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Preface

Campaign for Popular Education (CAMPE) is an advocacy and campaign network
promoting quality education, retention and completion of primary & secondary
education cycle of both boys and girls in Bangladesh. It has gradually grown into a
well-known credible coalition of about 1000 education NGOs, researchers, education
rights’ campaigners and teacher associations sharing similar vision and mission. It is
also the Secretariat of Education Watch, a civil society platform of researchers,
practitioners and activists in the education sector in Bangladesh. CAMPE, on behalf
of Education Watch group, coordinates the production of annual research-based
Education Watch reports, presenting a civil society perspective on the progress and
challenges of achieving different national and international goals and targets in
Bangladesh.

Citizens’ Report Card (CRC) is a popular social accountability tool for analyzing
feedback from receivers on public services performance. The use of citizens’ report
card, as a performance monitoring and feedback mechanism is expected to ensure
social accountability. It can significantly enhance public accountability through media
coverage and civil society advocacy that accompanies the process.

CAMPE initially applied this tool in Government Primary Schools in 2013 and 2015.
In 2017 a total 6,720 households were investigated in 20 districts from eight divisions.
The study covered 120 primary schools representing Government Primary School,
Newly Nationalized Primary Schools located in Community Education Watch Group
(CEWG) and non-CEWG areas with urban and rural settings. The study employed a
mixed method approach using both qualitative and quantitative measures and adopted
a multi-staged random sampling technique for selecting the respondents. Data was
collected both from primary and secondary sources. The data was presented in 8
regional workshops for validation.

The main report contains the details including overall findings and recommendations.
The findings covered infrastructure and facilities like classrooms, electricity, drinking
water, toilet, playground, sports material, use of 1CT, learning materials, supplementary
reading materials, school feeding programme, school level improvement plan,
availability/ use of para-teacher, teachet-student ratio, students’ petformance etc. It
looked into school governance like punctuality, teachet’s behaviour, home visit, role of
school management committee, mothers gathering, visit of education officials; private
tutoring, distribution of textbooks, stipend, payment of different fees for admission,
re-admission, annual exam, sports, mark sheet and practice of corporal punishment.



The whole exercise was a collective effort and we would like to extend our heartfelt
thanks to the rescarch team of Institute of Social Business (ISB) led by Prof. Nazmul
Haq for conducting the study with sincerity and commitment. We would also like to
express our deepest gratitude to the members of the Technical Advisory Team
comprising relevant government officials, development partners, field experts and
practitioners form accross the world for their valuable contribution from study design
to finalization of the report.

Our sincere appreciation also go to the teachers, students, guardians, local education
officials, partner NGOs and CAMPE team who provided spontancous support during
the survey at different stages. Special thanks to the Directorate of Primary Education
(DPE) and the Ministry of Primary and Mass Education (MoPME) for their wonderful
cooperation.

Finally, the Citizens” Report Card Survey 2016 and publication of the report have been
possible with the cooperation of Protyasha Project supported by DFID, Bangladesh.
We acknowledge their kind cooperation and express our deep appreciation.

Rasheda K Choudhury
Executive Director
Campaign for Popular Education (CAMPE)
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Executive
Summary

Primary education in Bangladesh has received an utmost attention of the government since last few
decades. All the key issues in primary education like enrolment, retention, attendance, achievement, gender
parity etc. were highly enhanced and appreciated around the world. Government largely depends on the
systematic departmental statistics and the quality of primary education is identified on the basis of these
official measures. At present ensuring the quality of teaching in primary education is the top most concern
in Bangladesh.

Since the nationalization of primary schools in 1973 government started to involve the community in the
management of the primary schools. In this context, establishing School Management Committee (SMC),
Parent-Teacher Association (PTA), holding mothers’ meeting etc. were emphasized and little financial and
administrative power were transferred to the hands of the School Management Committee. However, the
approach did not work very well due to non-involvement of larger community in the school affairs. In the
absence of any form of social accountability the primary education lost its previous momentum in terms
of quality, continuation and maintaining teachers’ responsibility in school activities.

In order to enhance the quality education in primary schools many countries have introduced Citizen’s
Report Card (CRC) where community people are involved in the assessment of education and school
quality in primary grade.

With this background, attempt has been made by CAMPE in 2016 to conduct citizens’ report card (CRC)
in 120 government primary school both government primary school - GPS and newly nationalized
primary school - NNPS throughout the country.

The main objective of this Citizens” Report Card Study on Primary Education 2016 is to assess the level
of satisfaction of the service recipients and collecting feedback from different stakeholders on some
specific government facilities in the primary education sector.

CRC Approach

CRC intends to elicit information about users, awareness of, access to, use of, and satisfaction with public
services. CRC identifies the key constraints that citizens, especially the poor and the underserved
populations, face in accessing public services, their appraisals of the quality and adequacy of public
services, and the quality of interactions they have with the providers of the services. The tool offers several
recommendations on sector policies, strategies and programs to address these constraints and improve
service delivery.

Methodology of the Research

The study followed the mixed method approach using both qualitative and quantitative measures. Data
were collected both from primary and secondary sources. All the instruments used in this study had been
pretested and finalized by Technical Advisory Team. The tools developed were based on the previous CRC
tools of CAMPE and practical experiences of the research team.

A total of 6,720 households were investigated in 20 districts from eight divisions. The study covered 120
government primary schools representing all the GPS, NNPS located in Community Education Watch
group (CEWG), non-CEWG areas with urban and rural inclusive. The study adopted a multi-staged
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random sampling technique for selecting the respondents for interview. Out of the 120 schools, 20 were
taken for classroom observation where investigators personally collected information about day to day
classroom practices in these schools.

Among the survey respondents, 81.36% and 18.7% were female and male, respectively. Around one-third
(31.5%) of the respondents could not write their name, followed by literate 8.4%, primary completed
13.4%, secondary and above 11.6%. Half of the respondents belonged to the income category (family)
Taka 6,000-9,000 and Taka 9,001-12,000. Occupation of more than three-fourth (78.2%) of the
respondents was homemaker, animal husbandry, fishery, day labor etc. After this category, the second and
third most common occupational statuses were business (6.2%) and farmer (5.1%). For qualitative data
focus group discussion, key informant interviews and case studies were undertaken with great care.

In order to authenticate the findings, eight validation workshops were organized in eight divisions with the
respective practitioner, government officials, local elites, and representatives from all segments of people,
parents and students. Their comments were carefully studied and incorporated in the study report.

A total number of 120 schools surveyed for this study include 83 Government Primary School (GPS) and
37 Newly Nationalized Primary School (NNPS). Among 120 surveyed schools, 26% (N=31) schools were
taken under the Community Education Watch Group (CEWG). About 40% (N=47) schools were taken
from urban areas and 60% (N=73) were from rural areas.

Major Findings
Findings of this study were accommodated based on the feedbacks collected on specific government
facilities in the primary education.

Infrastructure and Facilities

Classroom: 1t was found that more than half of the schools suffer from infrastructure as well as other
physical amenities. The finding shows that more than half of the sampled schools do not possess
sufficient number of classroom required for the students. Further, around 8.33% schools do not have any
classroom decoration.

Electricity: Around 19.2% schools do not have electricity. 12.5% schools do not have electric bulb, 3.3%
school do not have electric fans in the classrooms. Though the number of school with the absence of light
and fan is small yet it may exert indirect effect on the achievement of the learners.

Drinking water: Data shows that safe drinking water supply has improved to a great extent compared to last
year report card survey. The last year (2015) report found 87.6% schools with appropriate safe drinking
water facility while the current 2016 report card survey found 97.5% schools. About 83.3% of the
respondents perceived that the school supply water is safe though 2.5% of the respondents are not aware
of it.

Toilet: Regarding toilet facility it shows that more than half of the schools have either one or two toilets for
the students. The rest of the schools except 3 have more than two toilet facilities. 2.5% schools do not have
any toilet facilities for the students. Moreover, the survey finding shows that all the toilets are not equally
usable or open to all students. Schools which had toilets around 94% of them were found useable.
Nonetheless, 28.33% schools do not have separate toilet facilities for girl students. 66.70% schools have
one toilet for teachers and around 22.50% do not have separate toilet facilities for teachers.

Playground and Sports Materials: About three forth of the schools have playground. School mainly provides
outdoor sports material such as football (41.7%) and cricket (24%) materials and in many cases indoor
game materials such as Karumboard (14%). Access to these materials is not always easy.

04



Excecutive Summary

ICT Facilities: Around 30% schools reported that the schools have received laptop or computer for the ICT
education support. In addition, some of the schools, around 11.7% further have multimedia facilitated
classrooms in their schools. Among the schools which have ICT facilities, 16.2%, have ICT servicing
mechanism for school digital facilities.

Learning Materials: The study shows that most of the schools possess wide range of learning materials.
Respondents in FGD, KII and validation workshops expressed their reservation of using plenty of
materials in the class. However, classroom observation found that teachers’ use of learning materials in the
classroom is limited.

SRM: The study shows that 65% schools did not have supplementary reading materials (SRM) facility in
the schools. Compared to the data generated 2015 which showed 71% school had SRM facility, this result
indicates a downward trend of SRM facilities at school. The possible reason for decreasing the number of
SRM facilities might due to inclusion of larger number NNPS.

School Feeding Programme: The government of Bangladesh has recently introduced school feeding
programme in limited schools. Among the respondents, 24.9% informed that they have the facility of
school feeding program in their schools. 99.7% of those students received biscuits as meal from the
schools. Most of the parents and guardian of the students receiving this service showed satisfaction
regarding both the quality and quantity of the school feeding meal.

SLIP: School Level Improvement Plan (SLIP) grant is a designated fund to encourage decentralization
through empowering parents, teachers and local communities to plan and work together to enhance school
resources and learning environment as per school needs. All the sampled schools of the study received
SLIP grant ranged from Tk. 30,000 to 50,000 in the period of 2016. The SLIP fund was mostly spent by
designated SLIP committee. The committees spent 49% of the grant but in this regard nearly 10% fund is
utilized in collaboration with teachers.

Para-Teacher: The study revealed that 18.3% schools (22 schools out of 120) had hired para-teachers for
temporary basis to conduct the classes. Most of the cases (64%) School Management Committee (SMC)
appointed theses teachers. Several participants identified teacher shortage in government primary schools
is one of the major problems for ensuring quality education. Many of them remarked immediate new
recruitment to fill up the vacancies would be one of the ways to address the present circumstance.

Teacher-Student Ratio: The mean attendance of teachers at school on surveyed day was 5.99 compared to the
original teachers’ allotment of 7.37. The student teacher ratio was found 1:46. The minimum ratio is 1:13
and the maximum ratio is 1:119.

Through classroom observation the study found that majority of the teachers spends a significant time to
control class rather than teaching. Three-fourth of the teachers announces lesson by writing on board.
Though majority of the teachers follow some correct ways of teaching still a significant number of
teachers do not follow the appropriate pedagogical means. Similar findings and community endorsement
was obtained in the validation workshop with them.

Teacher student interaction in class is relatively low, teacher gave lecture and explanation (70%) and asked
fewer question in class. On the other hand students asked much fewer questions. However, parents and
community expressed their satisfaction with this type of teaching in their FGD and validation workshop.
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Students’ Performance: This survey shows that total number of students appeared in Primary Education
Certificate Examination (PECE) were 1,242 and 4,049 respectively from CEWG and NCEWG schools. It
was found from this study that comparatively CEWG students did little better than the NCEWG school
students. Similarly, boys’ performance of these schools was also found little higher than the gitls of their
counterparts.

Large number of parents expressed their satisfaction with the teaching quality of the teachers among the
surveyed schools. Almost 59% respondents are either satisfied or very satisfied in this year, which was
61.6% in 2015 survey. Similarly more than half of the respondents expressed their satisfaction with the
teaching learning environment in the schools.

School Governance
The study addressed the school governance issues and included teachers’ punctuality, innovative teaching,
home visit, interaction with parents and role of SMC.

Punctuality: Almost all the respondents (98.7%) accompanying by their children opined that teachers come
to the schools regularly. Also, the same picture was found both in rural (98.5%) and urban (98.9%) areas,
GPS (98.6%) and NNPS (98.8%) and CEWG (98.7%) and Non-CEWG (98.7%). Parents and other
officials also endorsed these findings in their FGDs and validation workshops.

It is found that most of the respondents (72.01%) are satisfied with the attendance of the teachers in
classes. On the other way, 4.34% of the respondents are not satisfied on the attendance of teachers.
Almost 24% of them are moderately satisfied. The situation of teacher attendance is little deteriorated
than previous year, 2015. The finding is validated by the the FGDs, KlIs participants.

Teachers’ Bebaviour: The study indicates a harmonious and cordial relationship between teacher and
guardians. It shows that almost 98% of the respondents never experienced unexpected behavior from the
school teachers. Almost the same findings found both in urban and rural areas. This finding corresponds
with the previous studies in 2013 and 2015 that teachers were well behaved with the parents. However,
amongst the few who were not nice to the parents showed unprovoked temperament (40.3%), rude
behaviour such as bad temperament (23.3%), unequal treatment (8.8%) and ethnic discrimination
(5.7%).The study shows that nearly 69% of the respondents are either satisfied or very satisfied with the
behavior of the teachers. In addition, a quarter of the respondents are moderately satisfied.

Home Visit: Teachers are to visit students” home provided any one remain absent for three consecutive
days. In this regard parents mentioned that about 37% teachers did not enquire about it but 44% made
home visit and 17.6% enquired over phone. Home visits were made by mostly teachers and some time by
SMC members. The information corresponds with the FGD and validation workshops with community

people.

SMC: The SMC members regularly sit and discuss school related issues such as, discipline of the teachers
and students (24.6%), financial issues (20.6%), syllabus (15.4%), SLIP fund (11.8%) ectc. 38% of the
respondents (Head Teachers) mentioned that they have implemented 100% of the SMC decisions and
another 62% stated that they have implemented 26-50% of SMC’s decision.

06



Executive Summary

Mothers Gathering: Nearly 98% of the surveyed schools were found to arrange mothers’ gathering in 2016.
Depending on the school management, SMC involvement and governance structure, schools take their
own decision on the number of such gatherings. The survey shows that on an average three mothers
gathering ranging between one and ten were held during 2016.

Visit of Education Officials: More than 51% of the respondents (Head Teachers) informed that either 1 or 2
education officials visited their schools in 2016. Other highest percentage (20.8%) of the respondent
opined 3 education officers came to their schools for visit.

From the interviews of Head Teachers, it is found that almost 60% of the respondents told that the
education officials came to their school for a sudden inspection. Besides, routine inspection (24.1%), and
advising inspection (10.9%) were also reported from the respondents. From the FGD and validation
workshop respondents, it has found that number of visit to urban schools is high than the rural schools
and they also raised questions on the key purpose of their visits.

Private Tutoring

The survey revealed that 67.4% of the respondents reported to take private tuition support in any form in
2016. Looking into the respondents by CEWG working area, it is found that the tendency of taking private
tutor in CEWG area had slightly higher than non-CEWG area. It might be happened due to inclusion of
the respondents from urban area in Non-CEWG area. Comparing with the previous year within CEWG
area, it is found that the extent of private tutoring within CEWG area in 2016 slightly decreased than 2015
but slightly higher than in 2013.

Around 83.8% of the respondents reported to have had private tutor who were not from the same school,
while 16.2% were from their own school teacher. Following the data further, it is found that 7.9% private
tutors come from other primary schools. Majority of the students (55.5%) considered taking meritotious
students in the locality as their private tutors. Though some teachers outside school time work as private
tutor for their own students yet it is not permissible in the government rule.

Distribution of Textbooks

All students received free textbooks from school in January 2016. Almost 99% of the respondents rated
the quality of paper and printing was good. The rest of the respondents (1%) mentioned some bad aspects
of the books, such as low quality of papers, bad printing, torn pages of the books, etc.

About 96% of the respondents did not pay any money for getting textbooks. However, few respondents
(around 4%) reported that they had paid some unauthorized amount for the books. This varies in the
urban and rural areas. In the urban area, only 0.3% respondents and in rural areas 6.4% students indicated
that they had to pay some money for getting books. A significant difference can be found in GPS (2.5%)
and NNPS (7.3%) schools.

On an average Tk.18.00 was paid for getting the books, though the amount varies from Tk. 5 to Tk. 200.
The unauthorized payment for getting books was 7.3% in 2015. So this is an improvement over the last
year. They were told to pay for the purposes of carrying of the books (84.23% respondents) and price of
new books (3.46%).
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The respondents were asked whether they had to buy books (guide/note books) from the market and
almost 69% of them responded that they bought additional books. Comparison of CEWG schools in
2015 and 2016 shows almost the same picture — 67% and 65.4% of the households respectively bought
other books from the market.

Nearly 87% of them were either satistied or very satistied with the book distribution. In addition, 13% of
them are also moderately satisfied. Very negligible numbers of respondents were either unsatisfied or very

unsatisfied. In the 2015 survey, almost all respondents (99.6%) were satisfied, which have been reduced to
87% this year.

Stipend Distribution

The stipend is given to the students in rural areas only. Looking into the distribution of students based on
the receiving stipend, the study found that on an average 94% students received stipend in the rural
schools. Comparing these findings based on CEWG and Non-CEWG working area, the study found that
almost all students (97.9%) received stipend in CEWG working area while 44.5% students received stipend
in non-CEWG working area. About 98.1% of the respondents reported to have not experience any sort
of irregularities in receiving stipend. A small portion of the students (1.9%) were stated that they faced bad
experiences.

Payment of Different Fees
The study found a wide practice of fees to be taken from the learners existed in schools for different
purposes. Some of them are:

Admission Fees: About 16.7% of the total respondents stated that they had to pay on an average Tk. 37.58
as admission fee. 19.9% of the rural students paid on an average of Tk. 37.41, whereas 11.7% paid Tk.
35.68. In the GPS Schools, 15.3% respondents paid Tk. 36.35, whereas in the NNPS schools 20.6% paid
Tk. 39.97. On the other side, 14.8% students in the CEWG schools paid Tk. 24.72, whereas 17.2%
students in the Non-CEWG paid Tk. 40.34. It is needed to mention that in any cases admission in GPS or
NNPS is completely free of charge.

Readmission Fees: About 2.9% of the total respondents informed that they had to pay on an average Tk.
53.34 as readmission fee for the new class or in the same class for their children. In total, this group paid
Tk. 10,295 for the readmission where the maximum amount was Tk. 250 per person.

Annual Exam Fees: About 97.6% of the total respondents opined that they had to pay annual exam fee
which varied from Tk. 5 to Tk. 580. This is a slightly below comparing to the percentage of respondents
in 2015, which was 98.8%. In total, they paid Tk. 171,721 as annual exam fees. But the average payment
fot the annual exam fees is about Tk. 26.

Sports Fees: About 23% of the respondents had to pay for the annual sports festival which ranging from Tk.
5 to tk. 100. The total amount of payment was Tk. 48,820 and the average amount is about Tk. 31. This is
the consistent trends comparing to the scenario of 2013 and 2015 when 23.60% and 26.70% paid on an
average Tk. 12.27, and Tk. 26.47, respectively, for the annual sports festival.

Mark Sheet Fees: About 5.2% of the respondents told that they had to pay something for getting mark
sheets of the annual exam. On an average they paid Tk. 18.54, where the maximum amount was Tk. 100
and minimum amount was Tk. 5.
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Excecutive Summary

Corporal Punishment

The study revealed that on an average 65.3% students received physical punishment in schools. Among
them the frequency of the physical punishment was 6.3% regular, 68.3% occasional and 25.3% rare. The
study further revealed that 35.8% students received mental punishment in schools, while the frequency of
the mental punishment was 6.2% regular, 68.0% occasional and 25.8% rare.

The major types of corporal punishment was included beating by sticks (53.3%), beating by hands
(19.9%), standing on foots with holding ear (14.4%), beating by duster 9.1% and 3.2% others. The study
found that on average 64.3% guardians perceived to be accepted of physical punishment in schools while
the rate for mental punishment was 31%. It is noticed that females (65.1%) are slightly more prone to
accepting corporal punishment than males (61.1%) in 2016. In 2015, males (95.2%) were relatively more
prone to accepting corporal punishment than females (94.8%). Regarding the corporal punishment
participants in validation workshop expressed some divided opinion. A significant number of teachers
tried to deny about such punishment but later parents and community people disputed against their denial.

Recommendations

Based on the findings of houschold survey, focus group discussion, key informant interviews at local and
national levels, case studies and validation workshop, the following recommendations and reform
proposals have been found.

1. Teacher student ration in classes of primary school is perceived by the teachers as well as parents
to be very high for effective teaching, Though government accepted the standard of 1:40 yet it is
big for lower grades because younger children need greater attachment of teachers to remain calm.
Therefore, special attention needed to be given to reduce the current teacher student ratio less
than 40 particularly in the carly grades.

2. So far the study is concerned the perception of the citizen about different aspects of primary
education seems to be quite satisfactory but digging further into the overall background of the
parents and community people a question remains how far they understand about the acceptable
status of those aspects of primary education. Therefore, a review of citizens’ understanding in line
with actual quality standards need to be undertaken through further studies and adopt necessary
action.

3. The stipend system to identify potential stipend recipients should be strengthened so that those
who deserve stipends get the appropriate amounts, and minimizing the risk of elite capture.

4. It is found from the survey that parents and other community people are satisfied with the
teachers’ regular practice in school including their regularity, teaching methods and personal
conduct. However, this expression may represent their good gesture but it is not clear how far they
know the technical aspects of teaching methods, and other administrative regulation. Therefore
parents and community people need to be informed about these issues and then sought their
opinion.

5. Performance based incentive apart from salary should be arranged to promote better teaching
learning activities of the primary school teachers.
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Corporal punishment should be stopped with immediate measures by the school authorities and
other stakeholders including SMC, community people. Though significant numbers of parents are
still in favour of using physical punishment, it seems that they are not very much aware of the
impact of punishment. It would have been better if the impact of such punishment were
explained to them and made them aware through various programmes such as dialogues with
parents, media campaign and then examine their opinion.

Orientation and motivational training program for the SMC members on their roles and
responsibilities should be arranged. There should have an effective mechanism of interaction
between local government authority, SMC and schools authority.

A policy on school feeding programme is underway to be formulated. Based on the demand and
expectation from the respondent, in order to enhance attendance the piloting project of school
teeding program should be expanded and institutionalized at all primary schools.

Necessary steps should be taken for infrastructural development at schools, for example,
increasing decorated multi-media class rooms and proper seating spaces, usable separate toilets for
male and female students (toilet-to-student ratio of 1:50), usable library, boundary walls, play-
ground with sufficient instruments, railing at stairs and roof-top. Steps should be taken to
encourage students for the proper utilization of play-grounds. Training on disability should be
provided to the teachers.

It is found from the survey that no schools have sufficient sports materials for students. Some
schools have indoor play materials but fewer students have the opportunity of their use. Unless
the schools are made joyful, students’ attendance will remain unsatisfactory. It is needed to
increase the extra curricular opportunity in school and provide joyful environment in different
ways. Parents also required to be informed about the benefit of such opportunity.

The study demonstrates that large numbers of students go for private coaching though many do
it with individuals other than school teachers. In this regard schools will take necessary measure to
arrange remedial classes/special coaching without any cost. Instead of coaching on payment,
teacher-student communication should be developed and strengthened to improve teaching-
learning environment.

Most of the students use guidebooks for their education; sometime teachers also prescribe
guidebook for weaker students. It appears from the survey that teachers are not comfortable in
dealing with creative questions therefore; they take help from the guidebooks. Government should
take necessary steps to remove such weakness from the teachers by providing more training in
teaching learning methods.

SLIP fund is provided to school for qualitative development of the school. However, it is found
that large numbers of schools do not spend the amount accordingly. It would be helpful if the
amount is granted as per need and government become more vigilant in the matters of its use.
Besides, increasing needs of fund for organizing different types of activities for the students and
for observing national days, SLIP fund may be extended to cover these areas as well as the SLIP
fund amount may be increased.

The monitoring mechanism of the performance and teaching-learning environment of the
schools should be evaluated propetly. More active and technology based monitoring mechanism
should be developed to ensute the good learning environment in the primary schools.
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Background and
Introduction

Background

Government of Bangladesh operates one of the Jargest primary education systems in the world. A total of
122,176 schools of 25 categories covered with a total number of students 19,067,761 of which 96, 98,682
are girls. The total number of female teacher is 314,299 out of 527,798 teachers. The Ministry of Primary
and Mass Education (MoPME) manages around 59.1% (formal schools: 31.4% are GPS, 20.7% are NNPS,
0.1% are RNGPS, 1.6% are NRNGPS, 0.1% are Community and 0.05% are Experimental Schools;
MoPME managed non-formal schools/LCs: 0.1% ate Shishu Kollyan and 5.1% are ROSC schools) of
total primary schools of the country. (APSC 2015)

Several numbers of policies and legislations have been adopted in favor of primary education since the
independence of the country in 1971. The constitution of Bangladesh has a clear declaration of providing
basic education for all the children of country regardless of childten with any background'. Following the
constitutional commitment, primary education became legal responsibility and obligation of state by
‘Primary Education (Compulsory) Act’ enacted in 1990. The next major educational reform in policy level
was the adoption of a brand new education policy in 2010.> In addition to national policy and legislation,
Bangladesh is a cosignatory of all major international treaties related to primary and basic education
including Education for All (UNESCO, 1990), the Salamanca Statement and Framework for Action on
Special Needs Education (UNESCO, 1994), the Dakar Framework for Action (UNESCO, 2000).
Bangladesh as member states has adopted the new UN Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)’. This
new comprehensive educational target goes beyond past attempts to generate quality education, equip
learners for work, produces effective citizen and member of a learning society and world.

Bangladesh used to implement all policies and legislation for primary education through different projects
and programmes. At present Bangladesh’s primary education development activities are implemented
through an umbrella programme, Primary Education Development Programme (PEDP). The programme
is running its third phase, (PEDP III). It is to mention that Bangladesh’s primary education financing is
predominantly sourced from the Bangladesh government revenue budget and international support
through loan or grant. Bangladesh government’s expenditure on education is comparatively low e.g
average 1.93% of the gross domestic product (GDP) in 2016. Through this collaboration, in addition to
teachers’ salary and school administrative expenditure, Bangladesh government centrally publishes and
distributes textbooks and teaching learning materials to all the students of pre-primary and primary school
students across the country free of cost.

