700 

Azeri 100 98 33 6,900 

Armenian 100 100 66 2,900 

Other 100 100 44 2,000 

Missing M M 92 10 

District

Tbilisi 100 100 76 13,600 

Adjara A. R. 100 100 74 3,300 

Guria 100 97 47 1,600 

Imereti 100 100 61 7,500 

Kakheti 99 100 42 4,500 

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 100 99 68 1,100 

Samegrelo-ZemoSvaneti 100 100 49 3,500 

Samtskhe-Javakheti 100 100 64 1,400 

Kvemo Kartli 100 98 56 7,600 

Shida Kartli 99 100 51 4,400 



3,878 

1,660 
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Overview

Estimated
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Findings

ÅOut-of-school rate is low at primary 
and lower secondary levels.

ÅDespite the low levels, poorest and 
rural kids have higher shares of out of 
school rates than urban and richest 
kids.

ÅThe out of school children rate 
increases dramatically at the upper 
secondary level.

ÅInequity in education is evident when 
looking at out of school children rate 
at upper secondary level.

ÅIn particular, out-of-schoolrate of 
children from the poorest quintile is 5 
times that of children from the 
richest quintile. 

ÅAn estimated 14,543 children are out 
of school at the upper secondary level 
in Georgia. 

Estimated
number of
out-of-school
children
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Topic2 Out-of-School Children

1 . In whichlevel of education 

has the highest out-of-

school rate for children?

2. How many children are 

out of school?

3 . Which regions have the 

highest out-of-school rates?

4. Where do most out-of-school 

children live and what is their 

background?

Guiding 
questions
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Out-of-school children by level of education

Findings

ÅAt the primary level, poorer children and 
children belonging to ethnicities other than 
Georgian have higher levels of out of school 
rates. Similar shares of children are out of 
school based on gender and location.

ÅAt the lower secondary level, Azeri children 
have the highest out of school rates 
compared to other socio-economic groups. 
Unlike primary level, slightly more males are 
out of school than females. 

ÅAt the upper secondary level, 11 percent of 
children are out of school. The out of school 
rate is higher among males and rural 
children. Disparities exist by wealth quintiles 
and ethnicities as well. Azeri children have 
the highest out of school rates at 33 percent.

ÅIn terms of ratio, 3 times more Azeri children 
are out of school than the national average. 
In fact the rates of increase of out-of-school 
is drastic for Azeri children from primary to 
upper secondary. 
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FIGURE 15 Share of out-of-school children, primary

FIGURE 16 Share of out-of-school children, lower secondary

FIGURE 17 Share of out-of-school children, upper secondary
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FIGURE 18

Regional Disaggregation

Findings

ÅAlthough low, regional disparities still exist in 
Georgia in out-of-school children rates.

ÅAt primary level, Tbilisi has no child out of 
school, whereas 3 percent of children are out 
of school in Samegrelo- Zemo Svaneti region.

ÅAt the lower secondary level, Kvemo Kartlihas 
3 percent of children out of school, whereas 
there are no children out of school in Adjara 
A.R. and Samtskhe-Javakheti.

ÅAt upper secondary level, regional 
differences are stark with some regions 
performingmuch better than the others. 
For example, out-of-school children rates 
are lower in SamtskheJavakheti - at 4 
percent, whereas 21 percent of children are 
out-of-school in Kvemo Kartli.

Share of out-of-school children, primary Share of out-of-school children, lower 
secondary

Share of out-of-school children, upper 
secondary

5-100-5 10-15 15-25

FIGURE 19 FIGURE 20
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