'"The Article 17(b) of constitution state that “(a) establishing a uniform, mass oriented and universal system of education
and extending free and compulsory education to all children to such stage as may be determined by law”; while 28(3) of
the constitution protect equal opportunities that “No citizen shall, on grounds only of religion, race, caste, sex or place
of birth be subjected to any disability, liability, restriction or condition with regard to access to any place of public
entertainment or resort, or admission to any cducational institution.”

*Natonal Education Policy 2010 generated several stimulated ideas for a strong and effective primary education for all.
The Policy puts forward several specific and details guidelines to achieve quality primary education including extension
of stipend for poor students, facilitation of joyful and attractive teaching-learning environment, ensuring no physical
punishment, providing school lunch, and special physical and learning arrangements for children with special needs.

> The new educational ambition set for 2030 exclusively desctribed in Goal 4, of 17 SDGs. The ovetarching goal for
education captured as ensute inclusive and equitable quality education and promote life long learning opportunities for all.
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Another major support programme for primary education financed by the Bangladesh Government is
educational transfer programmes through cash and food incentives. Through this programme students
and parents are provided with cash or food to enhance school enrolment, retention and completion rates
in primary education. The one of the qualifying conditions for cash incentives is that students need to
meet minimum attendance in schools. Other than cash incentive, the government of Bangladesh has been
implementing school feeding programme in poverty prone area to increase the enrolment, attendance and
to fulfill daily requirement of nutrition of the primary school children, for instance, children are provided
with 75 grams of fortified high energy biscuit during meal break.

Despite of those huge investments, primary education system is facing many challenges including quality
of education, repetition, high drop-out rate, inclusiveness, governance of school management etc.

Our primary education system has a long history of community engagement. Looking back, we find that
community’s withdrawal from the management of running schools particularly from primary schools
begun when government started nationalizing primary schools in 1973. Therefore, the nationalization of
primary education produced inertness in the minds of people regarding the quality or management of
primary education in the country. With the understanding of such transformation of community the
government reverted to involving community in the overall process of managing primary education. In
this context, establishing School Managing Committee (SMC), Parent-Teacher Association (PTA), holding
mothers’ meeting etc. were emphasized and little financial and administrative power were transferred to the
hands of the School Managing Community. However, involvement of larger community in the school
affairs might accelerate this approach with enhanced social accountability.

In the absence of any form of social accountability, the primary education lost its previous momentum in
terms of quality, continuation and maintaining teachers’ responsibility in school activities.* It is revealed
trom different literature that feedback mechanism from service recipient is very crucial to ensure quality
of education which can be operationalized through social accountability tools. While a variety of social
accountability approaches are available, it may be challenging for international organizations or local
partners to choose what would work best, given their context. In Bangladesh, the Citizen’s Report Card
(CRC) is widely used by CSOs. This reporting system is quite simple, viable and credible tool to provide
systematic feedback to public agencies about various quantitative and qualitative aspects of their
performance. Campaign for Popular Education (CAMPE) has initiated Citizen’s Report Card since 2013
using specific indicators on the performance of Primary Education in the selected districts.

Against this background, attempt has been made by CAMPE in 2016 to conduct citizens’ report card
(CRC) on primary education (both government primary school and newly nationalized primary school)
throughout the country while Institute of Social Business (ISB) was awarded to conduct this action
research. It is CAMPE’s third endeavor (other two were in 2013 and 2015) with extensive coverage of
institutions such as schools, government education offices as well as key stakeholders such as students,
teachers, guardians, community members, government officials both at national and local levels.

*Wortld Bank proposes to enhance four ateas to include citizens in the matters of public education system, these are: (i)
opportunities for information exchange, dialogue and negotiation between citizens and the state; (ii) the willingness and
ability to seek government accountability among citizens and civil society; (iif) transparency and open information
sharing, attitudes, skills and practices supporting listening and constructive engagement among service providers and
policy makers with citizens; and (iv) an enabling environment, within the policy, legal, and regulatory spheres for
increased civic engagement.
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Introduction and Background

Objectives of the Study
The main objective of this Citizens” Report Card Study on Primary Education 2016 is to assess the level
of satisfaction of the service recipients and collecting feedback from different stakeholders on
government facilities in the primary education sector. The specific objectives of the study are to:
¢ collect feedback from the community on services provided by the Government in Primary
education;
* draw a picture about the quality and accessibility of services;
* assess community level satisfaction on government facilities in the primary education sector (like
admission tees, stipend, mid-day meal etc.);
¢ compare the satisfaction level of the respondents of the targeted schools at the CAMPE supported
Community Education Watch Group (CEWG) working area and non CEWG working area;
* gather suggestions of community for improvement of services.

Citizens’ Report Card (CRC) Approach

CRC elicits information about users, awareness of, access to, use of, and satisfaction with public services.
CRC identifies the key constraints that citizens, especially the poor and the underserved populations, face
in accessing public services, their appraisals of the quality and adequacy of public services, and the quality
of interactions they have with the providers of the services. The tool offers several recommendations on
sector policies, strategies and programs to address these constraints and improve service delivery.

The CRC is such a tool that use of can provide a satisfactory feedback on daily activities of an
organization. This feedback can be utilized by civil society organizations, government as well as any service
provider for their benefit. This process is used for an overall assessment of the performance of public
education service based on citizens’ satisfaction in a right based framework (e.g., Availability, accessibility,
acceptability, affordability and adaptability), which is a reflection on the responsiveness and transparency
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of the service provide. It helps to track the change in benchmark over a period of time in a participatory
way which builds trust among and ownership stakeholders. The satisfaction survey helps move from
‘apathy and coping’ to ‘voicing’. It can through the spotlight on specific success, hidden costs and under
current corruption that may prevail in the system. So the report card can facilitate advocacy and
mobilization in favour of a successful education system through collective action.

Citizens Report Card is more than a research. It engages communities and all other relevant stakeholders
(primary school teachers, school management committees, upazila and district education officials, etc.) at the
local level and also consults with national level key stakeholders (i.e. public officials, non-government and
research/think tank organizations, etc.) for building ownership as well as for a unified campaigning effort to
derive positive changes in the delivery of primary education.

Data Sources and Methodology
The study employed mixed method approach using both qualitative and quantitative instruments. Data
collected both from primary and secondary sources.

All the instruments used in this study had been pretested. The data collection tools developed based on the
previous CRC tools of CAMPE. All the indicators of the previous studies were taken in the current study
for a proper comparison. Other than that, more indicators and triangulation of the data considered for
better reporting. The report finalized through the incorporation of the feedback from the Advisory
Committee and CAMPE.

A. Secondary Data Collection Techniques

Literature Review

A rigorous review of the current and relevant literature carried out before the initiation of the
development of questionnaire. The key report was the last Report Card of CAMPE (2015), because a
comparative picture with the last CRC reports presented in this report. Other than these quite relevant
reports, education policies and other guiding principles were reviewed to strengthen the theoretical
perspective of providing a better primary education at government schools (GPS and NNPS).

Review of Administrative Data

Rules and provision on the financial allocation, logistics, and management in the primary education sector
collected before the survey. Checklists developed to gather information from the ministry and education
directorate, district and upazila education offices and school levels.

B. Primary Data Collection Techniques
For quantitative part, household survey employed for data collection technique. The qualitative
information collected through FGDs, KlIs, and observations of classtoom teaching, case study, and
reflection meeting and validation workshop.

It is also found from household survey that 41.4% respondents were from urban and 58.6% were from
rural, respectively. Looking into the respondents based on the types of schools,it is found that 20%
respondents were from the working area of Community Education Watch Group and 80% respondents
were from the non-CEWG area. Further, it is revealed that 27.6% respondents were from the Newly
Nationalized Primary School (NNPS).
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Table 1.1: Sample description and geographical coverage

Data Collection Coverage Number of Remarks
Techniques Respondent

8 divisions 6,720 Sub-national Level

20 Districts

20 Paurashava/ Upazila Sadar

20 Union

120 Schools

Education Specialist 212 National & Sub -

Govt. Representatives both national Level

national (MoPME, DPE) &

sub-national level (UNO,

Education Officials)

e Head Teacher

Local Govt. Representatives

SMC member

Civil society 180 20 FGDs at Sub -
Religious leader national Level
SMC members
TLocal leaders

Total 7,112

Household survey

KII

FGD

Household Survey

A total of 6,720 households surveyed from the selected cluster of 20 districts. The study covered the
geographical diversity (20 districts from eight divisions), types of schools by treatment and controlled
groups (CEWG and non-CEWG schools respectively), different types of schools (GPS and NNPS),
urban-rural setting, and gender (male and female). It carried out at 120 Government Primary Schools’
covering areas under 8 Community Education Watch (CEWG) locations as well as 12 Non-Community
Education Watch (Non-CEWG). Six Government Primary Schools covering areas selected for study for
each targeted districts. 56 guardians in presence of students interviewed from each school. As a result,
sample size from 120 primary schools of 20 districts came to 6,720. The sample sizes for CEWG and
non-CEWG areas are 2688 and 4032, respectively.

A multi-stage random sampling technique followed for selecting respondents. The number of the respondents
determined through scientific sampling techniques. A7 the first stages, keeping unchanged the treatment
group of 8 districts (CEWG working districts), another 12 districts (non-CEWG areas) selected in
consultation with CRC advisory committee. .47 the second stage, one Upazila selected from each of selected
districts. Az the third stage, one union and one Paurashova (Municipality) selected from Upazilas randomly.
If Paurashova was not available at the selected Upazila then two Unions selected from the selected Upazilas.

At the fourth stage, three Primary Schools selected from each Union/Paurashova in lottery method based
on the criteria set out in the ToR, e.g., GPS and NNPS schools, CEWG supported and non CEWG
supported schools. Here 18 schools selected in 2015 study remained same to compare the finding between
2015 and 2016. A¢# the fifth stage, depending on the expected sample size (56 from each school), 14 students
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selected systematic randomly from each class from grade two to grade five. Depending on the student size
in the class, every first to fifth students across the class selected on systematic random basis. In the
presence of sampled student, his/her guardian was interviewed using a questionnaire.

Among the survey respondents, 81.3.6% and 18.7% were female and male, respectively. Almost one-third
(31.5%) of the respondents were illiterate, followed by literate 8.4%, primary completed 13.4%, secondary
and above 11.6%. Half of the respondents belonged to the income category Taka 6000-9000 (24.2%) and
Taka 90001-12000 (25%). The occupation of more than three-fourth (78.2%) of the respondents was
homemaker, animal husbandry, fishery, day labor. After this category, the second and third most common
occupational statuses were business (6.2%) and farmer (5.1%).

Table 1.2: Distribution of the respondents by socio-demographic indicators

Sex, Residence and School Types of Years of Monthly
Respondents Schooling (%) Income (%)
Iliterate | 31.5 | 1000-3000 | 1.3
Cat
Age Category Sex Residence Type of School
Literate 8.4 | 3001-6000 | 15.7
upto | g GPS 72.4% Below ]
19 9% . : Rural Primaty 11.8 | 6001-9000 | 24.2
0
emale | 58.6% NNPS 27.6% ,

20-29 | 221% | 81.3% Primary 13.4 19001-12000| 25.0
3039 |515% | | Uthan Below 535 [12001-15000] 12.4
L 5% 18.7% 41.4% CEWG areas 20% Secondary : . :

40-49 | 17.5%
Non-CEWG Secondary | 4 1 45000+ | 215
o a0 arcas 80% and above

Qualitative Portion: Focus Group Discussion (FGD), Key Informant Interview (KII), Classroom
Observation, Case Study, Reflection Meeting and Validation Workshop were conducted.

Focus Group Discussions: In each district, one FGD was conducted. In total 20 FGDs arranged where 8-10
persons participated in each of FGDs. The participants of the FGDs were community people including
civil society, religious leader, SMC members and local leaders.

Key Informant Interview: A total of 212 KllIs was conducted in all 20 CEWG and Non-CEWG locations and
Dhaka. Among them, 120 Head Teachers of 120 schools, 80 District and Upazila Education Officers, NGO
Representatives, CEWG Members in the surveyed 20 districts and 12 national level Key Informants such as
high official of DPE, Academics, Education Experts of national and International Organizations, etc.

Observation of Classroom Teaching: Observation of classroom teaching helped to validate the collected data
from various stakeholders. One classroom teaching in each location i.e. 20 observed in all 20 CEWG and
Non-CEWG locations. Classroom observations include teaching learning procedure and teachers’
manners.
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Case Study: Total 10 case studies prepared by the Field Supervisors in all 20 CEWG and Non-CEWG
locations. The case study mainly focused on attributes of the selected high and low performing schools but
nothing fascinating, attractive and exceptional facts and findings found from the case studies, rather
overlap with the findings of the HHS, FGD and KII. For this reason, the findings of the case studies have
been presented after merging with the findings of the FGD and KII.

Reflection Meeting: The study team met with CEWG members and CRC techinical advisory committee
members at different stages of the study to get advice on the methodology of the study and reflection on
the performances of the targeted schools.

Validation Workshops: Eight validation workshops in eight districts such as Netrokona, Comilla, Hobiganj,
Rangamati, Joypurhat, Meherpur, Faridpur, Bhola under eight divisions were arranged where different
quarters of the government and non-government sectors, school teachers, SMC, guardians, etc. invited in
a half day validation workshop. Above 500 participants attended the workshops and they have mostly
accepted the findings of the survey. In few instances, some teachers refused to accept the findings on their
respective school performances and governance issues, such as physical punishment, irregularities in
providing books, etc. Sometimes their logic did not support the facts. Overall the participants from the
schools tried to raise the socio-economic-political context of the irregularities and mismanagement and to
divert their roles. But education officials, civil society, guardians, etc. showed examples and facts of such
mal-governances in the primary schools and suggested to take necessary measures to improve the
governance for the sake of quality education in primary schools. Another opinion was found that some of
the findings are quite positive. But from the participants it was also found that the socio-economic
background of the household survey respondents and lack of knowledge of an ideal school were the main
reason of those positive findings.

Field Operation

Forty seven experienced people were recruited for conducting the data collection. Among them forty
persons were involved as enumerator and seven persons were involved for supervising the field survey as
well as conducting FGDs and KIIs on the field. Recruitment criteria included educational attainment,
previous survey experience, maturity and intelligence. A full day orientation organized for both the
supervisors, enumerators, representatives of CAMPE’s partner organizations in October 2016. As an
important part of the orientation, the questionnaire pre-tested at the field levels in real scenatio setting;

Data Quality Control

Random checking, spot-checking, cross checking, sudden checking, and telephonic checking of the
questionnaires followed to ensure the data quality. Along with the Supervisors, the core team members,
Advisory Committee Members and CAMPE team were available in the field level not only for the
supervising and monitoring of the field operation, but also realizing the field context and nature of the
problem which were intrinsic on the way of preparing the research report.

Data Entry, Checking, Editing and Analysis

The field level filled-up household survey questionnaire sent to ISB. First, the data entry operators codified
the filled-up questionnaires. After coding, the data entered into computer through data entry forms
developed in MS ACESS. If any questions or inaccuracy or errors found in the questionnaire, the data
entry operators contacted directly either with the supervisors or the respondents. The whole task
coordinated by one Core Team Member at Dhaka Office. Quantitative data analyzed with SPSS. During
the data analysis, the study considered both descriptive and inferential statistics. After analysis, all data
presented using graphs and tables.
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Period of Study
The period of this study was July 2016 — March 2017. The survey conducted during October-November
2016.

Study Location

The study tried to cover the proper geographic diversity, maximum coverage of different nature of
schools, gender, and urban-rural setting, According to the guidance of the Advisory Committee of the
study, 20 districts (8 CEWG areas and 12 non-CEWG areas) were selected for the study. Of which 8
districts (CEWG working areas) of the previous report card study were kept unchanged. Another 12
districts (non-CEWG areas) were selected to ensure geographic diversity. Then, one Upazila was selected
from each of selected districts. One union and one Paurashova (Municipality) from the selected Upazilas
were selected randomly. In case of unavailability of Paurashova, union was selected from the selected
Upazilas.

INDIA
{Wes! Bengal)
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Standard of Scoring

In this study a standard grading system has been followed where score 90 or above is A, which means
Excellent; 80-89 is B, means Above Average; 70-79 is C, means Average; 60-69 is D, means Below Average; 50-59
is B, means Unsatisfactory and below 50 is F, means Poor or 1ery Unsatisfactory.

On the other hand, in case of some indicators ‘0’ is the highest standard score, where 0-9 is A, means
Exccellent; 10-19 is B, means Above Average; 20-29 is C, means Average; 30-39 is D, means Below Average; 40-49
is B, means Unsatisfactory and 50 or above is F, means Poor or VVery Unsatisfactory. Corporal punishment and
unauthorized payment are examples of this kind of indicators.

Limitation of the Study

Though the sample size of this study is 6720, this is not a national level representing study. It only provided
a picture of 120 schools on some indicators. The overall situation of primary education in Bangladesh can
be assumed looking at the findings on specific indicators. It was found that the parents are not well aware
of the school level services. CRC study gathered information mainly from guardians of the students in the
presence of the student. Lack of knowledge and understanding of the guardians on the services might
have affected in some cases while responding,

The CRC methodology did not test the in-depth knowledge and understanding of the respondents on the
services. What they only experienced and perceived to the services and service providing institutions were
noted as response. In that case, their responses may contradict with the standard or expectation of quality
education or even to the government rules and regulations.

While triangulating and cross-checking data on one issue, multiple strong arguments found either in favour

of or in oppose to. In that case, some findings have been simplified considering the CRC approach of
simple reporting,
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Physical Facilities and
Learning Achievement

This chapter deals with all the physical facilities available in the school as well as the quality of academic
achievement among students. The findings are segregated in two main sections like, ‘Physical Facility’ and
‘Academic Achievement’.

Availability of Classtooms

Availability of adequate number of classroom is the heart of a school. In order to determine the situation
of classroom in the government primary schools both in urban and rural areas, the study team physically
visited the school and investigated the number and quality of the classrooms in the sampled schools. The
study reveals a number of significant findings regarding classroom facilities and it was found that more
than half of the schools suffer from adequate number of classroom as well as other physical amenities.
The situation of the classroom in different types of schools is shown in the following Figure 2.1.

Figure 2.1: Percentage of classroom facilities
The figure (2.1) shows that more than half of the
sampled schools do not possess sufficient number of

classroom required for the students. Therefore, it may be | .. 44.90%
assumed that in the absence of required classroom the
quality of education in those schools cannot be B Yes
maintained to the appropriate level. ENo
Other than shortages of classroom facilities, schools also

tound with several inadequate amenities. Around 19.2%

schools do not have electricity connection in the school

premises. Interestingly, many of the schools, both urban

and rural, which have necessary electric power connection but cannot use it for the absence of necessary
equipment like, light, fan etc. Around 12.5% school, for instance, do not have electric bulb, 3.3% school
do not have electric fans in the classrooms. Further,around 8.33% schools do not have any classroom
decoration. Though the number of school with the absence of light and fan is small yet it may exert
indirect effect on the achievement of the learners. However, it is not clear whether the light and fan can
serve majority of the students in the class or not. It is necessary to have sufficient bulbs and fans to
illuminate and cool the room for pleasant stay of the students.

Since last few years, one pre-primary class has been attached to every school. For this purpose one
pre-primary teacher for every school is recruited and trained. This is done for improving the quality of
education and preparing the children for primary school education. In this regard the survey found that
nearly all (96.7%) schools could manage to create the provision pre-primary class in the schools.
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Stakeholder Satisfaction on Physical Infrastructure of the School

Citizens Report Card is a simple benchmarking as well as assessment tool to provide a quick feedback of
the service recipients on the services on primary education. These instant opinions of the service
recipients can be translated into their level of satisfaction on the services they have received. As the
findings in 2015 on the level of satisfaction was measured in 3-point scale, so this year’s five-point level of
satisfaction on the indicators have also been interpreted in 3-point scale by transforming very dissatisfied
and dissatisfied as dissatisfied and very satisfied and satisfied as satisfied for the sake of comparison.

Figure 2.2: Satisfaction on Physical Infrastructure

In addition to household survey on
guardians, FGD and KII were employed to
collect data services from diverse group.

M Very Dissatisfied B Dissatisfied i Moderately satisfied
H Satisfied M Very satisfied

14% 5%

Despite having diverse background of the
respondents, almost half (48%) of the
respondents are either satisfied or very
satisfied. The highest percentage (35.8%0) of
the respondents is moderately satisfied. The
rest of the respondents were either very
dissatisfied or dissatisfied. Almost the same

picture was found in the CRC survey of
2015. There were 43%, 33% and 24% of the respondents were satisfied, moderate and dissatisfied
respectively.

Figure 2.3: Supply of safe drinking water

Provision of Safe Drinking Water

Data shows that safe drinking water supply 100% 1 97.50%
. 98% -
has improved to a great extent compared to o
last year report card survey. The last year 94% -
(2015) report found 87.6% schools with jg/
. . . age . /0 4 0,
appropriate safe drinking water facility while 88% - 87.60%
the current 2016 report card survey found 86% -
.. . . 84,
the provision in 97.5% schools. This T

indicates a progress in the matter of child

e 2015 2016
health facilities at school.

Participants’ response to the question regarding safe drinking water, it is found only 83.3% perceived that
the school supply water is safe. However, 2.5% of participants are not aware of water condition of the
school. Along with school safe drinking water, data shows around 54.2% schools have the provision of
drinking water for students within classroom.

Having supply of safe drinking water in classroom ensures their drinking and maintaining good health
during learning. In this regard it is necessary to improve the situation in half of the classrooms and to
provide drinking facility for children in every class.

¢ Any kind of scientific measures were not taken to test the respondents’ claim of safe drinking water
3 p g
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Figure 2.4: Percentage of classrooms with drinking water

Provision of Toilet Facility

Provision of appropriate number of toilets in
54.20%

the school is necessary for maintaining good | g0,
hygiene among the students. In this regard data
shows that more than half of the schools have
facilities of either one or two toilets. This

number is not sufficient for the number of

M Ycs
HENo

students enrolled in school. Moreover, the
survey finding shows that all the toilets are not

equally usable or open to all students. However,

2.5% schools do not have any washroom
facilities for the students.
Figure 2.5: Percentage of schools having usable toilets

Around 94% toilets for the students were found
usable. The rest of the respondents (6%)
opined that the toilets were not usable because

5.80%

these are not cleaned regularly. The FGD
findings show that lack of manpower and B Yes
resources were the main causes for not cleaning o
the toilets regularly. In addition, sometime
outsiders use the school toilets and they do not

use propetly. Nonetheless, 28.33% schools do

not have separate toilet facilities for girl

students. These cause to restrain many female
students to use toilets and to have sufficient water during school time. These may affect to their health in
the long run. Many schools have separate washroom facilities for teachers. Around 66.70% schools have
one toilet for teachers and few others have two toilets for teachets. Schools, around 22.50%, do not have
separate toilet facilities for teachers.

Level of Satisfaction in Drinking Water and Toilet Facilities

The study found that the level of satisfaction on toilet facilities is fairly satisfactory; 48.3% respondents
were satisfied, followed by 31.1% moderate, 14.9% dissatisfied and 5.7% very dissatisfied. In terms of
drinking water facilities, the dissatisfaction rate was 16% (5% very dissatisfied and 11% very dissatistied),
followed by 27.2% moderate, 44.8% satistied and 12.0% very satisfied.

Playground and Sports Facilities

Playground and sports facilities are the most significant school facilities for children’s physical and social
development. However, the study shows that number of schools own a playground, as an important
school built-in facility, remain same over the last years.

Along with school playground, schools lack adequate sports materials for their students both in terms of
number and variety. School mainly provides outdoor sports material such as football (41.7 %) and cricket
(24%) materials and in many cases indoor game materials such as Karumboard (14%). Unfortunately,
experience shows that the access to these materials is not always easy. Students hardly get sports materials
from their school for physical activities.
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Figure 2.6: Percentage of Sports materials used in schools Figure2.7: Percentage Sports played in Schools
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Figure 2.8: Percentage of school with multimedia classroom

The Graphs above clearly indicate that school

sport facilities are mostly male dominated both in e
. 0

terms of providing sports materials and
organizing sports activities. More than 75% of
sport activities in schools are around football and

o 88.30%
Cricket.

The respondents were asked to know about their
satisfaction level on the co-curriculum activities in
the schools and almost half of them were HYes MNo
moderately satisfied. In addition to that, 38.4%
and 7% were satisfied and very satisfied respectively. Among them, 5% were either dissatisfied or very
dissatisfied.

ICT Facilities in School

The study has found that around 30% schools have received laptop or computer for the ICT education
and support. In addition, some of the schools, around 11.7% further have multimedia facilitated
classrooms in their schools (Figure2.8). Among the schools which have ICT facilities, around 16.2%, have
ICT servicing mechanism for school digital facilities.

School Surrounding-garden and Boundary Facilities

School garden and greenery help students to develop not only passion for nature but also to learn to care
nature and environment. The study shows that 65% schools do not have school garden or facilities to
mange gardening,
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Figure 2.9: Percentage of school having Garden Figure 2.10: Percentage of school having boundary wall

65%
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Similarly, school boundary, particulatly for primary school is an important school built-in facility to ensure
children safety and security. The study shows that around 80.8 % schools do not have any sort of boundary
around the school. It is found from the findings of FGD and validation workshops that these cause the
school premises open to all including domestic animals and outside people which make the schools
insecure, disrupt the educational environment. In addition, the outsiders can get easy access to the school
toilets.

Availability and Use of Learning Materials in School

Data show a wide variety of learning material used in the schools including Abacus, Chart, Board, Picture,
Model, Poster, Book, Pre-school materials, Calendar, Flipchart, Flashcard, Globe, Marble, Multimedia,
Number Board, Posting board, Map, Reading Plan, Real and semi-real materials, Scissors, Seeds, Sticks,
Toy, Word card. School teachers are usually use or show these materials for learning, however, the use of
teaching materials have great variance depending on schools and teachers.

Supplementary Reading Materials (SRM)

The study shows in response to the question of whether the school has a SRM facility or not, 65%
Headmaster replied negative. Compared to the data generated 2015 which showed 71% school had school
SRM PFacility, this result indicates a downward trend of SRM facilities at school. The possible reason for
decreasing the number of SRM facility might due to inclusion of larger number of NNPS. It is found from
the FGDs that some schools have a good number of SRM, so teachers of these schools consider the SRM
facility as library. But more than half of the schools do not have school library or SRM facility, because of
their resource constraints to buy books and maintain for the students.

School Feeding Programs

The school feeding programs for students at school are comparatively a new service introduced in the
primary schools in Bangladesh to retain students and to boost efficient primary education. However, not
all schools have come under this service provision. The present study found that 24.9 % of the
respondents havebeen covered under school feeding programme. Study further shows that most of the
students where the feeding provisions are in operation receivedfoods on regular basis. In the school
feeding programme, 99.7% students get biscuits as meal from the schools. Most of the parents and
guardian of the students receiving this service showed satisfaction regarding both the quality and quantity
of the school feeding meal.
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Figure 2.11: Pecentage of parents satisfied with food quantity ~ Figure 2.12: Pecentage of parents satisfied with food quality
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Around 89% parents and guardians of the students found the quantity of food provided under school
feeding programme was sufficient for their children. Similarly, regarding the quality of the food, 98%
parents and guardians considered the food was good for the students.

Level of Satisfaction in School Feeding Programme

The study found that a major portion of schools (more than 75%) do not have school feeding programme.
It is also found that a remarkable number of respondents’ satisfaction level are satisfied as moderate on
the overall (28.8%), quality (29.5%), quantity (31.7%) and method of distribution of food (28.0%).
Around two-third (64.8-69%) of the respondents seemed satisfied in all four indicators of schools feeding
programme while 5.6% respondents are dissatisfied on the quality of food.

Table 2.1: School Feeding Programme in the surveyed schools

Schools Feeding Programme

Level of Overall feeding Amount of | Methods of providing Food
Satisfaction program food Fravil quality
Very dissatisfied 1.9 - 9 1.5
Dissatistied 2.3 2.9 2.0 4.1
Moderate 28.8 31.7 28.0 29.5
Satisfied 46.2 42.5 47.4 41.5
Very satisfied 20.8 2oro) 21.7 23.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

School Level Improvement Plan

School Level Improvement Plan (SLIP) grant is a designated fund to encourage decentralization through
empowering parents, teachers and local communities to plan and work together to enhance school
resources and learning environment as per school needs (UNESCO, 2015). Pre-condition of receiving
SLIP Grants: i) the schools must be government primary schools, ii) the schools must have active SMC,
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iit) the schools must have active PTA, iv) SLIP Formulation Team of the schools should have stakeholder
training, and v) the schools are not included in the School Effectiveness Framework (SEF). For ensuring
standard primary education and prioritizing development of the teaching-learning activities of the schools,
SLIP fund can be spent for the implementation of all activities under the approved SLIP Planning.” All
the participated schools of the study received SLIP grant ranged from Tk. 30,000 to 50,000in the period
of 2016. Itis found from the FGDs that the one reason of getting less amount of the allocated SLIP funds
is deduction some amount in the name of VAT/TAX.

Figure 2.13: Percentage of SIIP fund spent
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The SLIP fund schools received are mostly being spent by designated SLIP committee or School
Management Committee (SMC). Both of the committees spent 27% of the grant, whereas the percentage
spent with collaboration with teachers were least, only 9.60%.

Figure 2.14: Purposes of spending of SLIP fund
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It appears that school mostly (60%) used the SLIP fund for purchasing educational and sports materials
(34% and 25% respectively). Among other purposes of using SLIP grant includes renovation, office
stationary and electronic or electrical appliances and accessories. However, field experiences (from FGDs
and KlIs including SMC members, local elites) showed some corrupt practice found in using SLIP grant -
it is alleged that Head Teachers use their discretionary power and authority to misuse the SLIP fund for
their private gains, purchasing expensive chair for head Teacher is for an example. Further, one of the
objectives of SLIP was to use SLIP grant as seed money to generate additional fund from local community.
It was assumed that this process would promote community to find an ownership of school development.
In addition, despite government has a comprehensive guideline (Directorate of Primary Education) for
expending SILIP fund, for many cases, the schools were found with ambiguous procurement and
documentation procedure using SLIP grant. Thus, sometimes they do not follow the guidelines and/or
sometimes a few of them misuse the fund by providing fake vouchers.

Student Number and Attendance

The total number of students found in the schools ranged from 72 to 1106 with an average of 277
numbers of students per school. The girls are found higher in number (51.46%) in terms of enrolled
compared to their counterpart boys (48.54%).

Figure 2.15: Percentage of gitls and boys students in the primary schools
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However, percentage of attendance in all classes was widely varied from maximum 100% to minimum
41% with an average of 84.20%. The average number of dropped out students reported in the participated
school is 9 students per school with a range from 0 to 86. The number of children with disability identified
in the participated 120 school was altogether 197 with a range from 0 to 9 students per school. The average
number of student with disability found in the study school is 1.64.

Teacher Number, Ratio, Attendance

The number of teachers found in the schools ranged from 4 to 23 in each school. The numbers of female
teachers are almost double (594) than their male counterpart (Male=290). The educational qualifications
of teachers have wide variation. Around 67% teachers possess bachelor and higher education whereas only
7.30% have S.S.C. and less.
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Figure 2.16: Teacher qualification comparison between 2015 and 2016

50%

42.80%
40%
30% — _
20% H 2015
10% U A B 2016
0%

SSC HSC Graduate Masters

The above graph indicates that compared to 2015, a subtle but clear trend is visible in teachers’ educational
qualification in 2016. The numbers of teachers with lower educational qualification (SSC and HSC) are

decreased, on the other hand, the number of teachers with higher qualification (Graduate and Masters)
increased.

Figure 2.17: Teacher qualification comparison between GPS and NNPS Schools
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Distribution of the educational qualification of the teachers by GPS-NNPS schools shows that percentage
of teachers having Masters degree in GPS schools is bigger than that of NNPS schools.

Figure 2.18: Teacher qualification comparison between Urban and Rural Schools
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The figure illustrates that teachers having Masters degree in urban areas are much higher that of rural areas.
Also, the same picture found for the teachers having Bachelor degrees. On the other hand, teachers having
SSC and HSC degrees in urban areas are less than that of rural areas.

Along with academic qualification, 81.9% teachers have subject-based training and 12.5% teachers have
leadership training, This leadership training was mainly received by the Head Teachers.

Figure 2.19: Percentage of Teachers by Position
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Among the teachers of the 120 schools, 14.2% were Head Teachers and 85.8% were Assistant Teachers.
Almost all the Head Teachers received training. On the other side, 81.12% Assistant Teachers were trained.
The rest were not trained.

Average teachers allotted formally in the schools were 7.37, but posted were on an average 6.68. Thus the
vacant posts of the teachers in all 120 schools are 82. So, 9.28% of the allotted posts of teachers are
vacant. Among the posted teachers, average number of female teachers of each school is 4.87.

The mean attendance of teachers at school on surveyed day was 5.99 compared to the original teachers’
allotment of 7.37. The student teacher ratio found 1:46. The minimum ratio is 1:13 and the maximum ratio
is 1:119. Some other aspects of the teacher-student ratio are found from some advanced analysis. Among
the 120 schools, 7 schools have the ratio of 1:13-20, 49 schools have 1:21-40, 45 schools have 1:41-60, 11
schools have 1:61-80, 5 schools have 1:81-100, 3 schools have 1:101-120 and 4 schools have 1:120-220.
This statistics show that 19 schools have acute shortage of teachers because their teacher student ration
talls 1:61-120 that is much high than the expected ratio.

Figure 2.20: Percentage of school Figure 2.21: Percentage of Organization
having hired para-teachers hired para-teachers
9.1%
63.6%
M Yes
HNo
B NGO M SMC M Any local family M Others
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Out of 120 schools 22 (18.3%) school responded that they have hired para-teachers and 64% cases School
Managing Committee (SMC) appointed theses teachers.

Figure 2.22: Percentage of teachers by age Figure 2.21: Percentage of Teachers by expetience
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The above two figures illustrated percentages of teachers by age and experience. The figure 2.22 shows
that the highest percentage of teachers (43.3%) falls in the age group of 31-40 years. Almost 11% teachers
were between 51 and above. The other figure 2.23 describes that 43.30% teachers had teaching experience
of 5 and below. The second highest percentage of teachers (36.90%) had experience between 6 and 15.
Almost 1% teachers had 36 and above years of teaching experience.

Stakeholder Satisfaction on Teacher Attendance

Class attendance of the teachers is an important tool to improve the class performance of the students.
Each school follows the government direction on the presence of teachers in the school and class
attendance and the duration of attendance in the classes. On the school routine of classes, students come
to schools and attend classes on time. Students’ regularity in classes can be ensured by the regularity of the
teachers. In the study, it is found that most of the respondents (72.01%) are satisfied with the attendance
of the teachers in classes. On the other way, 4.34% of the respondents are not satisfied on the attendance
of teachers. Almost 24% of them are moderately satisfied - in this percentage there are certain elements
of dissatisfaction exist.

This year’s situation is deteriorated in comparing to 2015 findings where 89.5%, 9.7% and less than 1%
were satisfied, moderately satisfied and dissatisfied respectively. This is validated by the findings of the
FGDs, Klls and observation. For instances, a good percentage of teachers live outside the catchment area
of the schools for many reasons. Many teachers from rural primary schools travel from far to attend
school. Lack of available transport and poor communication in rural areas might one of the reasons to
cause them often late at school.
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Figure 2.24: Level of satisfaction on attendance of teachers
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What is Happening inside the Class

Class Chosen for Observation

Out of 120 schools under study 40 classroom
teaching was observed from 20 selected schools.
Two classrooms were selected from each school
on the basis of availability of teacher in the class
who agrees to volunteer his or her class to be
observed. The frequency and percentage of
observation according to class is given in table
below.
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Table 2.2: Classes observed by the research team

Class Frequency Percent
Class I1 4 10.0
Class 111 9 22.5
Class IV 14 35.0
Class V 13 32.5
Total 40 100.0

The observation was done mostly in the higher grades (I1I to V) though fewer observations were also done

in lower grade, i.e., grade II (see Table 2.1). While observing the classroom teaching most of the subjects
were included in the process. The subject wise observation scenario is indicated in Table 2.3.

Table 2.3: Subject wise distribution of classroom observation

The table shows that majority of the classes
observed was Math and Bangla (40% and 25%
respectably) because the frequency of these
classes are more than the other subjects. Other
subjects like English and Social Science classes
are less frequently occur in the schedule of the
class. However, these subjects e.g., English and
Social Science classes were also included in the
list of observation and their proportion is 17
and 5 percent respectively.

Teachers’ Usual Activities in Class

How the teachers behave or start functioning in class is shown in table 2.4. All these classes were observed
by using a checklist and teacher student interactions were recorded. The initial finding obtained through

Subject Frequency Percent
Bangla 10 25.0
English 7 17.5
Math 16 40.0
Social Science 2 5.0
Others 5 12.5
Total 40 100.0

classroom observation is shown in the following table.
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Table 2.4: Percentage of teachers’ initial behavior in the classroom

L. . L. Responses*%
Teachers’ initial behavior after arrival in the class _
(IN=40)

Sit quietly and told the students to keep silent 5

Do classtoom managing activity 62.5
Ask students about the content to be taught 57.5
Ask students for a book to start teaching 35.0
Read out from the book and explain content 52.5
Ask student previous lesson 30.0
Other mixed behavior 15.0

*Note: Percentage would be higher than 100 due to multiple response.

It is interesting to note that after entering class majority of the cases (more than half), teacher spend time
to control the class and ask about the content to be taught. That is teachers do not know exactly what is to
be taught and neither bring any book along with them. Similar number of cases teacher just read from the
book and explained content to the students. The above scenario demonstrates a gloomy picture about
teachers’ preparation for the class.

How the teacher announced the lesson was also noted by the observer and found that nearly three fourth
quarters of them announce the lesson by writing it on the board and less than half announce the lesson

verbally.
Table 2.5: Percentage of Lesson announcement strategy in the class
Ways to announce Responses (%)
(N=40)
Orally 40
Writing on the Board 70
Directly went to the content 12.5

*Note: Percentage would be higher than 100 due to multiple response.

However, the above table shows that majority of the teachers follow some correct ways of beginning
teaching students in class. Still a significant number of teachers do not follow the appropriate pedagogical
means of teaching specifically in the matters of announcing the lesson.

Methods of Teaching in Class
In regards of teaching methods teachers were found to adopt various methods. These methods are shown

in Table 2.6 below.
Table 2.6: Percentage of Materials used by the teachers during classroom teaching
Materials used Responses (%)
N=40
Chalk and duster 45.0
Book 17.5
Photograph 12.5
Poster/chart 5.0
Multimedia 2.5
Nothing specific 17.5
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Use of materials or teaching aids in class during teaching is essential particularly in primary school. But this
approach is not followed by large majority of the teachers. As per classroom observation almost 45% of
teachers were found to use chalk board at least once or more during teaching. Besides that, book was used
as teaching aid by about 17% of teachers while teaching. The real teaching aid like poster, chart,
photograph etc. were not used by many, hardly, 5 to 12 percent used them during their teaching exercise.
However, this observation has to be taken carefully because 40% of classes were of Math class, so teachers
usually do not adopt any other materials other than book and chalk board. It needs to be mentioned here
that besides ample of opportunities of using teaching aids during teaching teachers do not adopt anything
for betterment of the students. Teaching methods adopted by the teachers in the observed classes is
shown in table below:

Table 2.7: Percentage of teaching techniques used by the teachers

Types of techniques Responses* (%)
N=40
Lecture 20
Occasional discussion 70
Asks for pair share 22.5
Group work 40
Provide writing task 57.5
Use teaching aid or experiments 35
Engaged students to mime 10
Demonstration 7.5
Others 5

*Percentage is not amonnting to 100% due to multiple responses.

The table above shows that mostly the teachers followed traditional method in class. They are heavily
dependent on lecture or content delivery through traditional method. Few teachers only made their class
interactive by using methods like pair share, group discussion or individual work.

Teacher Student Interaction

Teacher student interaction in class is the lifeline of education but it is hardly practiced by the teachers. The
teacher student interaction in class largely depends on question answer method but this is largely found
absent in the study of observation of class. It was found that on an average six questions were asked by
the teachers while teaching in a class. And the scenario of asking question by students is about two
questions per class.

Table 2.8: Percentage of Teachers’ methods of teaching in the classroom

Methods Responses (%0)
N=40

Explain the content 70

Write definition on board 30

Describing verbally once 15

Ask students to learn at home 15

Others 5
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The method of delivery in class is largely one sided lecture so teachers pose fewer questions. It was found
that about 70% of teachers provided explanation of the content in class. While others just narrate the
content and write it on board so that students can copy. It is also pity that about 15% of the teachers ask
students to learn at home rather than achieving it in school. Unless the delivery in class becomes discussion
based the learning cannot be effective much. However, none of the classroom observer found teachers to
use discussion method in class.

Teachers’ interactive behavior in class is shown in Table 2.9. The table shows that about 65% teachers use
chalk board for clarification while teaching, which is considered to be interactive approach of teaching;
And about a quarter of them used only lecture for the purpose of teaching, However, it is found that
nearly one third of the teachers used teaching aids while the remaining 66% did not use any such materials
for their teaching, Examining students’ work is also done by fewer teachers (30%).

Table 2.9: Percentage of Key behaviors adopted by teachers in class

Key behavior Responses* (%)
N=40

Continuous lecture 25
Provide examples from real life 22.5

Use the chalk board for clarification 65

Use teaching aids 32.5
Adopt group discussion 22.5
Check students’ wotk in class 75

Others 7.5

*Percentage is not amounting to 100% due to multiple responses.

Teachers also found to adopt proper skills to support students who fail to respond correctly while
answering any question. In 72% cases it was found that when a student failed to answer any question, the
teacher asked the same question to another student for the right answer.

Treatment with Disabled Students
A total of 197 students were found in 120 sampled schools enrolled in different classes. How teachers

support these students were assessed through this survey. The result is shown in the following table 2.10.

Table 2.10: The extent of attentiveness of teacher for the students with special needs

Attentiveness to disabled students Percentage
(N=40)
Very attentive 36.36
Somewhat attentive 31.81
Very less attentive 18.18
No attention 13.63

The table above shows that little over one third students with some kind of disability receive full support
from the teacher and the remaining of them do not receive much attention from the teacher while
attending in class. This is an indication that teachers have to be more cautious about their students who
have any kind of disability.
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To measure the level of satisfaction question on the facilities for the physically challenged children was
asked to the respondents. In response, 48.2% and 20.3% of the respondents were found moderately
satisfied and satisfied respectively. Also, 7.1% of the respondents were very satisfied. On the other hand,
15.8% and 8.7% were unsatisfied and very unsatisfied respectively.

Classroom Environment
Besides the overall teaching learning scenario teachers commented about their classroom environment.
Their comments are shown in the table below.

Table 2.11: Overall environment in the classroom

0

Overall Environment Resplt\)lr;s:os ()
Enjoyable environment exists 42.5
Classroom environment is moderately satisfactory 55
Classroom environment is not satisfactory 12.5
Well-disciplined classroom 62.5
Chaotic classtoom 15

Well ventilated classroom 70
Insufficient ventilation 7.5
Others 2.5

The above table above shows quite gloomy picture of the classroom at least in terms of environment. It
shows that hardly 42.5% of the classroom was found joyful and satisfactory during classroom observation
by the investigator. About 12.5% of the classroom was found dissatisfactory. Though large majority of the
class was reported to be well disciplined and yet 15% was found chaotic. Neatly three forth of the
observed classroom was found well ventilated.

Student Achievement

In order to demonstrate the achievement of the students in the sampled schools their Primary Education
Certificate Examination (PECE) results were considered. The result is distributed in two categories like,
Community Education Watch (CEWG) enlisted schools and non-CEWG schools. In this regard data
collected through the survey questionnaire is shown in the following tables. Table 2.12 shows the number
of students appeared in PECE during 2016 and their examination result. Total number of students
appeared in PECE were 1,242 and 4,049 respectively from CEWG and NCEWG schools. It is found from
this table that comparatively CEWG students did little better than the NCEWG school students. Similarly,
boys” performance of these schools was also found little higher than the girls of their counterparts.

Table 2.12: Number of students appeared in PECE in both CEWG and non-CEWG schools

C All students Boys Gitls Mean
AtEEOTY "CEWG | NCEWG | CEWG | NCEWG | CEWG | NCEWG | CEWG | NCEWG

Student 1242 | 4049 531 1873 711 2176 | 4006 | 47.08

appeared

S 1,235 3,961 528 1,834 707 2127 3084 | 46.06

pased (99.43%) | (97.82%) | (99.43%) | (97.91%) | (99.43%) | (97.74%)

Student 7 88 3 39 4 49 0.23 1.02

failed

N.B.: N of CEWG is31; N of NCEWG 15 86.
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The results of the students were analyzed in terms of grades and depicted in the Table 2.13. This table also
provides segregated data about their PECE result. This table also shows that by grades CEWG school
students performed better than the non-CEWG school students. However, students in NCEWG did
better in terms of A+ and A grades.

Table 2.13: Percentage of students obtained exam grades in PECE by school types, grade & gender

All students Boys Girls

Category CEWG NCEWG CEWG NCEWG CEWG NCEWG

5.56 11.34 3.06 5.06 2.50 6.27
Percentage of A 29.79 25.96 10.87 11.39 18.92 14.57
Percentage of A- 22.38 15.51 11.03 6.74 11.35 8.77
Percentage of B - 21.50 18.60 9.26 8.94 12.24 9.66
Percentage of C - 17.47 19.88 7.17 9.46 10.31 10.42.
Percentage of D - 2.74 6.54 1.13 3.70 1.61 2.84

Though PECE is not a standardized examination to comment on the actual performance of the students
yet it can provide us somewhat a positive trend among these schools. The higher achievement in PECE of
the students of CEWG schools may be attributed to the overall management of the school. Here teachers
are held responsible to community for their students’ performance. A group of community people always
watches school activity continuously and that affects the overall performance of the school.

Level of Satisfaction on Teaching Techniques and Methods

The findings from the school Head Teachers of 120 schools show that now increasing number of students
having Master’s Degree are getting interested to join primary schools. In addition, they are keen to learn
subject-based knowledge through different types of training and orientation. These modern skill,
knowledge and techniques on teaching and learning are equipping the teachers to teach and guide students
efficiently and diligently. This has been interpreted on the level of satisfaction of the respondents.

Figure 2.26: Level of Satisfaction on the Teaching techniques

The study found that 59% respondents are
either satisfied or very satisfied in this year,
which was 61.6% in 2015 survey. A good
number of respondents 36% are moderately
satisfied which is almost 4% than 2015. On the e
other side, about 5% students are either
dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with the
teaching techniques. This percentage is one
point decrease of the previous CRC survey. As
this is very important indicator for the quality
education in the schools, this was crosschecked
with the FGD and KII findings. The
qualitative findings illustrate the reason behind the dissatisfaction and moderate satisfaction. A few reasons
are, a section of teachers are still practicing corporal and/or mental punishment as means of teaching
students, or punishing students for failing to follow the instruction or to improve grades, some teachers
regularly scold to and use slang words towards the student, etc.

12% 0% 5%

m Very disstisfied m Disstisfied Moderately satisfied
W Satisfied W Very Satisfied

41



Report Card Survey 2016

Learning and Teaching Environment

A school is considered a sacred place where a good future citizen leatns from his/her Mastets. A student
not only learns the knowledge, skill, morality, social responsibility, but also gets comprehensive learning to
become a good human being, All such qualities only grow in an enabling teaching environment. The study
findings depict that almost 54% of the respondents are either satisfied or very satisfied on the teaching
environment existing the school.

Figure 2.27: Level of satisfaction on the teaching environment

This percentage shows a better situation
comparing to 48.8% in 2015. The second
highest  percentage  (37.85%) of  the
respondents told that they are moderately
satisfied. Almost the same percentage (37.1%)
was in this indicator in 2015. But 8.29% of the
respondents are not satisfied with the current
teaching environment. This is a better picture
comparing to the level of dissatisfaction in
2015 when it was 14.1%. Though this is not a
big percentage, but considering the importance
of the issue, this should be taken into consideration for further action. The study from the FGD and KII
found that bad infrastructure of the schools, insufficient facilities of classrooms, toilets, water points,
teachers’ unexpected behavior (for example, using slang languages, bad manner to the guardians),
conventional way of teaching, etc. have contributed to the dissatisfaction of the respondents.

7%

m Very disstistied m Disstisfied m Moderately satisfied
B Satisfied W Very Satisfied

42



Chapter Three
SCHOOL

GOVERNANCE

Teachers’ Punctality

Teaching Innovation

Students’ Attendance and Teachers’
Home Visit

Teachers’ Behaviour

Role of SMC

Mothers’ Gathering

Guardians’ Meeting

School Citizenship Practice

Visit of Education Officials

Level of Satisfaction on Teachers’ Behaviour
Level of Satisfaction on Learning and
Teaching Environment

Level of Satisfaction on Attendance of
Teachers in Classes







School
Governance

School governance is one of the most important activities for ensuring quality education. It includes
responsibilities and performance of both teacher and student, participation of the key stakeholders
including teachers, students, SMC and parents in the school business, maintaining good relationship
between teacher and student, monitored by the education officials and SMC, accountability of the teachers
and school management in the overall management of the institution. During household survey, FGDs
and KlIs, comments on these issues were recorded from different types of respondents who opined on
the basis of their experiences and perceptions. The key indicators have been analyzed here and also been
compared to the responses on the same indicators collected in 2013 and 2015 on their availability.

Figure 3.1: Compatison on teachers’ punctuality in classes
Teachers’ Punctuality
Teachers’ punctuality is the pre-condition to

m 2015 m 2016

well-function of the schools. Teachers’ 04.30% 94.5%
punctuality has an impact on the punctuality of
the students. Almost all the respondents
(98.7%) accompanying by their children opined
that teachers come to the schools regularly. Also T
the same picture was found both in rural rY .4
(98.5%) and urban (98.9%) areas, GPS (98.6%)
and NNPS (98.8%) schools and CEWG (98.7%)
and Non-CEWG (98.7%) schools. Parents also
reported that teachers come to school on time (within 9.15) and leave on time (after 4.30 pm), 97.6% and

Occasionally Regularly

95.9% respectively. However, around 0.8% and 2.0% respondents respectively were not aware of teachers’
punctuality in school. A bit different picture was found in the FGD findings. The participants of FGD
informed that local teachers do not follow the school timing in strict sense.

Along with punctuality regarding school attendance, teachers’ punctuality on attending the classrooms was
also found high. Almost 95% of the respondents stated that the teachers come in the classroom on time,
through 4.8% told teachers did not maintain timing to attend class.

Teaching Innovations

The findings show that 85.2% of parents opined that the teachers use learning materials either on regular
or occasional basis. It is found from the responses of the Head Teachers and school supplied data that the
newly appointed teachers have the tendency to use more educational material compared to others. This
might be the reason of higher use of educational material in the class. But one Key Informant opined that
many teachers do not use learning materials in class. On the other hand, some Key Informants told that
now-a-days few teachers are there who try to make the school much attractive and entertaining by using
learning materials. However, classroom observation data demonstrate the evidence of such opinion of the
parents regarding use of learning materials.
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Students’ Attendance and Teachers’ Home Visit

The respondents were asked whether their child was absent in three consecutive days in the last one year
and almost 33% informed affirmatively. On the other side, 64% of the respondents told that their children
were regular in attending schools. The rest (2.6%) cannot remember whether their children were absent in
three consecutive days or not.

Home visit of the students by their teachers of primary schools has an important role to reduce the
dropout rate as well as to increase class attendance of the students which has very good impact on the
performance of students. A teacher usually is required to visit at least two irregular student’s home in a
month. But the study found that during the absence of three consecutive days few quires came from
school. In this regard parents mentioned that about 37% did not enquire about it but 44% made home visit
and 17.6% enquired over phone.

Figure 3.2: Communication by school for absence of 3 consecutive days

Amongst them 84% teachers made the enquiry
while rest SMC member and other staff from Can't remember | 1.10%
the school. Regarding this enquiry 61.4%
parents mentioned that teachers visit to home | Communicated over phone | NN 1760%
was regular to occasional. A comparative

picture of such home visit with previous Not communicate | G 730

surveys is shown in figure below and is found

that the figure raised from 26% in 2013 to 61% Gommomierdbylonsust| |48
in 2016.

Figure 3.3: Comparison on home visit of teachers

Respondents of FGD mentioned that such home
visit contributes to the students’ regular attendance 49.00%

in school and their studies. Parents also mentioned

. . . . I~y W
that such home visit also raise their awareness Rt
towards their children’s education.

Home visit in 2013 Home visit in 2015  Home visit in 2016

61.40%

Teachers’ Behavior
The teachers were found to be well-behaved and cordial in the classroom. The study shows that almost
98% of the respondents never experienced unexpected behavior from the school teachers. Almost the

same findings found both in urban and rural areas.

Table 3.1 Unexpected behavior shown by the teachers

Types of Survey Area Yes No No
Comments
Rural 1.9% 97.9% 0.2%
Utban 2.4% 97.4% 0.2%
Total 2.1% 97.7% 0.2%
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This finding corresponds with the previous studies in 2013 and 2015 that teachers were well behaved with
the parents. However, amongst the few who were not nice to the parents showed unprovoked
temperament (40.3%), rude behavior (23.3%), unequal treatment (8.8%) and ethnic discrimination (5.7%)
etc.

Role of SMC

The number of School Management Committees (SMC) members varies from 10 to 13 in different
schools with an average of 11 with 4 females. The SMC was found to meet regularly in school. The average
number of their meeting was 11 ranging between 4 to 20. The average attendance in each meeting was
found to be nine. The Head Teacher being the member secretary used to keep record of all meetings.

Some of the SMC members regularly visit the school for looking after student discipline, their attendance
and other administrative issues. About 36.7% of Head Teacher informed that only two members visited
schools and 16.7% mentioned that three members visited the schools at least once in a month.

The SMC members regularly sit and discuss school related issues such as, discipline of the teachers and
students (24.6%), financial issues (20.6%), syllabus (15.4%), SLIP Fund (11.8%) etc. The other issues they
cover in the meeting are school fees, budget, staff issues, sports, cultural programmes, etc. and ultimately
implement them through the Head Teacher. In this regard 34% of the respondents (Head Teachers)
mentioned that they have implemented 100% of the SMC decisions another 62% stated that they have
implemented 26-50% of SMC’s decision.

Figure 3.4: Percentage of decision of SMC realized in the last year

The FGD findings highlighted the importance
ot the SMC for increasing quality of education,

3% 1%

monitoring the school management, evaluating 34%

daily  activities, taking  decisions  for = 100% decisions
W 26-50% decisions

M 25% decisions

development works, contributing funds for
many purposes, cultural programmes, etc. But it
is also found that in some schools, the relation = 0% decision
between the school teachers and the SMC is not

supportive and tension prevails that exert

negative impact on the school governance.

Inactive SMC and their over interference into day-to-day school matters and jurisdiction of headmasters do not realize
the success of forming SMC. That’s why the SMC members should be oriented on their jobs and responsibilities.
— informed by Klls

When asked on the satisfaction about the role of SMC, most of the HHS respondents were satisfied.
83.3% of the respondents were either moderately satisfied or satisfied. Beside, 9.1% respondents were

very satisfied. Only a meager number of respondents (0.4%) were very dissatisfied, though 7.2% were also
dissatisfied.
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Mothers’ Gatherings
In our society both in urban and rural areas, mostly mothers take care of their children including

education. On the other hand, fathers are always busy with activities outside home. Therefore, mothers
were brought into the system to support quality education for children. It provides a link between the
school and home and help support improve the quality of education among the students. So nearly 98%
of the surveyed schools were found to arrange mothers gathering in 2016. Depending on the school
management, SMC involvement and governance structure, schools take their own decision on the number
of such gatherings. The survey shows that on an average three mothers gathering ranging between one and
ten were held during 2016.

Mothers have become more aware of their children and their education than before, only for the regular participation in
mothers’ gathering.

- FGD Participants

Mothers are highly encouraged to take part in the gathering by the teachers and the SMC members. Most
of the cases they only attend, but in some instances, fathers come to attend the meeting instead because
mothers are busy with the houschold work.

The survey data shows that almost half (49.2%) of the surveyed schools informed that more than half
mothers of the student participated. In 9.2% cases almost all mothers participated.

Figure 3.5: Percentage of mothers attended mother gathering

Guardians’ Meeting
Oriber s i el atherin there is m Very few numbers m Less than half = Almost half
) & B More than half 99, 20,

another type of meeting held at the school. It is = Almost all ’°
called guardians meeting, Almost 93% of the

15%

respondents know about this meeting. Among
the parents of the students, around 90% were
invited to take part in such meeting. In the
meeting, the key issues were quality of
education (29.1%), school attendance (26.2%),
duties of parents (19.5%) discussed. Besides the
other issues were discipline, national day celebration, awareness of social issues etc.

School Citizenship Practice

School Citizenship Practice has been given priorities in school education through different curriculum
content and activities. Thus it is found from the interview with Head Teachers that all the primary schools
take the matter with some seriousness. In this regard 28.8% Head Teacher mentioned about organizing
school assembly and 24% mentioned of arranging oath-taking as measures of such school ethics.
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Figure 3.6: Types of school practiced citizenship

Advisc on cleanliness

Group discussion on moral education

Advising students 16.80%

Oath-taking

Arranging assembly 28.80%

Teaching integrity, honesty and discipline
& ntegtiy : o 13.60%

Teaching well behabiour and respecting... 4.80%

The above opinions of the school Head Teachers are their perception and consideration about the school
citizenship practice. So, 28.8% of them mentioned arranging assembly as school citizenship practice. On
a different question in the household survey, the response of the parents of the students to the questions
of arranging national assembly and national anthem is quite high. This table below shows a very good
picture of the schools arranging national assembly and national anthem.

Table 3.2: National Assembly and National Anthem organized in schools

Response Percent
Yes regularly 90.5
Yes occasionally 6.5
No 3.0
Total 100.0

Visit of Education Officials

All the government primary schools and newly nationalized primary schools functions under the close
monitoring and supervision of education offices. Different officials at Upazila, district and national levels
supposed to visit these schools on regular basis to oversee quality of education, functioning and
effectiveness of school management, and managing crisis in the schools. The Upazila Primary Education
Officer is the key person for monitoring and supervising primaty education in Bangladesh. Every Upazila
Primary Education Officer is responsible for visiting 10 schools in a month. S/he is, however, entitled to
a monthly transport allowance of Tk. 200 only for this purpose.
More than 51% of the respondents (120 Head Teachers)
informed that either one or two education officials visited their
schools in 2016. Other highest percentage (20.8%) of the
respondent opined 3 education officers came to their schools for
visit. A disparity was reported in the school visit to urban-rural locations by the education officials. 50%
of the total visit took place in 41.7% (urban schools) of the total schools and the rest 50% of the visit for
majority rural schools.

Education officials regularly visit schools in
mnnicipalities, but they visit schools less in
rural areas.

- One Key Informant
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Among the education officials visited the schools, 70.8% were Assistant Upazila Education Officers. The
second highest responses (14.6%) mentioned the position of Upazila Education Officer. Besides district
education officers, divisional education officers, and Dhaka-based education officers also visited on
case-by-case basis.

The education officials usually visit schools with certain purpose as well as for routine visit to monitor the
school governance. Head Teachers’ experience and perception was received and interpreted on the school
visits of the Education Officials. It is found that almost 60% of them told that the education officials came
to their school for a sudden inspection.® Besides, routine inspection’ (24.10%) and advising inspection "
(10.9%) were also reported from the respondents. About 5% told some other reasons of visit such as
joining to any special function of the school etc.

Figure 3.7: Purpose of the visit of Education Officials

Others

Advising inspection 10.90%

Routine inspection

Sudden inspection 59.90%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00%

After visiting the schools and meeting the Head Teacher, Teachers, and SMC Members, the Education
Officials usually provide some feedback on their inspection and monitoring. In most of the cases (57.1%
of the respondents), they provided written feedback to the Head Teachers as well as teachers. In
addition, the officials provided oral feedback in the staff meeting, oral feedback to the Head Teachers
and Teacher. A little portion (1.8%) of the respondents mentioned that they did not provide any
teedback after their visit.

As the inspection by the Education Officials is considered as high important, so the Head Teachers, and
Teachers in most cases call the SMC members to discuss on the observation provided by the officials. If
the observation is not critical and not substantive, then they usually do not inform to the SMC about it. In
the survey findings it is found that the 89.1% of the respondents told that they discuss the inspection
teedback with the SMC Members.

#The Head Teachers were not informed at all about the visits.

? The Head Teachers were informed by the Educations Officials that they came to visit on theit routine ot mandatory visit.

" The Head Teachers explained that the Education Officials wete advised to visit on cettain context happened in the
schools.
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Level of Satisfaction on Teacher Behavior

Teachers’ behavior towards the students as well as their parents or guardians are very important indicator
of the quality education at all levels. Good behavior and manner of the teachers influence much on the
learning skills of the students as well as the importance of sending children to the schools. The study
shows that nearly 69% of the respondents are either satisfied or very satisfied with the behavior of the
teachers. In addition, a quarter of the respondents are moderately satisfied. On the other side, 2.52% of
the respondents are either dissatisfied or very dissatisfied.

Figure 3.8: Level of satisfaction on teacher behavior

The FGD and KII findings give some lights on

m Very dissatisfied m Dissatisfied
the reasons of dissatisfaction. For instances, = Moderatcly satisficd = Satisficd
some teachers ate very rudely behave, even they V7]

. 1%, 2%
use slang words on the students, while students 19% NI

r28%

fail to obey the discipline of the class. The
satisfaction level of the respondents in this year
comparing to 89.43% in 2015 has been
reduced. But the percentage of moderately

satisfied has been increased to 28%, which was

9.63% in 2015.
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Level of Satisfaction on Learning and Teaching Environment

A school is considered a sacred place where a good future citizen learns from his/her Masters. A student
not only learns the knowledge, skill, morality, social responsibility, but also gets comprehensive learning to
become a good human being. All such qualities only grow in an enabling teaching environment. The study
findings depict that almost 54% of the respondents are either satisfied or very satisfied on the teaching
environment exists in school.

Figure 3.9: Level of satisfaction on teaching environment

This percentage shows a better situation

. . ® Very dissatisfied M Dissatisfied # Moderately satisficd
comparing to 48.8% in 2015. The second ;r_yf :;am * Vmam_mf : Fodermiey sashe
. B Satistie B Very satstie
highest percentage (37.85%) of the respondents
3%, 1% 7%

told that they are moderately satisfied. Almost
the same percentage (37.1%) was found in 2015.
But 8.29% of the respondents are not satisfied
with the current teaching environment. This is a

38%

better picture comparing to the level of
dissatisfaction in 2015 when it was 14.1%.
Though this is not a big percentage, but
considering the importance of the issue, this
should be taken into consideration for further action. The study from the FGD and KII found that bad
infrastructure of the schools, insufficient facilities of classrooms, toilets, water points, teachers’

41%

unexpected behavior (for example, using slang languages, bad manner to the guardians), conventional way
of teaching, punishing students, etc. have contributed to the dissatisfaction of the respondents.
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Level of Satisfaction on Attendance of Teachers in Classes

Class attendance of the teachers is an important tool to improve the class performance of the students.
Fach school follows the government direction on the presence of teachers in the school and class
attendance and the duration of attendance in

B s O fhe adheel ceutine oF @ Figure 3.10 Percentage of satisfaction on teacher attendance

students come schools and attend classes on - 0%
time. Students’ regularity in classes can be
ensured by the regularity of the teachers. In
the study, it is found that most of the
respondents (72%) are satisfied with the
attendance of the teachers in classes. On the
other way, 4.34% of the respondents are not

satisfied on the attendance of teachers. Almost

24% of them are moderately satisfied — in this = Very dissatisfied ™ Dissatisfied
= Moderately satisfied ~ mSatisfied ~ ® Very satisfied

percentage there are certain elements of
dissatisfaction exist.

This year’s situation deteriorated compared to 2015 findings where 89.5%, 9.7% and less than 1% were
satisfied, moderately satisfied and dissatisfied respectively. This is validated by the findings of the FGDs,
KIIs and observation. For instances, a good percentage of teachers live outside the catchment area of the
schools for many reasons. Many teachers from rural primary schools travel from far to attend school. Lack
of available transport and poor communication in rural areas might one of the reasons to cause them
often late at school.

This may cause late attendance of the teachers. Also, some teachers are very much busy with their private
businesses; some are with household chores etc. Though the performances of the teachers are satisfactory,
but responses of about 28% should be taken into consideration for further action to ensure full attendance
of the teachers in the classes.
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Private
Tutoring

Private tutoring is not a new phenomenon in Bangladesh which is a much discussed topic in any discussion
on education system. Different education commissions, education analysts and CSOs have been raising
their concern and suggested prohibiting the private tutoring system. Despite of a circular of the education
ministry in 2012 that asked the teachers not be involved in private tutoring, it is increasing in various forms
at all levels of education in Bangladesh. This chapter explore the nature, extent and implications of private
tutoring in primary education in Bangladesh.

Extent of Private Tutoring

Mainstream education system should offer all the necessary services to ensure a child’s learning. An
uprising figure towards private tuition indicates the lacks degradation of the mainstream education system.
The survey revealed that 67.4% of the respondents reported to took private tuition in any form in 2016.
Looking into the respondents by CEWG working area, it found that the tendency of taking private tutor
in CEWG area had slightly higher than non-CEWG area. It might be happened due to inclusion of the
respondents from urban area in Non-CEWG area. To be more specific, 57.5% students received private
tutoring for regular basis in 2016. Please see annex: for schools wise findings.

Table 4.1: Distribution of students who took private tutor

Paid private tutor (%)
Type of Schools
Yes No
Schools in CEWG atea 69.1 30.9
Schools in Non-CEWG area 66.9 33.1
Total 67.4 32.6

Figure 4.2 Percentage of extent of private tutoring
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Comparing with the previous year within CEWG area, it found that the extent of private tutoring within
CEWG area in 2016 slightly decreased than in 2015 but slightly higher than in 2013.

Figure 4.3 Comparison of the private tutoring within CEWG area in
2013, 2015 & 2016 (%)

- 69.1
5 2013

2015

2016

It was found in 2016 that a majority of the students took private tutor for English (39.0%) and
Mathematics (36.6%) followed by others subjects (18.7%), Religion (5.0%) and Fine Arts (0.8%).

Looking into class wise findings, it has found that class five students had a higher tendency to take private
tutor than other classes. 75.3% students of class five took private tutor while 67.5% students from class
four, 63.5% students from class three and 6.32% students from class two took private tutor.

Looking into the extent of paid private tutoring within the different income groups of the household, it
has found a negative correlation between household income and having private tutor, means that the

extent of paid private tutoring decreased with the increasing of household income.

Figure 4.4: Percentage of the extent of private tutoring by household income
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Looking into geographical coverage of the respondents, the study found that the students lived in urban
(68.29%0) took higher private tutor than the student lived in rural area (66.8%) in 2016.

Table 4.2: Distribution of private tutoring by type of school and type of location

Paid private

Level of Residence of Respondents and Type of Schools tuition (%)
Yes No
Rural Type of Govt. Primary School (GPS) 65.8 34.2
School Newly Nationalized Primary School (NNPS) 69.6 304
Total 66.8 33.2
Utban Type of Govt. Primary School (GPS) 71.3 28.7
School Newly Nationalized Primary School (NNPS) 61.5 38.5
Total 68.2 31.8
Total Type of Govt. Primary School (GPS) 67.9 32.1
School Newly Nationalized Primary School (NNPS) 65.8 34.2
Total 67.4 32.6

Looking into the type of schools, the survey found that the higher number of private tutoring took by the
students of GPS schools (67.9%) than NNPS schools (65.8%%).

Figure 4.5 Distribution of the students who took private tutoring by type of school
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In rural areas, it found that the students from NNPS had higher tendency taking private tutor than the
students from GPS. But, in urban area, the students from GPS had higher tendency taking private tutor
than NNPS (Table 4.2).

Types of Private Tutor

Around 83.8% of the respondents reported to have had private tutor who were not same school teachers,
against 16.2% who were their own school teachers and simultaneously teaching as their private tutors.
Following the data 7.9% private tutors were the teachers from other primary schools and a majority of the
students (55.5%) considered taking meritorious students in the locality as their private tutors. It also found
that 2.3% and 4.7% students enrolled in ‘paid coaching inside of their school” and ‘coaching center outside
the schools’, respectively. The emergence of private tuition is a reflection of not being able to provide the
required service by the schools to ensure a child’s mental growth. From focus group discussions it has
found that the tendency of private tutoring of the primary teachers has been reduced. The FGD
participants argued that many schools introduced coaching for the students of class where the students are
paid on an average 200 Taka in order to making good results in Primary Education Certificate Examination
(PECE). However, either many schools did it free of cost. The FGD participants suggested that this kind
of special care through coaching at class five is a good initiative but that needs to be done with free of cost.
Also, they suggested to introduce this type of special care may be introduced for any other students at any
class who need special care.
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Table 4.3: Distribution of the type of private tutor by schools
Schools in Schools in Total
Type of Private Tutor CEWG Non-CEWG
area area
Who has Teacher of own school 62 (8.3) 688 (91.7) 750 (100)
ke Teacher from other 90 (27.2) 241 (72.8) 331 (100)
engaged as primary school
ivat
frivipe Coaching center outside school 42 (20.8) 160 (79.2) 202 (100)
utofs
Paid coaching inside school 18 (18.0) 82 (80) 100 (100)
Students (meritorious) in 633 (24.9) 1913 (75.1) 2546 (100)
the locality
Near relative/family members 44 (11.2) 350 (88.8) 394 (100)
Others 41 (19.6) 168 (80.4) 209 (100)
Total 930 (20.5) 3602 (79.5) 4532 (100)

Time and Money

Spent for Private Tutor

The CRC 2016 study revealed that on an average the students spent 9.78 hours in a week for private
tutoring with a range of minimum 5 to maximum 22 hours per week.

Table 4.4: Time and money spent for private tutor

Time and Money
Weekly time spent

Monthly money sp

(hout)

ent (taka)

Minimum
5 houts

100 Taka

Maximum
22 houts

1500 Taka

Average
9.78 hours

292.26 Taka

They spent monthly on an average Taka 292.2 with a range of minimum Taka 100 and Taka 1500,

respectively for private tutor.
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Private Tutoring

Implications of Private Tutoring and Behavour

This study gives us a further insight on the implications of private tutoring, Though around 79.6% of the
respondents reported to have received no extra facilities from the private tutor who were school teachers
and 17.9% respondents reported that the students got extra facilities while taking private tutor from the
same schools while 2.5% respondents did not make any comments due to probably fear of any of its
negative implications.

When asked specifically with options, around 65.2%, 13.7%, and 9.4% were reported to have received
extra services from school teachers, who was also their private tutor, in the form of getting question paper
before exam, getting assistance in answering the questions in the exam hall, and securing extra marks. On
top of that, 11.7% reported to have received services in other different ways.

In response to a question on unexpected behavior for not taking private tutor from same school teachers,
98.6% respondents reported that the students did not face any unexpected behavior and only 0.9%
students faced unexpected behavior like less mark in the exam, unexpected behavior in the class,
discrimination in teaching etc. while 1.4% respondents did not make any comments. Though the
percentage of the number of school teacher being the private tutor is relatively low, but this is an indication
of the start of rent seeking in the education system which requires immediate attention.
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Distribution and
Management of Text Books

The government of Bangladesh has made significant achievement in primary education expansion. The
net enrollment net is 94.7 in 2014 (BANBEIS) and the primary schools have achieved gender parity. Now
the government is more focusing on the quality of education. But the decreasing trend of budget
allocation in the education sector (2.4% of GDP) has a negative implication on the primary education
expansion with quality. Then the government with strong political will has long time been distributing free
books to all the students of primary schools. This is a great achievement to reach all the students with the
new books and to bring smile on their faces. The students and their parents and guardians wait for the new
books at the beginning of the new year when the students begin a new class. The school teachers and SMC
take necessary steps to smoothly distribute the books among the cheerful students and their guardians.
According to the rules of NCTB, the sale or marketing of textbooks is prohibited and stern actions will
be taken, if anyone tries to sell or market these free books. Even though this is the cautionary note and the
day of book distribution becomes an occasion, then there are some irregularities and mismanagement
happened, as found in the survey. The findings of the survey, FGD and KlIs on the knowledge, timing
and management of distribution, quality of the books, unauthorized payments for getting the books,
necessity of other books for the students, etc. are analyzed and presented either in tables or in figures
below.

Understanding about Distribution of Free Textbooks

All the respondents know about the provision of free books from the government to their children, as it
1s widely circulated and longtime practiced provision. Thus all the students have received the free books
from the schools in 2016. Almost all of them have received in January 2016.

Quality of Textbooks

The government announces and provides new books to the students. But almost 1% of the respondents
reported that they have received partial new and partial used books. In 2015 CRC Survey, 99.6%
respondents mentioned that they received new books. So the same picture prevails in this year also. The
government is almost completely successful to provide free new books to the students throughout the
country. Those books received by the students are completely usable. So almost 99% of the respondents
rated the quality of paper and printing as good. The rest of the respondents (1%) mentioned some quality
issues, such as bad quality of paper, bad printing, torn pages of the books, etc. The same percentage of
the quality of paper and printing applies to the quality of the book cover. 99% of the respondents stated
that the pictures in the cover and inside of the books are clear and attractive. The negligible percentage
(1%) of respondents mentioned about lack of clarity in the picture of the cover page and inside or
inconsistency of the pictures with the subject matter.

Unauthorized Payment for Books

The books are free from the government to the students and the schools are instructed to distribute these
books to the students without charging any amount of money. In reality 96% of the respondents did not
pay any amount. But 4% of the respondents paid as unauthorized payments. This varies in the urban and
rural areas. In the urban area, only 0.3% respondents paid unauthorized money for getting books. On the

other side, 6.4% of the rural students paid the unauthorized amount. A significant difference can be found
in GPS (2.5%) and NNPS (7.3%) schools.
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Figure 5.1: Percentage of payment for getting free books

On an average Tk.18.00 was paid for getting
the books, though the amount varies from Tk.
5 to Tk. 200. The unauthorized payment for
getting books was 7.3% in 2015. So this is an

N 7.30%
improvement over the last year. They were

told to pay for the purposes of carrying of
the books (84.23% respondents) and price of
new books (3.46%). A little percentage was

2015 2016

charged without showing any key reasons.

Figure 5.2: Reasons of buying books

Necessity of Additional Books and Spending

The respondents were asked whether they had giin

m Advice of teachers
to buy books (text books and/or note books)

from the market and almost 69% of them
responded that they bought additional books.
Comparison of CEWG schools in 2015 and
2016 shows almost the same picture — 67%
and 65.4% of the households respectively
bought other books from the market.

m Curiosity of guardians

Bought a special authot's
book

60%

The books bought by the parents either on their own curiosity or the advice of the teachers are mainly
guidebook, reported more than 96% of the respondents. From the FGD findings it is found that the
teachers suggest to the students and their parents to buy guide books because students can get easy and
readymade answers to the questions, and know the subject matter with illustration. On the other side, the
parents are also willing to buy guide books for better results of their children in exams. Besides, 2.1% of
the respondents bought grammar books and 1.4% bought other books such as stories, thymes, etc. A very
negligible percentage of respondents bought the text book again either for loss or damage of the book.

Dependence on the guidebook has been increased a lot. Teachers do not give much time to teach
students and the students are instructed to rely on the easy answers of the guidebooks. So immediately
the use of guidebooks has to be stopped.

- One Key Informant
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Figure 5.3: Types of books bought

As stated above 69% of the respondents

bought additional books for their children. m Text book M Note/guide book ® Grammar book M Others
2% 1% 0%

Thus, on an average Tk. 331.17 was spent for
buying these books. The range of such
expenditure is Tk. 20 to Tk. 2000. In total,
those households had spent Tk. 1,550,851.
Other than the expenditure for additional
books, the respondents told that they had to
spend on an average Tk. 149.57 for buying pen,
paper, pencil, eraser, sharpener, note book,
geometry box etc. They spent Tk. 1,005,087 ranging from Tk. 10 to Tk. 1500.

97%

Level of Satisfaction on Book Distribution and Printing Quality of the Books

Free book distribution has become an occasion in the schools everywhere both in urban and rural places.
Students and their parents/guardians wait for the day of books distribution. These books bring smile on
the faces of the new students in class one, and even any students in the primary school. The household
survey illustrates that all the students have received the free books from the government. Almost all of
them received new books.

Figure 5.4: Satisfaction on distribution and printing quality of books

From the FGDs and Klls, it is also found that ; »

the school authorities atre aware of the source / 2 e

of happiness of the students and their parents e

as well as the government’s intention to provide 37%
books to the students with care and due time.

This situation reflects on the findings from the

respondents of the household survey. Nearly

87% of them were ecither satisfied or very B Very dissatisfied B Dissatisfied
satistied. In addition, 13% of them are also B Moderately satisficd M Satisficd
moderately satisfied. Very negligible numbers B Very satisfied

of respondents were either unsatisfied or very
unsatisfied. In the 2015 survey, almost all respondents (99.6%) were satisfied, which have been reduced to
87% this year.

Figure 5.5: Satisfaction on the pictures used in the books

Similar to book distribution and printing % _13%
quality, respondents showed higher level of .

satisfaction on illustrations of the cover pages 2%

as well as in-book decorations. Around 99% 37%
students’ guardians were found satisfied

regarding the book illustration in three

satisfaction tier including — very satisfied (41%),

satisfied (41%) and moderately satisfied (17%). W Very dissatisficd W Dissatisficd
Only a meager number of respondents were B Moderately satisfied M Satisfied
not happy with the pictures of the cover and B Very satisfied

inside of the books.
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Stipend
Distribution

To meet literacy benchmark, it is imperative to ensure the enrollment of all eligible children to the primary

school and to complete their primary cycle. The stipend program is such an initiative to provide stipend to
complete their primary education. Thus, it discourages parents to deploy their child to employment
activities. This chapter explore the awareness level of the guardians’ on the government stipend program,
distribution of stipend beneficiary, amount of stipend and irregularities in the stipend program.

Stipend Program: Guardians’ Awareness, Beneficiary and Amount of Money

Awareness: In response to a question whether the respondents know about government stipend program in
Primary School, 98.2% respondents reported positively. Only 1.8% respondents were not aware of
government stipend programme.

Figure 6.1: Guardians who know about stipend program

Beneficiary: Looking into the distribution of
students based on the receiving stipend, the No, 1.8
study found that on an average 94% students
received stipend in the 73 surveyed rural
schools. Important to mention here that out of
120 surveyed schools, 47 schools were placed at
urban areas which excluded from this analysis

as government does not provide stipend at the Yes, 98.2

school located at urban areas. As per

government policy of the stipend, the students

of the rural primary schools are eligible for stipend based on the certain criterion set by the government.
Comparing this findings based on CEWG and Non-CEWG working area, the study found that almost all
students (97.9%) received stipend in CEWG working area while 91.9% students received stipend in
non-CEWG working area.

Comparing the findings within CEWG working area with the earlier study, an upward trajectory is being
reflected on the distribution of the students who received stipend between 2013, 2015 and 2016 (figure
6.2). Under CEWG working area, 97.9% of the respondents reported to have received stipend in 2016
from the government primary school as compared to 68.8% in 2015 and 59.4% in 2013.

Figure 6.2: Distribution of students received stipend in CEWG working areas
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Looking into the stipend distribution by type of schools, the survey found that percentage of student who
received stipend from GPS schools (93.1%) is lower than NNPS schools (96.6%).
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Table 6.1: Distribution of stipend receiving students by type of schools and residents

Types of School Students receiving stipend (%)

Yes No
Rural 94.9 5.1

Govt. Primary Residents of the :
School (GPS) Respondents | Utban (Upazila Level) 455 54.6
Total 93.1 93.1
Newly Nationalized Residents of the Rural 96.6 34
Primary School Respondents Urban (Upazila Level) 100 0
(INNPS) Total 96.6 96.6
Rural 95.3 4.7

Tesal Residents of the :
Respondents Urban (Upazila Level) 48.7 51.3
Total 94.0 94.0

Again, the stipend receiving rate among the GPS students who live in village is higher than the students
who live in urban areas. Overall, the stipend receiving rate who live in rural areas (95.3%) is higher than the
student who live in urban area (48.7%). It is revealed that many students live in urban areas who got
admission in the primary schools located at the rural areas. It might be happened due to casy access or
communication to the schools or getting chance to be eligible at the stipend programme. Many FGD
participants argued that the stipend should be given based on the financial needs in all schools all over the
country. This will help to decrease the dropout rate. In response to an issue of SMC’ involvement in
stipend allocation process, many participants argued that SMC’s involvement will create problems in the
schools.

Stipend Anount: It is also found from this CRC 2016 study that one student received on an average Taka
1151 yearly with a range of minimum Taka 350 and maximum Taka 1200.

Irregularities in Stipend
About 98.1% of the respondents reported to have not experience any sort of irregularities in receiving
stipend. A small portion of the students (1.9%) were stated that they faced bad experiences.

Figure 6.3: Respondents who reported irregularities in stipend

On contrast, in response to a question whether
they had to pay any unauthorized money while
receiving stipend, 6.9% respondents argued
they paid few amount on an average Taka 226.7
for the reasons mentioned including managing
Tiffin for the distributors and ‘conveyances’ ,
while 3.1% respondents did not make any
comments.
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Stipend Distribution

Level of Satisfaction in Stipend Programme

Looking into stipend prograns, the study found that 55.2% students received stipend. So, the satisfaction level
is measured considering the respondents who received stipend. It is found that on an average 46.2% &
20.8% respondents were satisfied and very satisfied respectively, while 29.2% were reported as moderate
and 2.9% and 0.8% were dissatisfied and very dissatisfies, respectively. Comparing the findings with the
previous study in 2015, the dissatisfaction level reduced from 19.4% to 3.7%.

Figure 6.4: Percentage of level of satisfaction on stipend program

[ | Very dissatisfied, 0.8 [ Dissatisfied, 2.9
[ Very Satisfied, 20.8

B Moderate, 29.2

B Sadisfied, 46.2
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Payment of
Different Fees

The government is highly commended to enroll almost all school-going children with gender parity in
primary schools. On the way of its long journey, the government bears an average expenditure of Tk.
1,253 per student per year, as government and registered non-government schools, whereas the household
costs are estimated to be Tk. 2,500 per student per year (Chowdhury and Nath, 2009). It is evident that a
majority of the cost of primary education is met by families. The household-borne expenses for the
students can be realized by the below findings on the unauthorized payments for admission fees,
readmission fees, annual exam fees, other exam fees, annual sports fees, religious festival fees, day
celebration fees, cultural programmes fees, school cleaning fees, etc. Among them, the students have to pay
only a specific rate of tiny amount determined by the government for an annual exam. But the school
authorities with the consent or without consent of the SMC fix different fees for the above reasons and
enforce students and their parents/guardians to pay. However, the unauthotized payment varies student to
student in many cases based on their socio-economic conditions.

After all, an almost free primary education has been established by creating provision of not collecting
fees/subscriptions from the students except specific amount of examination fees determined by the
government. On the other hand, the findings of TIB'" cleatly illustrates that a range of Tk. 6850-10,600
are required annually for executing all sorts of school level activities properly. But the government
provides only Tk. 3,000-4,200 for all government primary schools for recurring expenditure. Because of
the shortage of fund, on the one side, important activities such as SMC meetings, guardians’ meetings,
mothers’ gatherings and observation ofnational events are not regularly organized, and on the other side,
schools raised funds through unauthorized payment from the students on different occasions.

Admission Fees of Class One

About 16.7% of the total respondents stated that they had to pay on an average admission fee of class one
of Tk. 37.58. This unauthorized payment has been analyzed by types of survey areas, types of schools and
types of monitoring. 19.9% of the rural students paid on an average of Tk. 37.41, whereas 11.7% paid Tk.
35.68. In the GPS Schools, 15.3% respondents paid Tk. 36.35, whereas in the NNPS schools 20.6% paid
Tk. 39.97. On the other side, 14.8% students in the CEWG schools paid Tk. 24.72, whereas 17.2%
students in the Non-CEWG paid Tk. 40.34. In total they paid Tk. 42,275 where the maximum amount Tk.
300. The average amount for this reason was Tk. 20.85 in 2015, so the current unauthorized payment for
the Class One admission fees have been increased.

" TIB (2016), Administration and Management of Primary Education: Problems and the Way Out
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Figure 7.1: A Comparison on respondents who
paid unauthorized payment for class Iadmission

The Figure 7.1 depicts that the percentage of

unauthorized payment for admission in class I 17.10%

was decreased. In 2015, it was 17.10% that was
decreased to 14.80% in 2016.

14.80%
Readmission Fees in the New Class or in
the Same Class

About 2.9% of the total respondents informed
that they had to pay on an average Tk. 53.34 as 2015 2016
readmission fee for the New Class or in the

same class for their childrenwhich were
unauthorized. In total the unauthorized payment was Tk. 10,295 for the readmission where the maximum
amount was Tk. 250.

Figure 7.2: Average unauthorized payment for annual exam

Annual Exam Fees
About 97.6% of the total respondents opined Tk. 53.51

that they had to pay annual exam fee which
varied from Tk. 5 to Tk. 580. This is a slightly

. Tk. 26
below comparing to the percentage of
respondents in 2015, which was 98.8%. In total,
they paid Tk. 171,721 as annual exam fees. The
average payment for the annual exam fees is
about Tk. 26. However, the average
2015 2016

unauthorized payment was dropped from 2015
to 2016.

Other Exam Fees

In government circular there is no provision for charge any fees for monthly or half yearly exam. But this
study found that nearly 94% of the students paid Tk. 234,671 for the monthly/half yeatly exams in the
schools where the average as per capita of student is about Tk. 37.

Annual Sports Fees

About 23% of the respondents had to pay for the annual sports festival which ranging from Tk. 5 to Tk.
100 which were unauthorized. The total amount of payment was Tk. 48,820 and the average amount is
about Tk. 31. This is the consistent trends comparing to the scenario of 2013 and 2015 when 23.60% and
26.70% paid on an average Tk. 12.27, and Tk. 26.47, respectively, for the annual sports festival.
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Figure 7.3: Payment on annual sports

For getting a comparison on CEWG and
Non-CEWG Schools on the unauthorized
payment for annual sports, the findings show
that 17.7% students of CEWG schools were
forced to unauthorized payment on an average
Tk. 32.67, whereas 24.6% of non-CEWG
schools paid Tk. 30.98.

Tk. 31

Tk. 26.47

School Cleaning Fees
Only 4.2% of the respondents had to pay on an 2015 2016
average Tk. 15.29 for the school cleaning fees

which were unauthorized.

Figure 7.4: Comparison on religious festivals

Religious Festival Fees
Primary schools wusually organize different 460
religious festivals such as miladfor an occasion

of opening a new room in the school,

Swaraswati puja (worshipping of Goddess of 7.40%

Education), etc. For arranging such religious

occasions, the school authority most of the ‘ k

case use their own funds, but some respondents /
(

(7.4%) opined that they had to pay average Tk.
20.36 for the religious festivals. In total, Tk.
10,080 was paid ranging Tk. 5 to Tk. 150 in
2016. This percentage of respondents is almost half of the respondents (14.6%) in 2015 and it was 11%
in 2013.

2015 2016

National Day Celebration Fees

The School authorities (both the school management and the SMC) are instructed to organize some
national days i.c. national mourning day, independence Day, international mother language day, victory day
etc., by the government circulars/orders. Though all these days ate not celebrated in all schools in the same
frequency and in the same manner, but those school authorities who observe these days are mostly use
school funds or on their own. But 2% of the respondents informed that they had to pay on an average Tk.
14.97 for the celebration of those national days which were unauthorized.

Cultural Programme Fees

Like the religious festivals, school authorities usually organize cultural events as extra-curricular activities
for the social, cultural and mental upbringing of the students. In these cultural programmes, students as
well as teachers do perform as solo and in Corus. Parents of the students and community people are
invited to the events. These cultural events are organized mostly by the school funds or by the funding
support from SMC or by the teachers. In some cases (Nearly 2%), the respondents are told to provide an
amount for organizing cultural programmes and offering some gifts to the winners. These 2% of the
students paid on an average of Tk. 24.69 which were unauthorized. In the previous two CRC surveys,
almost the same picture was found. 3% and 1% of the respondents paid unauthorized amount for cultural
programmes in 2013 and 2015 respectively. In 2015, on an average the respondents paid Tk. 21.11, which
was a bit less than the amount of 2016.
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Fees for Annual Exam Mark Sheet
About 5.2% of the respondents told that they had to pay something for getting mark sheets of the annual

exam. On an average they paid Tk. 18.54, where the maximum amount was Tk. 100 and minimum amount
was Tk. 5.

It is clear that unauthorized payment for many reasons was collected from the students by many primary
school authorities. Sometimes students were forced to pay. On the other side, the teachers have some
arguments in favor of such subscription or unauthorized payment. For the betterment of the students,
they organize cultural programmes, sports programmes, extracurricular activities or buy educational
materials though for that no funding support available in the institutions. In another instance, for
observing many national days they told to observe but no money allocated for that. These findings have
been validated and cross-checked by the findings of the KlIs and Validation Workshop Participants
including UEO and AUEOs. Various reasons of collecting unauthorized payment on different occasions
found from the participants. For example, carrying cost of text books is not provided sufficiently to the
schools, so sometimes students are asked to pay for. For the greater interest of students, cultural events are
organized by involving students. However, some fees are collected for this because of not having sufficient
funds in line with this.
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Corporal
Punishment

Corporal punishment was prevalent in schools in many parts of the world, but in recent decades it has
been abolished in most of the developed countries. Corporal punishment in the context of schools can be
defined as ntentional application of physical pain as a means of changing behavior’ (Greydanus, Pratt, Spates,
Blake-Dreher, Greydanus-Gearhart and Patel, 2003). Corporal punishment remains common scenario in a
number of countries in Africa, Asia, and the Middle East. A number of international human-rights
organizations have stated that physical punishment of any kind is a violation of children's human rights
(United Nation, 2006). According to the UN Committee on the Rights of the Child, “the use of corporal
punishment does not respect the inherent dignity of the child nor the strict limits on school discipline".
The committee interprets Article 19 of the convention on the rights of the child, which obliges member
states to "fake all appropriate legislative, administrative, social and educational measures to protect the child from all forms
of physical or mental violence, injury or abuse ..., to imply a prohibition on all forms of corporal punishment
(United Nation, 2001). According to Bangladesh High Court verdict and a notice circulated by Ministry of
Education, corporal punishment is strictly prohibited in schools (Rahman, 2014). This chapter explores
the nature, extent of physical and mental punishment and guardian’s perception on acceptance of corporal
and mental punishment in the surveyed primary schools in Bangladesh.

Corporal and Mental Punishment in Schools

CRC 2016 study revealed that 57.3% respondents found the precedence of physical/mental punishment
in this school. The study further revealed that on an average 65.3% students received physical punishment
in schools. The respondent also argued that the frequency of the physical punishment was 6.3% regular,
68.3% occasional and 25.3% rare. Looking into these findings based on CEWG interventions, the study
did not find any substantial differences of the occurring of physical punishment in 2016.

Table 8.1: Distribution of occurrence of Physical punishment

CEWG and Non-CEWG Schools Students who got physical punishment in Total
the school
Yes No No comments
Schools in CEWG area 66.4% 33.4% 0.2% 100.0%
0 0 0 0
Schools in Non.CEWG area 65.1% 34.6% 0.3% 100.0%
Total 65.3% 34.4% 0.3% 100.0%

Looking into the distribution of occurrence of physical punishment by level of residence of the student,
it is found that the rate of occurrence of corporal punishments has implications based on levels of
residence. It is noticed that rural students (69.1%) are higher prone to the victim of physical punishment
than those with live in urban (60.2%). Again the respondents from GPS (66.1%) faced higher physical
punishment than NNPS (63.5%) students.
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Table 8.2: Occurrence of physical punishment by residence and school

Students who received physical punishment
Types of School Yes No No Total
comments
il 70.4% 29.3% 0.3% 100.0%
Gove By ool (G Urban 59.3% 40.4% 0.3% 100.0%
il 66.1% 33.7% 0.3% 100.0%
il 64.9% 34.9% 0.2% 100.0%
Newly Nationalized
Primary School (NNPS) Utban 62.1% 37.4% 0.5% 100.0%
Tl 63.5% 36.2% 0.3% 100.0%
R 69.1% 30.7% 0.2% 100.0%
Toral Utban 60.2% 39.4% 0.4% 100.0%
Ovetall 65.3% 34.4% 0.3% 100.0%

Many FGD participants argued that many guardians expect that the teachers will take necessary action
including physical punishment to make their children obedient, sober and well disciplined.

Figure 8.1: Comparison of occurnace of physical punishment within CEWG working areas
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Comparing the findings of physical punishment in CEWG working area with previous yeart, it revealed that
the physical punishment reduced by 12.8% compared with 2013 but it increased 13.7% compared with
2015. Many FGD participants and key informants argued that the incidence of physical punishment is
decreasing at slower pace which needs further attention to raise social awareness through the provision of
government circular and high court rule on prohibition of corporal punishment at schools. They also
further argued that a large size of guardian believes wrongly that physical punishment at schools help their
student to be successful at their life.

The study further revealed that 35.8% students received mental punishment in schools, while the
frequency of the mental punishment was 6.2% regular, 68.0% occasional and 25.8% rare.
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Major Forms of Physical and Mental Punishment
The major types of corporal punishment was included beating by sticks (53.3%), beating by hands
(19.9%), standing on foots with holding ear (14.4%), beating by duster 9.1% and 3.2% others.

Figure 8.2: Major forms of physical punishment Figure 8.3: Major forms of mental punishment

Others Throwing out the Books

Beating by duster Forced to leave the class room

Standing on foots with

holding ear Neglecting behavior

Beating by hands Dishonor

Beating by Sticks Threats on punshments

The major forms of mental punishment were included threats on punishments (39.5%), dishonor (28.9%),
neglecting behavior (21.9%), forced to leave the class room (4.4%) and throwing out the books (2.7%).

Guardians’ Perception of Physical and Mental Punishment

The study found that on an average 64.3% guardians perceived to be accepted of physical punishment in
schools while the rate for mental punishment was 31%. It is mentionable that the respondents were not
asked to know their awareness about the High Court Order on the corporal punishment in all educational
institutions and they were not informed about the negative implications of the corporal and mental
punishment, rather they were simply asked to know about their perception on the acceptance of physical
and mental punishment in schools. The perceived justifications of the guardians for accepting the
punishment in schools were included, for example, good for the students (57.5%), helpful to bring
discipline in the classroom (33.7%), unawatre of other techniques of discipline (7.9%) and others (0.9%).
Many focus group participants and key informants argued that SMC should be sensitized on the negative
implications of corporal punishment to play an active role to raise awareness among teachers and
guardians.

Figure 8.4: Respondents who accept physical punishment

Looking into this findings in CEWG and

non-CEWG working area, the study revealed
. . 66
interestingly that the respondents from | g4

o4
o1

Community Education Watch Group (CEWG) | & -U* E
otking area have lower tendency to accept | 58
w g W Y p CEWG Working Area Non-CEWG Area

physical  punishment than Non-CEWG
working area. It might be happened due to the
advocacy intervention of CEWG members.
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Table 8.3: Perception on the acceptance of physical punishment

Acceptance of physical punishment to guardian
CEWG and Non-CEWG Schools
Yes No No comments
Schools in CEWG area 61.0% 37.9% 1.1%
Schools in Non-CEWG area 65.1% 34.8% 0.1%
Total 64.3% 35.4% 0.3%

Comparing the findings with CEWG area in 2015, it found that the acceptability of corporal punishment
reduced by 34.95% (from 94.95% to 61.0%) in 2016 which is a significant positive social progress.

Figure 8.5: Percentage of guardians who accepts physical punishment in CEWG areas
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Looking into the acceptability of corporal punishment by sex,it is found that the tendency of acceptance
of corporal punishments has implications based on gender. It is noticed that females (65.1%) are slightly
more prone to accepting corporal punishment than males (61.1%) in 2016. In 2015, males (95.2%) were
relatively more prone to accepting corporal punishment than females (94.8%).

Figure 8.6: Accepting corporal punishment by sex
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Looking into the acceptability of corporal punishment by level of education,it is found that the tendency
of acceptance of corporal punishments has implications based on levels of education. It is noticed that
literate and completed secondary (both 61.1% respectively) are lower prone to accepting corporal
punishment than those with either illiterate (64.3%), or incomplete primary (66.8%) and secondary
(65.2%0) education.
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Table 8.4: Acceptance corporal punishment by education level

Education of Respondents Acceptance of corporal punishment (%)
Yes No No Response

Illiterate 64.3 35.2 0.6
Literate 61.1 38.9 0.0
Incomplete Primary 66.8 33.0 0.3
Primary Completed 065.6 34.1 0.2
Incomplete Secondary 65.2 34.7 0.1
Secondary and above 61.1 38.6 0.3
Total 64.3 35.4 0.3

Looking into the acceptability of corporal punishment by level of residence of the student,it is found that
the tendency of acceptance of corporal punishments has implications based on levels of residence. It is
noticed that urban respondents (67.2%) are higher prone to accepting corporal punishment than those
with live in either village (62.3%)). Again the respondents from NNPS (67.6%) has higher tendency to
accept physical punishment than GPS (63.1%).

Table 8.5: Acceptance of physical punishment by schools and residence

Acceptance of physical punishment
Types of School
Yes No N
comments
Rural 61.7% 37.8% 0.5%
Govt. Primary School (GPS) Utban 65.2% 34.8% 0.0%
Total 63.1% 36.6% 0.3%
Rural 19 .59 49
Newly Nationalized Primary urd Gt BRI D
School (NNPS) Urban 71.6% 28.3% 0.1%
Total 67.6% 32.1% 0.3%
Rural 62.3% 37.2% 0.5%
Total Utban 67.2% 32.8% 0.0%
Overall 64.3% 35.4% 0.3%

The findings showed a declining trend in terms of frequency of occurrence of corporal punishment in
comparison with the survey conducted in 2013 but a sharp increase in comparison with the findings of
survey conducted in 2015. This also showed a declining trend (from 94.95% in 2015 to 64.3% in 2016) in
terms of the acceptability of corporal punishment in comparison with the survey conducted in 2015.
However, the continuing high occurrence of corporal punishment demands the need for enhancing social
awareness for reducing an issue which is prohibited by government order. This high level of guardians’
position on the acceptance of corporal punishment might be occurred due to long tradition in the society,
culture and lack of awareness of guardians in government primary schools. This state of play manifests
the wide disparity between the states international commitment, regulations and variations with cultural
understandings.
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Conclusion

In order to establish an approach of citizen’s involvement in primary education system, the third initiative
of Citizens’ Report Card taken as test case by Campaign for Popualr Educiton (CAMPE) is study Citizens’
Report Card. The aim of this study was to explore the range and nature of satisfaction of the guardians
on the services of government primary education. Therefore, this study involved a representative group
of schools like, GPS, NNPS located in Community Education Watch Group areas and Non-Community
Education Watch Groups with rural and urban setting. The methodology adopted both qualitative and
quantitativve approach with major emphasis on quantitative data collected using a range of teachers and
parental interviews along with classtoom observation FGDs, KlIs and personal interviews. In order to
validate the respondents view classroom observation and case study were undertaken.

The study found contrasting data set on major services between information obtained from schools and
community. Nonetheless, many of the indicators received positive community response and satistaction.
The perception of satisfaction of the community over the services in school might have been influenced
due to several reasons. As many students’ parents and guardian of government primary school are with
limited education and from low socio-economic background, they might have limited expectation
regarding the services. The community may have limited chance to compare and contrast about the quality
of services required for primary education. However, there could be other reason such as lack of
participation and opportunity to raise their voice regarding school education process can contribute
towards such finding., Further, culturally community people in Bangladesh tend to express less negative
comments about schools and teachers.

The study provided insights on the types of services provided in primary education and produced a clear
picture of the school. It also identified risk factors that influenced the quality education. It has brought
evidences that primary education in Bangladesh needs infrastructural improvement to accommodate all
students with fare facilities, recruitment of more teachers to reduce class size, required professional
training to improve the competencies of teachers for better learning outcome of the students. Only
competent, well trained teachers will help children develop a high level of literacy and competency that are
necessary for being effective in today's world. At the same time other essential areas i.c. toilet and play
ground facilities, using ICT in classroom, libraty, dependency on private tuition/coaching/guidebooks,
practice of corporal punishment and its wide acceptance by the guardians, school feeding program for all
children, amount of stipend, role of SMC, regular and frequent monitoring including community
awareness and engagemnt are to be looked at with greater importance.

Although this was a relatively small-scale study, confidence in the generalizability of the findings is
enhanced by the high level of consistency in the findings, obtained using multiple methods, and the
notable consensus among participants. The study was not strictly representative to the nation but a
representative cohort of various categories of schools was considered to understand the efficacy of the
system. The apparently high level of consistency across the participating trusts suggests that the issues
identified may be generic but relevant to the services provided in other government primary schools in

Bangladesh.
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Along practiced centralized education system paralyzed the notion of proactive community participation.
A culture of non-participation and disowning has been developed over the years. Community appeared
less aware and reluctant to take interest in their neighborhood school. This study is expected to open a new
window for undertaking further research and create opportunity to bring the community back to school
affairs with their interest and voice in Bangladesh.

Recommendations

1. Teacher student ration in classes of primary school is perceived by the teachers as well as parents to be
very high for effective teaching. Though government accepted the standard of 1:40 yet it is big for
lower grades because younger children need greater attachment of teachers to remain calm. Therefore,
special attention needed to be given to reduce the current teacher student ratio less than 40 particularly
in the early grades.

2. So far the study is concerned the perception of the citizen about different aspects of primary
education seems to be quite satisfactory but digging further into the overall background of the parents
and community people a question remains how far they understand about the acceptable status of
those aspects of primary education. Therefore, a review of citizens’ understanding in line with actual
quality standards need to be undertaken through further studies and adopt necessary action.

3. The stipend system to identify potential stipend recipients should be strengthened so that those who
deserve stipends get the appropriate amounts, and minimizing the risk of elite capture.

4. Itis found from the survey that parents and other community people are satistied with the teachers’
regular practice in school including their regularity, teaching methods and personal conduct. However,
this expression may represent their good gesture but it is not clear how far they know the technical
aspects of teaching methods, and other administrative regulation. Therefore parents and community
people need to be informed about these issues and then sought their opinion.

5. Performance based incentive apart from salary should be arranged to promote better teaching learning
activities of the primary school teachers.

6. Corporal punishment should be stopped with immediate measures by the school authorities and other
stakeholders including SMC, community people. Though significant numbers of parents are still in
favour of using physical punishment, it seems that they are not very much aware of the impact of
punishment. It would have been better if the impact of such punishment were explained to them and
made them aware through various programmes such as dialogues with parents, media campaign and
then examine their opinion.

7. Orientation and motivational training program for the SMC members on their roles and
responsibilities should be arranged. There should have an effective mechanism of interaction between
local government authority, SMC and schools authority.

8. A policy on school feeding programme is underway to be formulated. Based on the demand and
expectation from the respondent, in order to enhance attendance the piloting project of school
feeding program should be expanded and institutionalized at all primary schools.

9. Necessary steps should be taken for infrastructural development at schools, for example, increasing
decorated multi-media class rooms and proper seating spaces, usable separate toilets for male and female
students (toilet-to-student ratio of 1:50) , usable library, boundary walls, playing ground with sufficient
instruments, railing at stairs and roof-top. Steps should be taken to encourage students for the proper
utilization of playing grounds. Training on inclusive education should be provided to the teachers.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

It is found from the survey that no schools have sufficient playing or entertaining materials for
students. Some schools have indoor play materials but fewer students have the opportunity of their
use. Unless the schools are made joyful, students’ attendance will remain unsatisfactory. It is needed to
increase play opportunity in school and provide joyful environment in different ways. Parents also
required to be informed about the benefit of such opportunity.

The study demonstrates that large numbers of students go for private coaching though many do it
with individuals other than school teachers. In this regard schools will take necessary measure to
arrange remedial classes/special coaching without any cost. Instead of coaching on payment,
teacher-student communication should be developed and strengthened to improve teaching-learning
environment.

Most of the students use guidebooks for their education; sometime teachers also prescribe guidebook
for weaker students. It appears from the survey that teachers are not comfortable in dealing with
creative questions, therefore; they take help from the guidebooks. Government should take necessary
steps to remove such weakness from the teachers by providing more training in teaching learning
methods.

SLIP fund is provided to school for qualitative development of the school. However, it is found that
large numbers of schools do not spend the amount accordingly. It would be helpful if the amount is
granted as per need and government become more vigilant in the matters of its use. Besides, increasing
need of funds for organizing different types of activities for the students and for observing national
days, SLIP fund may be extended to cover these areas as well as the SLIP fund amount may be
increased.

The monitoring mechanism of the performance and teaching-learning environment of the schools
should be evaluated properly. More active and technology based monitoring mechanism should be
developed to ensure the good learning environment in the primary schools.
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Annex 1.1: Survey Locations

CEWG Area
Gaibandha
Sirajganj
Meherpur
Khulna
Bhola
Netrokona
Jamalpur
Hobiganj

Non CEWG Area
Thakurgaon
Joypurhat
Chapai Nawabganj
Narsingdi
Narail
Faridpur
Pirojpur
Kishoregan;
Comilla
Sunamganj
Rangamati

Cox’s Bazar

Saghata
Raigonj

Meherpur Sadar

Batiaghata
Bhola Sadar
Durgapur
Madarganj

Hobiganj Sadar

Pirganj
Panchbibi
Shibganj
Monohatdi
Lohagara
Boalmari
Mathbaria
Bhairab
Homna
Chhatak
Kaptai
Moheshkhali

Muktinagor, Jumarbari
Panggashi

Amijhupi

Amirpur, Surkhalu
Bheduyia

Birisiri

Jorkhali

Teghoria

Daulatpur
Kusumba
Kansat
Dawlatpur
Itna
Moyna
Tikikata
Sreenagar
Nilokhi
Singchapair
Kaptai
Shaplapur
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Annex 1.2: Name of Studied Schools

Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School
Pirojpur Mathbaria Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School
Dokkhin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School
Bhola Sadar 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School
Chapai Shibganj Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School
Nawabganj
Selimabad Model Govt. Primary School
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School
Kanshat Govt. Primary School
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School
Horipur Govt. Primary School
Sirajgan; Raigonj Gungati Govt. Primary School
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School
Pangasi Govt. Primary School

Matikora Govt. Primary School

Meherpur Sadar Moyamari Govt. Primary School
Khoksa Govt. Primary School
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School
Dighir para Govt. Primary School

Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School
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Comilla

Narsingdi

Rangamati

Cox’s Bazar

Gaibandha

Homna

Monohardi

Kaptai

Moheshkhali

Saghata

Homna Model Govt. Primary School

4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School

Nilkhi Govt. Primary School

Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School

Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Primary School

Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School

Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School
Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School

K. R. C. Govt. Primary School

Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School

B. M. Govt. Primary School

New Market Govt. Primary School
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School

Shaplapur Govt. Primary School
Mithakata Govt. Primary School
Mukbeki Govt. Primary School
Burmese Govt. Primary School
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School
Putibila Govt. Primary School
Kachuahat Govt. Primary School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School

Jumarbari Govt. Primary School
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Joypurhat Panchbibi  Ramtunu Govt. Primary School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School
Gangguria Govt. Primary School
Balighata Govt. Primary School
Thakurgaon Pirganj Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School
Velotoir Govt. Primary School
Begungaon Govt. Primary School
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School
Saguni Govt. Primary School
Bashgara Govt. Primary School
Narail Lohagara Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School
Itna Govt. Primary School
Udayan Govt. Primary School
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School
Faridpur Boalmari Thakurpur Govt. Primary School
Moyna Govt. Primary School
Gouripur Govt. Primary School
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School
Boalmari Govt. Primary School
Khulna Batiaghata K Baintola Govt. Primary School
K N K Govt. Primary School
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School
Baroaria Govt. Primary School
Motbarti Sundormahal Govt. Primary School
35 No. Korea Govt. Primary School
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Kishoregan;

Netrokona

Jamalpur

Hobiganj

Sunamganj

Bhairab

Durgapur

Madargan;j

HobiganjSadar

Chhatak

1 No. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School

Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primaty School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School

Komolpur Mozaffor bepari Govt. Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primatry School

Shirobiro Govt. Primary School

Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School

Birishiti Model Govt. Primary School

101 No. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School
Durgapur Govt. Primary School

Baroipara Govt. Primary School

Ramchondro Govt. Primary School

Bera Govt. Primary School

Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School
Gabergram Govt. Primaty School

Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School
Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary School

Gobindopur Govt. Primatry School

Gosainagar Govt. Primary School

Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School

Teghoria Govt. Primary School

Kumna Govt. Primary School

Boula Govt. Primary School

Tatikona Govt. Primary School

Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School

Mohodi Govt. Primary School
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Annex- 2.3 Percentage Distribution of Teachers’ Punctuality

Name of the Schools Regularly Irregularly

Poschim Singra Govt. Primary 91.1% 8.9% 0.0% 100.0%
. School
HOPEE T Boxir Ghotichora Gov. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. 75.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. 98.2% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School, Bhola
Bankerhat Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moddho Charkali Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Chapal Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary 76.8% 23.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Nawabganj School
Selimabad Model Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9%0 0.0% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Hortipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary 89.3% 10.7% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Name of the Schools Regularly Itregularly

Meherpur ~ Moyamari Govt. Primary 80.4% 19.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 94.6% 0.0% 5.4% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Poshuhat Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dighir para Govt. Primary 71.4% 28.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary 94.6% 5.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. 91.1% 3.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Primary School
Homna Adorsho Govt. 91.1% 3.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Primary School
Kolakandi Govt. Primary 91.1% 0.0% 8.9% 100.0%
School
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Narsingdi Monohardi Model Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Ptimary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Daulatpur Union Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kocherchar Moddhopara 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rangamati Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary 98.2% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
B. M. Govt. Primary School 89.3% 10.7% 0.0% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primaty 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Chowdhurychora Govt. 87.5% 12.5% 0.0% 100.0%

Primary School
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Name of the Schools Regularly Irregularly

Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mithakata Govt. Primary 98.2% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary 92.9% 7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Burmese Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. 94.6% 5.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Putibila Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bharatkhali Govt. Ptimary 98.2% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary 91.1% 8.9% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary 46.4% 53.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary 87.5% 12.5% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Joypurhat  Ramtunu Govt. Primary 96.4% 3.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary 98.2% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary 96.4% 3.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary 78.6% 21.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gangguria Govt. Primary 67.9% 30.4% 1.8% 100.0%
School
Balighata Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary 87.5% 10.7% 1.8% 100.0%
School
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 67.9% 32.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary 85.7% 14.3% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Saguni Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 57.1% 42.9% 0.0% 100.0%
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Name of the Schools Regularly Irregularly

Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. 92.9% 7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kachubatia Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
RIL Pasha Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Itna Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moyna Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary 87.5% 12.5% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Poschim shatasi Govt. Ptimary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moddhergari Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary 78.6% 16.1% 5.4% 100.0%
School
KN K Govt. Primaty School 87.5% 7.1% 5.4% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary 98.2% 0.0% 1.8% 100.0%
School
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 85.7% 12.5% 1.8% 100.0%
Motbati Sundormahal Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
35no0. Korea Govt. Primary 98.2% 1.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Kishoreganj 1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary 94.6% 0.0% 5.4% 100.0%
School
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kamatkanda Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali 94.6% 0.0% 5.4% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Komolpur Mozaffor bepari 92.9% 7.1% 0.0% 100.0%

Govt. Primary School

120



Name of the Schools Regularly Irregularly

Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Durgapur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Ramchondro Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bera Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gabergram Govt. Primary 91.1% 8.9% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Hobigan; Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. 92.9% 7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary 94.6% 5.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gosainagar Govt. Primary 94.6% 5.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 89.3% 7.1% 3.6% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.4 Home Visit or Communication over Phone to Ensure Students’ Attendance to the School

District Name of the Schools Yes No Contacted Can’t Total
over phone | Remember

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary  14.3% 85.7% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. 0.0% 9.1% 90.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. 33.3% 50.0% 16.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata 22.2% 66.7% 0.0% 11.1% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. 85.7% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. 20.0% 70.0% 10.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Bankethat Govt. Primary 70.0% 10.0% 20.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moddho Charkali Govt. 45.5% 9.1% 45.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. 88.2% 5.9% 5.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. Primary 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. 85.7% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Chapai Raj Norottam Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nawabganj School
Selinabad Model Govt. 241% 27.6% 48.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
1 No. Shibganj Govt. Primary ~ 53.8% 19.2% 26.9% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kansat Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohonbagh Govt. Primaty 14.3% 57.1% 28.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Hortipur Govt. Primary 55.6% 22.2% 22.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Yes No Contacted Can’t Total
over phone | Remember

Sirajganj  Gungati Govt. Primary 0.0% 42.9% 57.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dhangora Model Govt. 6.7% 30.0% 63.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary 31.0% 24.1% 27.6% 17.2% 100.0%
School
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary 36.8% 34.2% 28.9% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 15.4% 26.9% 57.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary 2.3% 97.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Meherpur Moyamari Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Khoksa Govt. Primary School ~ 80.0% 0.0% 20.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Poshuhat Govt. Primary 27.3% 72.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dighir para Govt. Primary 52.9% 47.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary 31.1% 42.6% 25.1% 1.2% 100.0%
School

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary  44.4% 27.8% 27.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
4 No. Poschim Stimoddi 75.0% 12.5% 12.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Homna Adorsho Govt. 77.3% 18.2% 4.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kolakandi Govt. Primary 81.0% 9.5% 9.5% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Narsingdi Monohardi Model Govt. 0.0% 43.2% 56.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Primary 44.4% 55.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Monohardi Dokkhinpara 27.6% 72.4% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Union Govt. 10.3% 35.9% 53.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 63.6% 36.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kocherchar Moddhopara 0.0% 72.7% 27.3% 0.0% 100.0%

Govt. Primary School
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District Name of the Schools Yes No Contacted Can’t Total
over phone | Remember

Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. 32.1% 42.9% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School

K. R. C. Govt. Primaty School ~ 18.2% 18.2% 63.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
B. M. Govt. Primary School 31.2% 37.5% 31.2% 0.0% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Chowdhurychora Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Cox’s Bazar Shaplapur Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 10.0%
School
Mithakata Govt. Primary 64.3% 28.6% 7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary 50.0% 40.0% 10.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Burmese Govt. Primary 39.1% 34.8% 26.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moheshkhali Model Govt. 31.6% 57.9% 10.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Putibila Govt. Primary School ~— 53.8% 38.5% 7.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary 66.7% 27.8% 5.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary 23.1% 46.2% 30.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary 36.8% 47.4% 15.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary 20.0% 44.0% 32.0% 4.0% 100.0%
School
Jumatbari Govt. Primary 57.1% 19.0% 23.8% 0.0% 100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Yes No Contacted Can’t Total
over phone | Remember

Joypurhat

Thakurgaon

Narail

Faridpur

Ramtunu Govt. Primary
School

Gopalpur Govt. Primary
School

Shalaipur Govt. Primary
School

Dhakarpara Govt. Primary
School

Gangguria Govt. Primary
School

Balighata Govt. Primary
School

Raghunathpur Govt. Primary
School

Velotoir Govt. Primary School

Begungaon Govt. Primary
School

Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary
School

Saguni Govt. Primary School

Bashgara Govt. Primary
School

Matikumra Mitali Govt.
Primary School

Kachubaria Govt. Primary
School

RL Pasha Govt. Primary
School

Itna Govt. Primary School
Udayan Govt. Primatry School

Kumardanga Govt. Primary
School

Thakurpur Govt. Primary
School

Moyna Govt. Primary School

Gouripur Govt. Primary
School

Poschim shatasi Govt.
Primary School

Moddhergari Govt. Primary
School

Boalmari Govt. Primary
School

57.6%

91.2%

57.9%

45.0%

71.4%

81.0%

71.4%

40.9%
53.8%

81.0%

55.0%
18.8%

60.0%

100.0%

100.0%

78.3%
21.1%
0.0%

100.0%

72.7%
0.0%

56.5%

0.0%

46.9%

27.3%

8.8%

10.5%

25.0%

19.0%

14.3%

9.5%

59.1%
38.5%

19.0%

45.0%
75.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

8.7%
78.9%

100.0%

0.0%

27.3%

100.0%

43.5%

100.0%

53.1%

15.2%

0.0%

31.6%

30.0%

9.5%

4.8%

19.0%

0.0%
7.7%

0.0%

0.0%
6.3%

40.0%

0.0%

0.0%

13.0%

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Yes No Contacted Can’t Total
over phone | Remember

Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
K N K Govt. Primary School 26.7% 60.0% 6.7% 6.7% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary 11.8% 58.8% 23.5% 5.9% 100.0%
School
Baroaria Govt. Primary 0.0% 75.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Motbari Sundormahal Govt. 11.1% 88.9% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary 7.7% 76.9% 7.7% 7.7% 100.0%
School

Kishoreganj 1 No. Sreenagar Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Streenagar purbo Govt. 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Komolpur Mozaffor bepari 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary ~ 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt.  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Dutgapur Govt. Primary 38.9% 0.0% 61.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Jamalpur  Baroipara Govt. Primary 36.4% 36.4% 27.3% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Ramchondro Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bera Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary 65.0% 35.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gabergram Govt. Primary 50.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Poschim Balijjuti Govt. 0.0% 61.5% 0.0% 38.5% 100.0%

Primary School
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District Name of the Schools Contacted Can’t Total
over phone | Remember

Hobiganj  Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. ~ 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary School  77.3% 22.7% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary 60.5% 13.2% 0.0% 26.3% 100.0%
School
Gosainagar Govt. Primary 89.7% 10.3% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary 10.0% 62.5% 27.5% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Teghotia Govt. Primary 0.0% 37.1% 62.9% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Sunamganj  Kumna Govt. Primary School ~— 56.0% 20.0% 24.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 60.0% 25.0% 15.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary 47.2% 52.8% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kashipur Chikni Govt. 80.0% 0.0% 20.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary 32.0% 16.0% 52.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mohodi Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.5 Unexpected Behaviour from the School Teachers?

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary 0.0% 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
School
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. 0.0% 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Primary School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Bankerhat Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moddho Charkali Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School, Bhola
Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nawabganj Primary School
Selimabad Model Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Shibgonj Govt. Primary 10.7% 89.3% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Horipur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary 30.4% 69.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary 19.6% 80.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Meherpur Moyamati Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Poshuhat Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dighir para Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi 5.4% 94.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Homna Adotrsho Govt. Pri- 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
mary School
Kolakandi Govt. Primary 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

129



Narsingdi Monohardi Model Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Monohardi Dokkhinpara 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Union Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kocherchar Moddhopara 12.5% 87.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rangamati Barghoniamukh Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
K. R. C. Govt. Primaty School 1.8% 96.4% 1.8% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
B. M. Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Chowdhurychora Govt. 12.5% 87.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School

Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary 8.9% 91.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mithakata Govt. Primary 1.8% 96.4% 1.8% 100.0%
School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Burmese Govt. Primary 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moheshkhali Model Govt. 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Putibila Govt. Primary School 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%

Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Primary 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
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Joyputhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gopalpur Govt. Primaty 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Dhakatpara Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gangguria Govt. Primary 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Balighata Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Thakurgaon  Raghunathpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Velotoit Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Joyktishtopur Govt. Primary 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Saguni Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary 10.7% 89.3% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kachubaria Govt. Primaty 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
RL Pasha Govt. Primary 26.8% 73.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Itna Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
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Faridpur Thakutpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moyna Govt. Primary School 8.9% 91.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary 5.4% 94.6% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Moddhergari Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Boalmati Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Khulna K Bainkola Govt. Primary 0.0% 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
School
K N K Govt. Primary School 10.7% 87.5% 1.8% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary 8.9% 91.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bararia Govt. Primary School 7.1% 91.1% 1.8% 100.0%
Maddhabari Sundorbati Govt. 7.1% 92.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Kishoreganj 1 No. Sreenagar Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Sreenagar purbo Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Komolpur Mozaffor bepati 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Govt. Primary School
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Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Sagardighit par Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Durgapur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Ramchondro Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Bera Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gabergram Govt. Primary 8.9% 91.1% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Poschim Balijuri Govt. 0.0% 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Primary School

Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Gosainagar Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Teghoria Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 3.6% 96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Kashipur Chikni Govt. 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.6 Distribution of Private Tutoring by type of school and type of surveyed area

Does your child take private

Type of Sutvey Area tuition (paid)?

Village  Type of School Govt Primary School (GPS) 65.8% 34.2% 100.0%
Newly Nationalized 69.6% 30.4% 100.0%

Primary School (INNPS)
Total 66.8% 33.2% 100.0%
Usrban  Type of School Govt Primary School (GPS) 71.3% 28.7% 100.0%
Newly Nationalized 61.5% 38.5% 100.0%

Primary School (NNPS)
Total 68.2% 31.8% 100.0%

Annex- 2.7 Percentage Distribution of Extent of Paid Private Tutor by Schools

Does your child take private
District Name of the Schools tuition (paid)?%e Total

Yes

Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 67.9% 32.1% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 51.8% 48.2% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primaty School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 83.9% 16.1% 100.0%
Balighata Govt. Primary School 60.7% 39.3% 100.0%
Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Ptimary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 67.9% 32.1% 100.0%
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 53.6% 46.4% 100.0%
Nawabganj  selimabad Model Govt. Primary School 60.7% 39.3% 100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 46.4% 53.6% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 57.1% 42.9% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Hotipur Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 57.1% 42.9% 100.0%
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Does your child take private

District Name of the Schools tuition (paid)?%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 69.6% 30.4% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 35.7% 64.3% 100.0%
Norsingdi  Monoharodi Model Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
HarordiyaGovt. Primary School 53.6% 46.4% 100.0%
Monohatdi DakkhinparaGovt. Primary School 48.2% 51.8% 100.0%
Daulatpur UnionGovt. Primary School 37.5% 62.5% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primatry School 48.2% 51.8% 100.0%
Kocherchar Maddapara Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Meherpur  Moyamarti Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 89.3% 10.7% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Itna Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Faridpur ThakurpurGovt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 92.9% 71% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%
Poschim shatasiGovt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
ModdhergariGovt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
BoalmariGovt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
K N K Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Motbari Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 64.3% 35.7% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Putbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Dokkhin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 55.4% 44.6% 100.0%
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Does your child take private Total
District Name of the Schools tuition (paid)?%

Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 67.9% 32.1% 100.0%
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 44.6% 55.4% 100.0%
Moddho Chatkali Govt. Primary School 33.9% 66.1% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 41.1% 58.9% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Kishoreganj  1no, Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 8.9% 91.1% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 69.6% 30.4% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozatfor bepari Govt. Primary 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Netrokona ~ Rampur Govt. Primary School 42.9% 57.1% 100.0%
Shitobiro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 28.6% 71.4% 100.0%
Dutgapur Govt. Primary School 51.8% 48.2% 100.0%
Jamalpur  Baroipara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 33.9% 66.1% 100.0%
Balijuti Model Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 30.4% 69.6% 100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 73.2% 26.8% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Stimoddi Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 73.2% 26.8% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 39.3% 60.7% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 64.3% 35.7% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 21.4% 78.6% 100.0%
Hobiganj  Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 37.5% 62.5% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Does your child take private Total
District Name of the Schools tuition (paid)?%e

Teghoria Govt. Primary School 23.2% 76.8% 100.0%

Sunamganj  Kumna Govt. Primary School 55.4% 44.6% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 48.2% 51.8% 100.0%
TatikonaGovt. Primary School 23.2% 76.8% 100.0%

Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%

Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 44.6% 55.4% 100.0%

MohodiGovt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%

Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 100.0% 100.0%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%

Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 48.2% 51.8% 100.0%

B. M. Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%

New Matket Govt. Primary School 12.5% 87.5% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%

Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 64.3% 35.7% 100.0%

Mukbeki Govt. Primary School 32.1% 67.9% 100.0%

Burmese Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%

Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%

Putibila Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%

Total 67.4% 32.6% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.8 Students Taking Private Tution?

District Name of the Schools Regularly | Some- Before Total
times Exam

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 91.7% 8.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 94.2% 3.8% 1.9% 100.0%
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 93.5% 4.3% 2.2% 100.0%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary 74.2% 19.4% 0.5% 100.0%
School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 93.2% 6.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 84.2% 15.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 92.0% 4.0% 4.0% 100.0%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 78.9% 21.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 69.6% 21.7% 8.7% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 82.5% 12.5% 5.0% 100.0%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 88.9% 11.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 86.7% 0.0% 13.3% 100.0%
Nawabganj
Selimabad Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 80.8% 0.0% 19.2% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 68.8% 18.8% 12.5% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 89.2% 10.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Hortipur Govt. Primary School 66.7% 23.8% 9.5% 100.0%
Sirajgan; Gungati Govt. Primary School 56.3% 43.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 77.1% 22.9% 0.0% 100.0%
ILaxmikola Govt. Primary School 73.3% 26.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 79.5% 20.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 55.0% 45.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Meherpur ~ Moyamari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 90.0% 10.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School ~ 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 92.5% 7.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 97.6% 0.0% 2.4% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Stimoddi Govt. Primary 95.8% 4.2% 0.0% 100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools

Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School

Nilkhi Govt. Primary School
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School
Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Primary School

Narsingdi

Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary
School

Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School

Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary
School

Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School

B. M. Govt. Primary School

New Market Govt. Primary School

Rangamati

Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School
Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary School
Mithakata Govt. Primary School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School
Burmese Govt. Primary School
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School
Putibila Govt. Primary School
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School
Gangguria Govt. Primary School
Balighata Govt. Primary School
Thakurgaon ~ Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School
Velotoir Govt. Primary School
Begungaon Govt. Primary School
Joyktishtopur Govt. Primary School
Saguni Govt. Primary School

Bashgara Govt. Primary School

Regularly

92.7%
72.7%
66.7%
100.0%
45.7%
100.0%
63.0%

100.0%
100.0%
69.7%

100.0%
96.3%
96.3%
95.8%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
69.4%
83.3%
93.0%
97.7%
91.1%
85.0%
80.0%
78.9%
72.4%
70.3%

100.0%
95.5%
88.6%
97.7%
97.6%
89.4%
82.4%
92.9%
94.3%
89.5%
93.2%
85.7%
74.3%

Some-
times
7.3%
18.2%
33.3%
0.0%
54.3%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
0.0%
30.3%

0.0%
3.7%
3.7%
2.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
22.2%
11.1%
2.3%
2.3%
6.7%
10.0%
17.8%
18.4%
27.6%
21.6%
0.0%
4.5%
11.4%
2.3%
2.4%
10.6%
17.6%
7.1%
5.7%
10.5%
2.3%
14.3%
25.7%

Before
Exam
0.0%
9.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
37.0%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
2.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
8.3%
5.6%
4.7%
0.0%
2.2%
5.0%
2.2%
2.6%
0.0%
8.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
4.5%
0.0%
0.0%

Total

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
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District Name of the Schools

Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School
Itna Govt. Primary School
Udayan Govt. Primary School
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School
Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary School
Moyna Govt. Primary School
Goutipur Govt. Primary School
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School
Boalmari Govt. Primary School
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School
KN K Govt. Primary School
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School
Baroaria Govt. Primary School

Motbari Sundormahal Govt. Primary
School

35n0. Korea Govt. Primary School
Kishoreganj 1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School

Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School

Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School

Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary
School

Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School

Komolpur Mozaffor bepari Govt. Primary

School

Netrokona ~ Rampur Govt. Primary School
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School

101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary
School

Durgapur Govt. Primary School
Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary School

Ramchondro Govt. Primary School

Bera Govt. Primary School

Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School

Gabergram Govt. Primary School

Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School

Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary
School

Rampur Govt. Primary School
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Regularly

91.3%
100.0%
62.2%
91.8%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
92.3%
69.8%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
85.5%
81.6%
73.3%
87.8%
91.8%

97.6%
83.9%
100.0%
88.9%
83.9%

71.8%
85.7%

50.0%
100.0%
85.7%
80.4%
100.0%

62.1%
50.0%
78.6%
47.4%
80.0%
62.2%
100.0%
42.9%

87.9%

Some-

times
8.7%
0.0%
37.8%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
7.7%
30.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
14.5%
10.2%
15.6%
10.2%
4.1%

0.0%
5.4%
0.0%
11.1%
5.4%

12.8%
14.3%

50.0%
0.0%
14.3%
19.6%
0.0%

37.9%
0.0%
21.4%
0.0%
20.0%
11.1%
0.0%
28.6%

12.1%

Before
Exam

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
8.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
8.2%
11.1%
2.0%
4.1%

2.40 0
10.7%
0.0%
0.0%
10.7%

15.4%
0.0%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
50.0%
0.0%
52.6%

26.7%
0.0%
28.6%

0.0%

Total

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%



District

Sunamganj

Name of the Schools

Gobindopur Govt. Primary School
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School
Teghoria Govt. Primary School
Kumna Govt. Primary School

Boula Govt. Primary School

Tatikona Govt. Primary School
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School

Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School

Mohodi Govt. Primary School

Annex-2.9 Engagged of Private Tutor

District

Pirojpur

Bhola

Chapai
Nawabganj

Name of the Schools

Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School

Regularly | Some-

51.0%
49.0%
100.0%
100.0%
93.5%
92.6%
53.8%
65.7%
76.0%
81.8%

Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School

Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School
61 No. Chotkali Govt. Primary School
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School

Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. Primatry School

Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School
Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School
Selimabad Model Govt. Primary School
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School

Kanshat Govt. Primary School

Mohonbag Govt. Primary School

Horipur Govt. Primary School

times
29.4%
51.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
7.4%
46.2%
34.3%
0.0%
0.0%

School

Teacher

won
2.8%

28.8%
0.0%
29.0%
27.3%
7.9%
7.1%
16.0%
36.8%
17.4%
2.5%
4.4%
0.0%
11.8%
15.4%
48.6%
27.0%
0.0%

Before
Exam

19.6%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
6.5%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

24.0%

18.2%

Others

97.3%
71.2%
100.0%
71.0%
72.7%
92.1%
92.9%
84.0%
63.2%
82.6%
97.5%
95.5%
100.0%
88.2%
84.6%
51.4%
73.0%
100.0%

Total

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

Total

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
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District Name of the Schools School Others

Teacher
won
Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 5.7% 94.3% 100.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 2.2% 97.8% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 7.7% 92.3% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 2.9% 97.1% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Meherpur Moyamari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 6.7% 93.4% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 7.5% 92.5% 100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 53.7% 56.2% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Stimoddi Govt. Primary School 43.8% 8.3% 100.0%
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 9.8% 90.2% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100.0%
Narsingdi Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School 25.9% 74.1% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 14.3% 85.7% 100%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 33.3% 66.7% 100%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 33.3% 66.7% 100%
Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 40% 60%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 37.0% 63% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 29.6% 70.4% 100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primary School 16.7% 83.3% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 25.0% 75% 100.0%
Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 97.8% 2.2% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 16.7% 83.3% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 55.6% 44.4 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 100% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 18.6% 2.3% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 26.7% 73.3 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools School Others

Teacher
won
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 2.2% 97.8% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 5.3% 94.7% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School 32.4% 67.6% 100.0%
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School 14.8% 85.2% 100.0%
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 40.9% 59.1% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primaty School 20.0% 80.0% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 6.8% 93.2% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 14.3% 85.7% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 4.3% 95.7% 100.0%
Balighata Govt. Primary School 38.2% 61.8% 100.0%
Thakurgaon = Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Velotoit Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 10.5% 89.5% 100.0%
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School 2.3% 97.7% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 8.6% 91.4% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 21.7% 78.3% 100.0%
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 28.9% 71.1% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 40.5% 59.5% 100.0%
Itna Govt. Primaty School 4.1% 95.9% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 17.6% 82.4% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary School 60.5% 39.6% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary School 41.9% 58.1% 100.0%
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School 26.7% 73.3% 100.0%
Moddhergari Govt. Primatry School 78.8% 21.2% 100.0%
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 40.8% 59.2% 100.0%
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
K N K Govt. Primary School 6.1% 93.8% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 4.4% 95.6% 100.0%
Batoatia Govt. Primary School 10.2% 89.8% 100.0%
Motbarti Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
35no. Korea Govt. Primary School 7.1% 92.9% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools School Others

Teacher
won
Kishoreganj 1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 21.4% 78.6% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 60.0% 40.0% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School 21.4% 78.6% 100.0%
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 28.2% 71.8% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozatfor bepari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Netrokona ~ Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dutgapur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School 88.6% 11.4% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 37.8% 62.2% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuti Govt. Primary School 64.7% 35.3% 100.0%
Hobigani Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 14.3% 85.7% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Sunamganj  Kumna Govt. Primary School 29.0% 71.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 22.2% 77.8% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 22.9% 77.1% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

144



Annex- 2.10 Condition of Text Books

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Bhola 61 No. Chotkali Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 100% 0.0% 100%
Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nawabganj  ge1imabad Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Hortipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Meherpur ~ Moyamari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Totally Partially Total
New New

4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Nilthi Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Narsingdi Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primatry School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primaty School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Balighata Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Totally Partially Total
New New

Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Joyktishtopur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kachubartia Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Itna Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Goutipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
KN K Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Motbarti Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozaffor bepati Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Netrokona  Rampur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Totally Partially Total
New New

101 No. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Durgapur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Balijuti Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 92.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.11 Students who were Pay Money during Receiving Text Books

District Name of the Schools Yes No No Total
Comments

Pirojpur ~ Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 1.8%  98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 1.8%  98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School, Bhola 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Nawabganj gelimabad Model Govt. Primary School 00%  100%  0.0%  100%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Horipur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Sirajganj  Gungati Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Meherpur Moyamari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100% 0.0% 100%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 0.0% 100%
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District Name of the Schools Yes No No Total
Comments

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primatry School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Narsingdi  Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Rangamati Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primaty School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cox’s Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 87.5%  12.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Bazar Mithakata Govt. Primary School 33.9%  66.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 62.5%  37.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 73.2%  26.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School 5.4% 94.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 35.7%  64.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Yes No No Total
Comments

Balighata Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Itna Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Faridpur ~ Thakurpur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 3.6%  96.4% 0.0% 100.0%
K N K Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 14.3%  83.9% 1.8% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Motbati Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
35 No. Korea Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
1 No. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozatfor bepari Govt. Primary 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Yes No No Total
Comments

Netroko-  Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
na Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 125%  87.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
101 No. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dutgapur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jamalpur  Baroipara Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 21.4%  78.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Hobiganj  Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 71%  92.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 1.8%  98.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 0.0%  89.3% 10.7%  100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.12 Guide Books Purchased from Market?

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 83.9% 16.1% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 89.3% 10.7% 100.0%
Purbo Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 69.6% 30.4% 100.0%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Nawabganj = gelimabad Model Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primatry School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Horipur Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Sirajgan;j Gungati Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 39.3% 60.7% 100.0%
Meherpur ~ Moyamari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 60.7% 39.3% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 73.2% 26.8% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
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Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 57.1% 42.9% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 42.9% 57.1% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 8.9% 91.1% 100.0%
Narsingdi ~ Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School 89.3% 10.7% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 67.9% 32.1% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 55.4% 44.6% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School 100.0% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 73.2% 26.8% 100.0%
Cox’s Bazar Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 5.4% 94.6% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 66.1% 33.9% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 89.3% 10.7% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 57.1% 42.9% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 30.4% 69.6% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School 46.4% 53.6% 100.0%
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School 69.6% 30.4% 100.0%
Joypurhat ~ Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 42.9% 57.1% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 64.3% 35.7% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Balighata Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
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Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School 73.2% 26.8% 100.0%
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 46.4% 53.6% 100.0%

Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 83.9% 16.1% 100.0%
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 41.1% 58.9% 100.0%
Itna Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%

Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary School 83.9% 16.1% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 83.9% 16.1% 100.0%
K N K Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Motbari Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
35 No. Korea Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%

Kishore-ganj  1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 44.6% 55.4% 100.0%
Sreenagar putbo Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School 46.4% 53.6% 100.0%
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozaffor bepari Govt. Primary 89.3% 10.7% 100.0%
School

Netrokona ~ Rampur Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 37.5% 62.5% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 28.6% 71.4% 100.0%
Durgapur Govt. Primary School 12.5% 87.5% 100.0%
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Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 51.8% 48.2% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 33.9% 06.1% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 60.7% 39.3% 100.0%
Hobiganj  Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 10.7% 89.3% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 09.6% 30.4% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 71.4% 28.6% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 57.1% 42.9% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 44.6% 55.4% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 62.5% 37.5% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 58.9% 41.1% 100.0%

Annex-2.13 Stipend Distribution

Type of School Students receiving stipend
Yeo | No | |

Govt Primary School  Type of Area Village 90.9% 9.1% 100.0%
(GPS) Utban 2.6% 97.4% 100.0%

Total 56.4% 43.6% 100.0%
Newly National- Type of Area Village 95.8% 4.2% 100.0%
ized Primary School Urban 3.3% 96.7% 100.0%
(NNPS) Total 51.9% 48.1% 100.0%
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Annex- 2.14 Tyeps of Students Received Stipend

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Purbomithakhali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%

Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Chapat Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Nawabganj  ge)imabad Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0%  100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 85.7% 14.3% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Horipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Meherpur ~ Moyamari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Narsingdi ~ Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 82.1% 17.9% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 76.8% 23.2% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 80.4% 19.6% 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Jumatbari Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Balighata Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Narail Matikumta Mitali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Itna Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary School 91.1% 8.9% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%
Gouripur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
K N K Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Motbari Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
35no. Korea Govt. Primary School 98.2% 1.8% 100.0%
Kishoreganj 1no. Steenagar Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 78.6% 21.4% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozatfor bepari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Netrokona ~ Rampur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 87.5% 12.5% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Durgapur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 83.9% 16.1% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 37.5% 62.5% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 92.9% 7.1% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 94.6% 5.4% 100.0%

Annex- 2.15 Students’ Experienced of Irregularities in the Enrollment of Stipend?

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Purbomithakhali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%

Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100% 100%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School, Bhola 0.0% 100% 100%
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Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Nawabganj  ge1iabad Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 12.5% 87.5% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 17.3% 82.7% 100.0%
Hortipur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primaty School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Meherpur Moyamari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 96.4% 3.6% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Narsingdi Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Rangamati ~ Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Cox’s Bazar  Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gaibandha  Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 9.4% 90.6% 100.0%
Badinatpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 3.6% 96.4% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gangguria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Balighata Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Velotoir Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Begungaon Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Saguni Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Bashgara Govt. Primary School 5.4% 94.6% 100.0%
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Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Itna Govt. Primary School 7.7% 92.3% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Faridpur Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Moyna Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Goutipur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
K N K Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 3.6% 96.4% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
Kishoreganj Motbari Sundormahal Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Komolpur Mozatfor bepari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Netrokona ~ Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Hobigan; Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Sunamganj  Kumna Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 28.8% 71.2% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 35.8% 64.2% 100.0%
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Annex 2. 16: Guardian Acceptance Physical Punishment

Type of School Is the physical punishment Total
acceptable to you?
_Yes | No | Nocomments| |

Govt Primary School Type of Survey Village 61.7%  37.8% 5% 100.0%
(GPS) Area

Utrban 65.2%  34.8% 100.0%

Total 63.1% 36.6% 3% 100.0%

Newly Nationalized Pri-  Type of Survey Village 64.1%  35.5% A% 100.0%
mary School (NNPS) Area

Utrban 71.6%  28.3% 1% 100.0%

Total 67.6% 32.1% 3% 100.0%

Annex- 2.17 Corporal Punishment in the Schools

District Name of the Schools Yes No No Com- | Total
ments

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 62.5%  37.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 30.4%  69.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Purbomithakhali Govt. Primary School 455%  54.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 37.5%  62.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 65.5%  34.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 75.0%  25.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Bhola 61 No. Chotkali Govt. Primary School 75.0%  25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School, 60.0%  40.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 25.0%  75.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 429%  57.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 28.6%  71.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. Primary School 16.1%  83.9% 0.0% 100.0%

Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Nawabganj  gejimabad Model Govt. Primaty School 56.3%  43.8% 0.0%  100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 69.0%  23.8% 7.1% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 73.2%  26.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Horipur Govt. Primary School 85.7%  14.3% 0.0% 100.0%

Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 57.1%  35.7% 7.1% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 80.4%  17.4% 2.2% 100.0%
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School 854%  12.5% 2.1% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Yes No No Com- | Total
ments

Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 91.7% 8.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 78.0%  22.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Meherpur  Moyamari Govt. Primary School 80.4%  19.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primaty School 69.6%  30.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 59.3%  40.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 53.6%  46.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 65.4%  34.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 58.2%  41.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 71.4%  28.6% 0.0% 100.0%
4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School 37.5%  62.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School 83.3%  16.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nilkhi Govt. Primatry School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Bhobaniput Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Narsingdi  Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School 52.5%  47.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Harordiya Govt. Primary School 50.0%  50.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School 62.5%  37.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School 77.8%  22.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School 83.3%  16.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 95.7%  4.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primary School 65.7%  34.3% 0.0% 100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School 61.1%  38.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Cox’s Bazar Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mithakata Govt. Primary School 97.4%  2.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School 96.1%  3.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primary School 771%  22.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School 80.8%  19.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Putibila Govt. Primary School 60.5%  39.5% 0.0% 100.0%
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Gaibandha

Joypurhat

Thakurgaon

Narail

Faridpur

Khulna

Kachuahat Govt. Primary School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School
Ramtunu Govt. Primary School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School
Gangguria Govt. Primary School
Balighata Govt. Primary School
Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School
Velotoir Govt. Primary School
Begungaon Govt. Primary School
Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary School
Saguni Govt. Primary School
Bashgara Govt. Primary School
Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School

Itna Govt. Primary School

Udayan Govt. Primary School
Kumardanga Govt. Primary School
Thakurpur Govt. Primary School
Moyna Govt. Primary School
Goutipur Govt. Primary School
Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School
Moddhergari Govt. Primary School
Boalmari Govt. Primary School

K Baintola Govt. Primary School

K N K Govt. Primary School
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School
Baroaria Govt. Primary School
Motbari Sundormahal Govt. Primary School
35 No. Korea Govt. Primary School

84.2%
47.4%
69.0%
75.0%
59.6%
21.1%
59.1%
62.5%
75.0%
45.0%
76.5%
38.9%
69.2%
45.8%
60.0%
55.6%
68.6%
73.7%
50.0%
23.2%
19.2%
47.9%
41.1%
100.0%
91.1%
66.1%
58.5%
26.8%
64.3%
44.4%
52.7%
64.8%
78.8%
46.4%
25.0%
36.0%

15.8%
52.6%
31.0%
25.0%
40.4%
78.9%
40.9%
37.5%
25.0%
55.0%
23.5%
61.1%
30.8%
54.2%
40.0%
44.4%
31.4%
26.3%
50.0%
76.8%
80.8%
52.1%
58.9%
0.0%
8.9%
33.9%
41.5%
73.2%
35.7%
55.6%
45.5%
33.3%
21.2%
48.2%
75.0%
64.0%

No Com-
ments

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
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District Name of the Schools No No Com- | Total
ments

Kishoreganj ~ 1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Komolpur Mozatfor bepari Govt. Primary School ~ 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary School 50.0%  50.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Shirobiro Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School 100.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School 21.4%  78.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Durgapur Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Jamalpur  Baroipara Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School 26.8%  73.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Bera Govt. Primary School 23.2%  76.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School 61.9%  38.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Gabergram Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Hobiganj  Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Rampur Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gobindopur Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Teghoria Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Sunamgan; Kumna Govt. Primary School 92.9%  7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 96.8%  3.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School 25.9%  74.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohodi Govt. Primary School 70.0%  30.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Annex 2.18 : Acceptance of Corporal Punishment

District Name of the Schools Yes No No Com- | Total
ments

Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary School 83.9%  16.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary School 85.7%  14.3% 0.0% 100.0%
Purbomithakhali Govt. Primary School 78.6%  21.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. Primary School 76.8%  23.2% 0.0% 100.0%
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary School 87.5%  12.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary School 60.7%  39.3% 0.0% 100.0%

Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary School 48.2%  51.8% 0.0% 100.0%
Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 75.0%  25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary School 78.6%  21.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary School 78.6%  21.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Charnoabad Govt. Primary School 64.3%  35.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Bapta Shaktl Sangha Govt. Primary School 62.5%  37.5% 0.0% 100.0%

Chapal Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary School 82.1%  17.9% 0.0% 100.0%

Nawabganj  go1i1abad Model Govt. Primary School 44.6%  55.4% 0.0%  100.0%
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 83.9%  16.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 92.9%  7.1% 0.0% 100.0%
Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 82.1%  17.9% 0.0% 100.0%
Horipur Govt. Primary School 82.1%  17.9% 0.0% 100.0%

Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dhangora Model Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
TLaxmikola Govt. Primary School 100.0%  0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary School 87.5%  12.5% 0.0% 100.0%
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 75.0%  25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 96.4%  3.6% 0.0% 100.0%

Meherpur ~ Moyamari Govt. Primary School 80.4%  19.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 94.6%  5.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. Primary School 46.4%  53.6% 0.0% 100.0%
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 64.3%  35.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School 89.3%  10.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary School 57.1%  42.9% 0.0% 100.0%

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary School 321%  67.9% 0.0% 100.0%

4 No. Poschim Srimoddi Govt. Primary School 32.1%  67.9% 0.0% 100.0%
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Narsingdi

Rangamati

Cox’s Bazar

Gaibandha

Joypurhat

170

Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary School
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School

Nilkhi Govt. Primary School
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School
Monohardi Model Govt. Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Primary School
Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School
Kocherchar Moddhopara Govt. Primary School
Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School

B. M. Govt. Primary School

New Market Govt. Primary School
Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary School
Shaplapur Govt. Primary School
Mithakata Govt. Primary School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary School
Burmese Govt. Primary School
Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary School
Putibila Govt. Primary School
Kachuahat Govt. Primary School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary School
Ramtunu Govt. Primaty School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School
Gangguria Govt. Primary School
Balighata Govt. Primary School

33.9%
14.3%
19.6%
33.9%
100.0%
23.2%
100.0%
21.4%
42.9%
50.0%
75.0%
50.0%
16.1%
55.4%
19.6%
39.3%
66.1%
73.2%
83.9%
82.1%
66.1%
69.6%
62.5%
66.1%
80.4%
85.7%
80.4%
91.1%
85.7%
83.9%
62.5%
67.9%
76.8%
75.0%

66.1%
85.7%
80.4%
66.1%

0.0%
76.8%
0.0%
78.6%
57.1%
50.0%
25.0%
48.2%
82.1%
44.6%
80.4%
60.7%
33.9%
26.8%
16.1%
17.9%
33.9%
30.4%
37.5%
33.9%
19.6%
14.3%
19.6%
8.9%
14.3%
16.1%
37.5%
32.1%
23.2%
25.0%

No Com-
ments

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%



Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary School

Narail

Faridpur

Khulna

Kishoreganj

Netrokona

Velotoir Govt. Primary School

Begungaon Govt. Primary School
Joyktishtopur Govt. Primary School

Saguni Govt. Primary School

Bashgara Govt. Primary School

Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary School
Kachubaria Govt. Primary School

RL Pasha Govt. Primary School

Itna Govt. Primary School

Udayan Govt. Primary School

Kumardanga Govt. Primary School
Thakurpur Govt. Primary School

Moyna Govt. Primary School

Gouripur Govt. Primary School

Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary School
Moddhergart Govt. Primary School
Boalmari Govt. Primary School

K Baintola Govt. Primary School

K N K Govt. Primary School

Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School

Baroaria Govt. Primary School

Motbati Sundormahal Govt. Primatry School
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary School

1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary School
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary School
Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School
Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. Primary School
Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School
Komolpur Mozaffor bepari Govt. Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary School

Shirobiro Govt. Primary School

Sagardighir par Govt. Primary School
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary School
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. Primary School

89.3%
94.6%
83.9%
92.9%
94.6%
80.4%
76.8%
78.6%
58.9%
78.6%
64.3%
23.2%
98.2%
98.2%
83.9%
80.4%
75.0%
50.0%
53.6%
66.1%
60.7%
75.0%
62.5%
73.2%
35.7%
60.7%
60.7%
35.7%
48.2%
75.0%
21.4%
41.1%
50.0%
19.6%
100.0%

10.7%
5.4%
16.1%
7.1%
5.4%
19.6%
23.2%
21.4%
41.1%
21.4%
35.7%
76.8%
1.8%
1.8%
16.1%
19.6%
25.0%
50.0%
46.4%
30.4%
39.3%
23.2%
35.7%
25.0%
64.3%
39.3%
39.3%
64.3%
51.8%
25.0%
78.6%
58.9%
50.0%
80.4%
0.0%

No Com-
ments

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
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Jamalpur

Hobiganj

Sunamganj

172

Durgapur Govt. Primary School
Baroipara Govt. Primary School
Ramchondro Govt. Primary School
Bera Govt. Primary School

Balijuri Model Govt. Primary School
Gabergram Govt. Primaty School

Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary School

Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. Primary School

Rampur Govt. Primatry School
Gobindopur Govt. Primaty School
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School
Teghoria Govt. Primary School
Kumna Govt. Primary School
Boula Govt. Primary School
Tatikona Govt. Primary School
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary School
Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School
Mohodi Govt. Primary School

60.7%
57.1%
48.2%
21.4%
35.7%
30.4%
30.4%
96.4%
69.6%
48.2%
25.0%
50.0%
23.2%
64.3%
53.6%
80.4%
26.8%
23.2%
75.0%

39.3%
21.4%
51.8%
78.6%
64.3%
69.6%
69.6%
3.6%
30.4%
51.8%
75.0%
50.0%
76.8%
35.7%
44.6%
19.6%
73.2%
76.8%
25.0%

No Com-
ments

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
1.8%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
100.0%



Annex- 3.1 Percentage Distributionof Satisfaction Levelon the Teachers’ Attendance in the Class

District

Pirojpur

Bhola

Chapai
Nawabganj

Name of the Schools

Poschim Singra Govt.
Primary School

Boxir Ghotichora Govt.
Primary School

Purbomithakhali Govt.
Primary School

Dokkin Gosher Tikikata
Govt. Primary School

Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt.

Primary School

Kumirmara Bondor Govt.

Primary School

61 No. Chorkali Govt.
Primary School

Bankerhat Govt. Primary
School

Moddho Charkali Govt.
Primary School

Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt.

Primary School

Charnoabad Govt.
Primary School

Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt.

Primary School

Raj Nrowompur Govt.
Primary School

Selimabad Model Govt.
Primary School

Shibgonj Govt. Primary
School

Kanshat Govt. Primary
School

Mohonbag Govt. Primary
School

Horipur Govt. Primary
School

Very
Dissat-
isfied

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

26.8%

0.0%

Dissat-
isfied

8.9%

0.0%

10.7%

1.8%

25.0%

14.3%

30.4%

16.1%

1.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

Mod-

erately

Satis-

fied

35.7%

33.9%

23.2%

17.9%

30.4%

30.4%

17.9%

32.1%

14.3%

19.6%

1.8%

3.6%

33.9%

0.0%

0.0%

21.4%

17.9%

12.5%

46.4%

35.7%

33.9%

41.1%

30.4%

39.3%

44.6%

46.4%

67.9%

48.2%

60.7%

66.1%

50.0%

75.0%

42.9%

60.7%

0.0%

53.6%

Very
Satis-
fied

8.9%

30.4%

32.1%

39.3%

14.3%

16.1%

7.1%

5.4%

16.1%

32.1%

37.5%

30.4%

16.1%

25.0%

30.4%

17.9%

55.4%

33.9%

No
Com-
ments

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

26.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

Total

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
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District | Name of the Schools Dissat-| Mod-
isfied | erately

Satis-
fied
Sirajganj  Gungati Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 32.1%  67.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Dhangora Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 35.7%  64.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

Laxmikola Govt. Primary 7.1% 0.0% 14.3%  78.6%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Gram Pangasi Govt. Pri- 16.1%  0.0%  482% 357%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
mary School

Pangasi Govt. Primary 16.1% 0.0% 50.0%  33.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Matikora Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 69.6%  30.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Mecherpur Moyamari Govt. Primary 19.6% 0.0% 50.0%  19.6%  10.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Khoksa Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 73.2%  26.8% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Kola (Poschim Para) Govt.  0.0% 0.0%  304%  69.6%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Poshuhat Govt. Primary 33.9%  0.0% 0.0%  429% 232%  0.0%  100.0%

School
Dighir para Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 0.0% 33.9%  64.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0% 19.6%  44.6%  35.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Comilla ~ Homna Model Govt. Pri- 0.0% 0.0%  17.9% 304% 51.8%  0.0%  100.0%
mary School

4 No. Poschim Srimoddi 0.0% 0.0% 71%  393%  53.6%  0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Homna Adorsho Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 7.1% 64.3%  28.6% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Kolakandi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 51.8% 33.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Nilkhi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  39.3%  50.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Bhobanipur Govt. Primary  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 46.4%  53.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School
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District | Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod- Very No Total
Dissat-| isfied | erately Satis- | Com-

isfied Satis- fied ments
fied

Narsingdi  Monohardi Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  321% 67.9%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Harordiya Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 55.4%  44.6%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Monohardi Dokkhinpata 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Daulatpur Union Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  51.8% 482%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Daulatpur Govt. Primaty 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 571%  429%  0.0%  100.0%
School

Kocherchar Moddhopara 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 804% 19.6%  0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rangamati Barghoniamukh Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 58.9%  37.5% 3.6% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 7.1% 64.3%  28.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary  0.0% 0.0% 41.1%  58.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
B. M. Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 33.9%  62.5% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
New Market Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Chowdhurychora Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 321%  67.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primaty School
Cox’s Shaplapur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 46.4%  53.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Bazar School
Mithakata Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 39.3%  60.7% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 44.6%  55.4% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Burmese Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 33.9%  64.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Moheshkhali Model Govt.  0.0% 54%  375% 57.1%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Putibila Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 35.7%  62.5% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 32.1%  232%  44.6%  0.0%  100.0%
School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 54%  26.8%  44.6% 232%  0.0%  100.0%
School
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District | Name of the Schools Very [ Dissat-| Mod- Very

Dissat-| isfied | erately Satis-
isfied Satis- fied
fied

Dhanaruha Govt. Primary 0.0% 3.6% 25.0%  44.6%  26.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Bangarpara Govt. Primary 0.0% 16.1%  66.1% 7.1% 10.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Badinarpara Govt. 16.1%  16.1%  12.5%  32.1%  23.2% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

Jumarbari Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 14.3%  50.0%  35.7% 0.0%  100.0%

School

Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  44.6%  32.1%  12.5%  100.0%
School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 16.1%  44.6%  37.5% 1.8%  100.0%
School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 33.9%  39.3%  23.2% 3.6%  100.0%
School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary  0.0% 26.8% 21.4%  26.8% 10.7%  14.3% 100.0%
School
Gangguria Govt. Primary 0.0% 28.6%  23.2%  321%  16.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Balighata Govt. Primary 0.0% 12.5%  39.3%  42.9% 3.6% 1.8%  100.0%
School

Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Pri- 0.0% 8.9% 46.4%  28.6% 3.6% 12.5%  100.0%
mary School
Velotoir Govt. Primary 0.0% 8.9% 55.4%  28.6% 3.6% 3.6%  100.0%
School
Begungaon Govt. Primary 0.0% 37.5%  50.0% 5.4% 0.0% 7.1%  100.0%
School
Joykrishtopur Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 39.3%  44.6% 12.5% 3.6%  100.0%
Primary School
Saguni Govt. Primary 0.0% 5.4% 58.9% 16.1% 3.6% 16.1% 100.0%
School
Bashgara Govt. Primary 0.0% 7.1% 67.9% 8.9% 1.8% 14.3%  100.0%
School

Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 75.0%  25.0% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

Kachubatia Govt. Primary  0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 98.2% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

RL Pasha Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 51.8% 8.9% 39.3% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Itna Govt. Primary School =~ 0.0% 1.8% 25.0%  35.7%  37.5% 0.0%  100.0%
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District | Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod-
Dissat-| isfied | erately

isfied Satis-
fied
Udayan Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 92.9% 7.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Kumardanga Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 23.2%  76.8% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School
Faridpur ~ Thakurpur Govt. Primary  0.0% 0.0% 71%  821% 10.7%  0.0%  100.0%

School

Moyna Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 21.4%  55.4%  23.2% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Gouripur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 35.7%  62.5% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Poschim shatasi Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 30.4%  69.6% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Moddhergari Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 75.0%  21.4% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School
Boalmari Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0%  339% 66.1%  0.0%  0.0%  100.0%

School

Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary 0.0% 3.6% 35.7%  48.2%  12.5% 0.0%  100.0%
School
KN K Govt. Primary 0.0% 3.6% 30.4%  46.4%  17.9% 1.8%  100.0%
School
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 32.1% 46.4%  19.6% 1.8%  100.0%
School
Baroaria Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 51.8%  46.4% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Motbari Sundormahal 0.0% 0.0% 37.5%  57.1% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School
35 No. Korea Govt. 0.0% 1.8% 17.9% 482%  32.1% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Kishoreganj 1 No. Sreenagar Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 87.5%  12.5% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Sreenagar purbo Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  58.9%  30.4% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Kamarkanda Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 41.1%  429%  10.7%  100.0%

Primary School

Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali 0.0%  0.0%  0.0%  87.5% 125%  0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Ansat VDP Govt. Primaty  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 58.9%  41.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Komolpur Mozaffor bep-  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  643% 357%  0.0%  100.0%
ari Govt. Primary School
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District | Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod- Very

Dissat-| isfied | erately Satis-
isfied Satis- fied
fied
Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

School
Shirobiro Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  41.1% 589%  0.0% 100.0%
School
Sagardighir par Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primaty School
Birishiri Model Govt. 0.0%  19.6% 17.9% 429% 19.6%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
101n0. Susong Adarsha 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

Govt. Primary School
Durgapur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%  0.0%  100.0%

School

Jamalpur  Baroipara Govt. Primary 39.3% 10.7%  0.0% 0.0% 50.0%  0.0%  100.0%
School
Ramchondro Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Bera Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  429% 57.1%  0.0%  100.0%

Balijuri Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Gabergram Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0%  554% 44.6%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%

School
Poschim Balijuri Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  625% 232% 143%  0.0% 100.0%
Primary School

Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan 0.0% 0.0%  26.8% 51.8% 21.4%  0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  429% 57.1%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Gobindopur Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  982%  1.8% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

Gosainagar Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 83.9%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Nirodamoye Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  87.5% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Teghotia Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 83.9%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Sunamgan] Kumna Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  66.1% 23.2%  0.0%  100.0%
School

Boula Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 14.3%  554% 30.4%  0.0%  100.0%
School
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District | Name of the Schools Dissat-| Mod- Very No Total

isfied | erately Satis- | Com-
Satis- fied ments
fied
Tatikona Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  25.0% 39.3% 321%  3.6% 100.0%
School
Kashipur Chikni Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  73.2%  26.8%  0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

Jhogbapa Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  482% 51.8%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Mohodi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 55.4%  37.5% 7.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Annex- 3.2 Satisfaction Level on Teachetrs’ Behaviour

District | Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod-
Dissat-| isfied | erately
isfied Satis-
fied
Pirojpur  Poschim Singra Govt. 0.0% 54%  37.5%  429%  14.3%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  464% 37.5% 16.1%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Purbomithakhali Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  232% 41.1%  35.7% = 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Dokkin Gosher Tikikata 0.0% 0.0%  16.1%  60.7%  23.2%  0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt.  1.8%  125%  39.3%  33.9% 125%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Kumirmara Bondor Govt.  0.0% 3.6%  33.9% 44.6% 17.9%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. 0.0% 71%  304%  51.8% 10.7%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Bankerhat Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  51.8% 44.6%  3.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Moddho Charkali Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  35.7% 482% 16.1%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. ~ 0.0% 0.0%  16.1% 67.9% 161%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 54%  60.7%  33.9%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt.  0.0% 0.0%  33.9% 429% 232%  0.0% 100.0%
Primary School

Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 8.9%  66.1%  25.0%  0.0%  100.0%

Nawabganj Ptimary School

179



District | Name of the Schools Dissat-| Mod-
isfied | erately

Satis-
fied

Selimabad Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 83.9%  16.1% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Shibgonj Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 26.8%  321%  41.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Kanshat Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 46.4%  28.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Mohonbag Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 17.9%  82.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Horipur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 73.2%  25.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 94.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Dhangora Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 8.9% 80.4%  10.7% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary 0.0%  143% 143% 643%  7.1% 0.0%  100.0%

School
Gram Pangasi Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 46.4%  53.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Pangasi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 64.3%  35.7% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Matikora Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 321%  37.5%  30.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Meherpur Moyamati Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 51.8%  48.2% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Khoksa Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 26.8%  73.2% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Kola (Poschim Para) Govt.  0.0% 0.0% 32.1%  67.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Poshuhat Govt. Primary 0.0% 33.9% 0.0% 23.2%  42.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Dighir para Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 0.0% 33.9% 321% 32.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0% 16.1%  48.2%  35.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Comilla Homna Model Govt. 0.0% 1.8% 10.7%  33.9%  53.6% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

4 No. Poschim Srimoddi 0.0%  0.0% 54%  50.0%  44.6%  0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Homna Adorsho Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 54%  411% 53.6%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
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District | Name of the Schools Dissat- | Mod-
isfied | erately

Satis-

fied
Kolakandi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 51.8%  32.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Nilkhi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 33.9%  60.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 0.0% 75.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Narsingdi  Monohardi Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Harordiya Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 67.9%  32.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Monohardi Dokkhinpara 0.0%  0.0%  94.6% 54%  0.0%  0.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Daulatpur Union Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  78.6% 21.4%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School

Daulatpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  50.0% 125% 37.5%  0.0% 100.0%
School

Kocherchar Moddhopara 0.0% 0.0%  33.9% 50.0% 16.1%  0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rangamati Barghoniamukh Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 571%  42.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 46.4%  51.8% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0% 64.3%  32.1% 3.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School
B. M. Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 44.6%  53.6% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
New Market Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Chowdhurychora Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 8.9% 91.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Cox’s Shaplapur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 60.7%  39.3% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Bazar School
Mithakata Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 44.6%  55.4% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 19.6%  78.6% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Burmese Govt. Primary 1.8% 0.0% 19.6%  78.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Moheshkhali Model Govt.  3.6% 1.8% 21.4%  67.9% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
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District | Name of the Schools Dissat-| Mod-
isfied | erately

Satis-
fied
Putibila Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 67.9% 16.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Ptimary 0.0% 8.9% 60.7%  16.1%  14.3% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 8.9% 41.1%  28.6%  21.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 143%  28.6% 19.6%  35.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 8.9% 89.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Badinarpara Govt. 7.1% 14.3%  32.1%  304% 16.1% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0%  429% 268% 304%  0.0%  100.0%

School

Joyputhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary 1.8% 0.0% 14.3%  35.7%  48.2% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 14.3%  41.1%  42.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary 3.6% 7.1% 33.9% 44.6% 10.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 3.6% 39.3%  50.0% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Gangguria Govt. Primary 0.0% 7.1% 48.2%  28.6%  16.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Balighata Govt. Primary 0.0% 5.4% 55.4%  35.7% 3.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. 0.0% 12.5%  67.9% 14.3% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Velotoit Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 58.9%  33.9% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Begungaon Govt. Primary ~ 3.6% 23.2%  50.0%  19.6% 3.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Joyktishtopur Govt. 1.8% 5.4% 51.8%  32.1% 8.9% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Saguni Govt. Primary 0.0% 8.9% 66.1%  17.9% 7.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Bashgara Govt. Primary 3.6% 17.9%  554%  16.1% 7.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 26.8%  73.2% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School
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District

Faridpur

Khulna

Kishoreganj

Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-
Dissat- | isfied

isfied

Kachubaria Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 0.0%
School

RL Pasha Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School

Itna Govt. Primary School ~— 1.8% 0.0%

Udayan Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School
Kumardanga Govt. 0.0% 26.8%

Primary School

Thakurpur Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0%
School

Moyna Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School

Gouripur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School

Poschim shatasi Govt. 0.0% 0.0%
Primary School
Moddhergari Govt. 0.0% 0.0%

Primary School

Boalmari Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School

K Baintola Govt. Primary  1.8% 0.0%
School

KN K Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School

Ghaoghara Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0%
School

Baroaria Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%
School

Motbati Sundormahal 0.0% 1.8%
Govt. Primary School

35 No. Korea Govt. 1.8% 0.0%
Primary School

1 No. Sreenagar Govt. 0.0% 0.0%
Primary School

Sreenagar purbo Govt. 0.0% 0.0%
Primary School

Kamarkanda Govt. 0.0% 0.0%

Primary School

Mod-
erately
Satis-
fied
0.0%
26.8%

37.5%
1.8%

0.0%
25.0%
0.0%
35.7%
0.0%
3.6%
33.9%
55.4%
44.6%
50.0%
42.9%
28.6%
14.3%
12.5%
57.1%

32.1%

69.6%

33.9%

23.2%
91.1%

73.2%

35.7%

76.8%

55.4%

39.3%

58.9%

57.1%

35.7%

33.9%

41.1%

46.4%

58.9%

41.1%

85.7%

0.0%

57.1%

28.6%

39.3%

37.5%
7.1%

0.0%

39.3%

23.2%

8.9%

60.7%

37.5%

8.9%

5.4%

19.6%

7.1%

10.7%

8.9%

42.9%

1.8%

42.9%

10.7%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

1.8%

1.8%

1.8%

0.0%

1.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
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District

Netrokona

Jamalpur

Hobiganj

184

Name of the Schools Very
Dissat-

isfied

Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali 0.0%
Govt. Primary School

Ansar VDP Govt. Primary ~ 0.0%
School

Komolpur Mozatfor bepari  0.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rampur Govt. Primary 0.0%
School

Shirobiro Govt. Primary 0.0%
School

Sagardighir par Govt. 0.0%
Primary School
Birishiri Model Govt. 0.0%
Primary School
101no. Susong Adarsha 0.0%

Govt. Primary School

Durgapur Govt. Primary 0.0%
School

Baroipara Govt. Primary 0.0%
School

Ramchondro Govt. 0.0%
Primary School

Bera Govt. Primary School — 0.0%

Balijuri Model Govt. 0.0%
Primary School

Gabergram Govt. Primary ~ 0.0%
School

Poschim Balijuri Govt. 0.0%
Primary School

Saodagor Krishnodhan 0.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rampur Govt. Primary 0.0%
School

Gobindopur Govt. 0.0%

Primary School

Gosainagar Govt. Primary ~ 0.0%
School

Nirodamoye Govt. 0.0%
Primary School

Teghoria Govt. Primary 0.0%
School

Dissat-

isfied

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

Mod-
erately
Satis-
fied

12.5%
0.0%
19.6%
73.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
71.4%
48.2%

0.0%

0.0%
1.8%
23.2%
25.0%
58.9%
37.5%
14.3%
0.0%

14.3%

87.5%

91.1%

55.4%

26.8%

58.9%

100.0%

80.4%

100.0%

12.5%

0.0%

51.8%

42.9%

100.0%

98.2%

76.8%

28.6%

28.6%

44.6%

66.1%

98.2%

39.3%

Very
Satis-
fied

0.0%
8.9%
25.0%
0.0%
41.1%
0.0%
19.6%
0.0%
87.5%
28.6%
0.0%

57.1%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
46.4%
12.5%
17.9%
19.6%
1.8%

46.4%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%



District | Name of the Schools Very Mod-

Dissat- erately
isfied Satis-
fied
Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  57.1%  32.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Boula Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 33.9%  60.7% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Tatikona Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 75.0%  25.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Kashipur Chikni Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 80.4%  19.6% 0.0%  100.0%

Primary School

Jhogbapa Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 23.2%  64.3% < 12.5% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Mohodi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 17.9%  482%  33.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Annex- 3.3 Satisfaction Level on Book Distribution and Quality of Books

District Name of the Schools Very Mod-
Dissat- erately
isfied Satis-
fied
Pirojpur Poschim Singra Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  21.4% 482% 30.4% 100.0%
School
Boxir Ghotichora Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  33.9%  321% 33.9% 100.0%
School
Purbomithakhali Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  19.6% 41.1%  39.3% 100.0%
School
Dokkin Gosher Tikikata Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  232%  44.6% 32.1% 100.0%

Primary School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt. Primary  1.8%  0.0%  19.6%  39.3%  39.3% 100.0%

School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt. Primary ~ 1.8% 1.8% 25.0%  41.1%  30.4%  100.0%
School

Bhola 61 No. Chorkali Govt. Primary 0.0% 3.6% 30.4%  35.7%  30.4% 100.0%
School

Bankerhat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  14.3%  554%  30.4% 100.0%

Moddho Charkali Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  21.4% 39.3% 39.3% 100.0%
School

Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt. Primary ~ 0.0% 0.0% 12.5%  42.9%  44.6% 100.0%
School

Charnoabad Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0% 0.0% 16.1%  46.4%  37.5% 100.0%

Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 54%  554%  39.3% 100.0%
Primary School
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District Name of the Schools Very Mod- Very | Total
Dissat- erately Satis-

isfied Satis- fied
fied

Chapai Raj Nrowompur Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0%  41.1% 589%  0.0% 100.0%
Nawabganj School

Selimabad Model Govt. Primary 0.0% 8.9%  46.4%  44.6%  0.0%  100.0%

School
Shibgonj Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 91.1% 8.9% 0.0%  100.0%
Kanshat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 7.1% 50.0%  42.9% 0.0%  100.0%

Mohonbag Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 35.7%  64.3% 0.0%  100.0%

Hortipur Govt. Primary School 00%  0.0% 554% 44.6%  0.0%  100.0%
S e G Py Sehool 00%  37.5% 625% 00%  0.0% 100.0%
IDlbegee Liloge Govt, Paimeiy 00% 214% 589% 19.6%  0.0%  100.0%
School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  19.6%  67.9% 12.5%  0.0%  100.0%
Cremn Brygoel Covt, Bisimery 00%  393% 37.5% 232%  0.0% 100.0%
School
Pangasi Govt. Primary School 0.0%  625% 250% 12.5%  0.0%  100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary School 00%  321%  0.0%  67.9%  0.0%  100.0%
Meherpur o p amari Gove. Primary School ~ 0.0%  00%  393%  607%  0.0%  100.0%
Khoksa Govt. Primary School 0.0%  0.0%  750% 250%  0.0% 100.0%
Sl ((Fosehiiun i) Crots 0.0%  0.0% 893% 10.7%  0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Poshuhat Govt. Primary School 00%  0.0% 57.1% 42.9%  0.0%  100.0%
Dighir para Govt. Primary School ~ 1.8%  0.0%  44.6%  53.6%  0.0%  100.0%
Boto Bazar Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  0.0%  44.6%  554%  0.0%  100.0%
Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary 00%  0.0%  3.6% 321% 643% 100.0%
School
4 No. Poschim Stimoddi Govt. 00%  0.0%  71%  304%  62.5% 100.0%

Primary School

Homna Adorsho Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 12.5%  48.2%  39.3% 100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod-
Dissat-| isfied | erately

isfied Satis-
fied
Kolakandi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 12.5% 16.1%  71.4% 100.0%

Nilkhi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  125%  89%  78.6% 100.0%
Bhobanipur Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

Narsingdi ~ Monohardi Model Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 39.3%  60.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Harordiya Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  554% 19.6%  25.0% 100.0%

Monohardi Dokkhinpara Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 54%  94.6% 100.0%
Primary School

Daulatpur Union Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%  0.0%  100.0%
School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 393% 17.9%  42.9% 100.0%

Kocheschar Moddhopara Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  28.6% 51.8%  19.6% 100.0%
Primary School

Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  589%  39.3%  1.8%  100.0%
School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  482% 482%  3.6%  100.0%

Phoolbagan Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 51.8%  48.2% 0.0%  100.0%
B. M. Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 33.9%  66.1% 0.0%  100.0%
New Market Govt. Primary School — 0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  89.3% 0.0%  100.0%

Chowdhurychora Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 100.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Cox’s Bazar Shaplapur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  50.0% 50.0%  0.0% 100.0%

Mithakata Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  39.3% 60.7%  0.0%  100.0%
Mukhbeki Govt. Primaty School 0.0% 0.0%  35.7%  62.5%  1.8%  100.0%
Burmese Govt. Primarty School 1.8% 0.0%  304% 67.9%  0.0% 100.0%

Moheshkhali Model Govt. Primary ~ 3.6% 1.8% 321%  55.4% 7.1%  100.0%
School

Putibila Govt. Primaty School 0.0% 33.9% 64.3%  1.8%  100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod- Very | Total
Dissat- | isfied | erately Satis-

isfied Satis- fied
fied
Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Primary School 0.0% 3.6% 3.6%  143%  78.6% 100.0%

Bharatkhali Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 8.9%  85.7% 100.0%
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 1.8%  125%  85.7%  100.0%
Bangarpara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8%  98.2% 100.0%
Badinarpara Govt. Primary School  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  28.6%  71.4% 100.0%
Jumarbarti Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  19.6%  80.4% 100.0%
Joypurhat ~ Ramtunu Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 54%  25.0%  69.6% 100.0%
Gopalpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 3.6%  33.9%  62.5% 100.0%
Shalaipur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 3.6%  143%  82.1% 100.0%
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary School — 0.0% 0.0%  143% 10.7%  75.0% 100.0%

Gangguria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 8.9%  87.5% 100.0%

Balighata Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.9% 91.1%  100.0%
Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 98.2%  100.0%

School

Velotoit Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 16.1%  82.1% 100.0%

Begungaon Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 94.6%  100.0%

Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

School

Saguni Govt. Primatry School 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 5.4% 89.3%  100.0%

Bashgara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 98.2%  100.0%
Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.9% 91.1% 100.0%

School

Kachubaria Govt. Primary School 1.8% 0.0%  304%  393%  28.6% 100.0%
RL Pasha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 54%  94.6% 100.0%

Itna Govt. Primary School 1.8% 0.0%  21.4% 37.5%  39.3% 100.0%
Udayan Govt. Primaty School 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 12.5%  83.9% 100.0%
Kumardanga Govt. Primaty 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 75.0%  25.0% 100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Very | Dissat-| Mod- Very | Total
Dissat- | isfied | erately Satis-

isfied Satis- fied
fied
Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 26.8%  73.2%  100.0%

Moyna Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  25.0%  75.0% 100.0%

Gouripur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  28.6% 71.4% 100.0%

Poschim shatasi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  16.1%  143%  69.6% 100.0%
School
Moddhergari Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 71%  92.9% 100.0%
School
Boalmari Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  71.4%  28.6% 100.0%

Khulnha K Baintola Govt. Primary School 1.8% 0.0%  232%  44.6%  30.4% 100.0%
KN K Govt. Primary School 0.0% 1.8%  30.4% 41.1%  26.8% 100.0%
Ghaoghara Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  21.4% 60.7%  17.9% 100.0%
Baroaria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  143% 46.4%  39.3% 100.0%
Motbati Sundormahal Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  10.7%  53.6%  35.7% 100.0%

Primary School
35n0. Korea Govt. Primary School ~ 1.8%  0.0%  23.2%  32.1%  42.9% 100.0%

kishoreganj 1 No. Sreenagar Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 71%  14.3%  78.6% 100.0%
School
Sreenagar purbo Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

Kamarkanda Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  46.4%  53.6% 100.0%

Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 71%  14.3%  78.6% 100.0%
Primary School

Ansar VDP Govt. Primary School — 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  304%  69.6% 100.0%

Komolpur Mozaffor bepari Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  50.0%  50.0% 100.0%
Primary School

Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  26.8% 732% 100.0%
Shirobito Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.1%  83.9%  100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Dissat-| Mod- Very | Total

isfied | erately Satis-
Satis- fied
fied
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  62.5%  37.5% 100.0%
School
101no. Susong Adarsha Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  482%  51.8% 100.0%

Primary School
Durgapur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  19.6%  80.4%  100.0%

Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primaty School 0.0% 0.0% 28.6% 0.0% 71.4%  100.0%

Ramchondro Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 53.6%  46.4% 100.0%
School
Bera Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 37.5% 21.4% 41.1% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 37.5%  625%  0.0%  100.0%
School

Gabergram Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  232% 76.8%  0.0%  100.0%

Poschim Balijuri Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  143% 857%  0.0% 100.0%
School

Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  46.4%  53.6% 100.0%
Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  17.9% 41.1% 41.1% 100.0%

Gobindopur Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0% 0.0% 17.9%  44.6%  37.5% 100.0%
Gosainagar Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 44.6%  55.4%  100.0%

Nirodamoye Govt. Primary School — 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  82.1%  17.9% 100.0%

Teghoria Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  16.1% 143% 69.6% 100.0%

Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 54%  125%  82.1% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0%  16.1% 26.8% 57.1% 100.0%
Tatikona Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 1.8%  39.3%  58.9% 100.0%
Kashipur Chikni Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  25.0% 75.0% 100.0%
School

Jhogbapa Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

Mohodi Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.9%  91.1% 100.0%
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Annex- 3.4 Satisfaction Level on the Stipend Distribution

District

Pirojpur

Bhola

Chapai
Nawabganj

Name of the Schools

Poschim Singra Govt.
Primary School

Boxir Ghotichora Govt.
Primary School
Purbomithakhali Govt.
Primary School

Dokkin Gosher Tikikata
Govt. Primary School
Dokkhin Mithakhali Govt.
Primary School
Kumirmara Bondor Govt.
Primary School

61 No. Chorkali Govt.
Primary School

Bankerhat Govt. Primary
School

Moddho Charkali Govt.
Primary School

Uttar Purbo Kathali Govt.
Primary School
Charnoabad Govt. Primary
School

Bapta Shakti Sangha Govt.
Primary School

Raj Nrowompur Govt.
Primary School

Selimabad Model Govt.
Primary School

Shibgonj Govt. Primary
School

Kanshat Govt. Primary
School

Mohonbag Govt. Primary
School

Hortipur Govt. Primary
School

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

26.8%

0.0%

8.9%

0.0%

10.7%

1.8%

25.0%

14.3%

30.4%

16.1%

1.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

7.1%

0.0%

0.0%

Mod-
erately

Satis-

fied

35.7%

33.9%

23.2%

17.9%

30.4%

30.4%

17.9%

32.1%

14.3%

19.6%

1.8%

3.6%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

28.6%

17.9%

14.3%

46.4%

35.7%

33.9%

41.1%

30.4%

39.3%

44.6%

46.4%

67.9%

48.2%

60.7%

66.1%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

10.7%

8.9%

60.7%

Very
Satis-
fied

8.9%
30.4%
32.1%
39.3%
14.3%
16.1%

7.1%

5.4%
16.1%
32.1%
37.5%
30.4%
14.3%

0.0%

0.0%
53.6%
46.4%

25.0%

Not
Appli-
cable
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
85.7%
100.0%
100.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%

Total

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Mod-

erately
Satis-
fied
Sirajganj Gungati Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Dhangora Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Laxmikola Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Gram Pangasi Govt. Primary ~ 0.0%  0.0% 71.4% 19.6%  8.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Pangasi Govt. Primary School  0.0%  0.0% 19.6% 78.6%  1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
Matikora Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 321% 67.9%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Meherpur  Moyamari Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 804% 19.6%  0.0% 100.0%
School
Khoksa Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 51.8% 48.2%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Kola (Poschim Para) Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 00% 429% 57.1%  0.0% 100.0%
Primary School

Poshuhat Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Dighir para Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Boro Bazar Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

Comilla Homna Model Govt. Primary  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
4 No. Poschim Stimoddi 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 98.2% 100.0%

Govt. Primary School

Homna Adorsho Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Primary School

Kolakandi Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 60.7% 14.3% 10.7% 100.0%
School

Nilkhi Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  0.0% 19.6% 51.8%  28.6%  0.0% 100.0%

Bhobanipur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 21.4% 78.6% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
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District Name of the Schools Mod-

erately
Satis-
fied

Narsingdi ~ Monohardi Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Primary School
Harordiya Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Monohardi Dokkhinpara 0.0% 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Daulatpur Union Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 554% 44.6%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Primary School
Daulatpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 37.5% 357% 26.8%  0.0% 100.0%
School
Kocherchar Moddhopara 0.0% 0.0% 30.4% 60.7%  8.9% 0.0%  100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Rangamati  Barghoniamukh Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 54% 91.1%  0.0% 3.6%  100.0%
Primary School
K. R. C. Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 91.1%  7.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Phoolbagan Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 10.7% 78.6% 10.7%  0.0%  100.0%
School

B. M. Govt. Primary School 0.0%  1.8% 57.1% 37.5%  0.0% 3.6%  100.0%

New Market Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 100.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Chowdhurychora Govt. Pri-  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 83.9% 16.1%  0.0% 100.0%
mary School

Cox’s Shaplapur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 82.1% 17.9% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
Bazar School
Mithakata Govt. Primary 0.0% 23.2% 39.3% 37.5% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Mukhbeki Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 429% 57.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Burmese Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 98.2% 100.0%
School
Moheshkhali Model Govt. 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

Primary School

Putibila Govt. Primary School  0.0%  0.0%  0.0%  1.8% 0.0%  98.2% 100.0%
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District Name of the Schools Mod- Very Not

erately Satis- | Appli-
Satis- fied cable
fied

Gaibandha Kachuahat Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 54% 429% 41.1%  8.9% 100.0%
School
Bharatkhali Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 19.6% 57.1% 23.2% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Dhanaruha Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 14.3% 482%  35.7% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Bangarpara Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 26.8% 64.3% 5.4%  100.0%
School
Badinarpara Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 26.8% 69.6% 1.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Jumarbari Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 21.4% 44.6%  33.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Joypurhat Ramtunu Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 98.2% 100.0%
School
Gopalpur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 7.1% 3.6% 0.0% 89.3% 100.0%
School
Shalaipur Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0% 44.6% 44.6% 3.6% 7.1%  100.0%
School
Dhakarpara Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 41.1% 464%  10.7% 1.8%  100.0%
School
Gangguria Govt. Primary 0.0% 3.6% 57.1% 28.6% 1.8% 8.9%  100.0%
School
Balighata Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  3.6% 0.0% 1.8% 94.6% 100.0%
School

Thakurgaon Raghunathpur Govt. Primary  0.0%  1.8%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 98.2% 100.0%
School
Velotoir Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 98.2% 100.0%
School
Begungaon Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

Joykrishtopur Govt. Primary 0.0% 54% 571% 32.1% 1.8% 3.6%  100.0%
School

Saguni Govt. Primary School ~ 1.8%  8.9% 46.4% 28.6%  5.4% 8.9%  100.0%

Bashgara Govt. Primary 0.0% 1.8% 67.9% 26.8% 1.8% 1.8%  100.0%
School
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Narail Matikumra Mitali Govt. Pri- 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
mary School

Kachubaria Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

RL Pasha Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

Itnha Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 44.6% 28.6% 25.0%  1.8% 100.0%

Udayan Govt. Primary School  0.0% 21.4% 33.9% 26.8% 17.9%  0.0% 100.0%

Kumardanga Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0% 75.0% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Faridpur Thakurpur Govt. Primary 0.0%  0.0% 21.4%  78.6% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Moyna Govt. Primary School ~ 7.1%  0.0%  8.9%  62.5% 21.4%  0.0% 100.0%

Gouripur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 28.6% 57.1% 14.3% 100.0%
School
Poschim shatasi Govt. Prima- 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
ry School
Moddhergati Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 10.7%  89.3% 100.0%
School
Boalmari Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 1.8% 3.6% 94.6% 100.0%
School

Khulna K Baintola Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 19.6% 50.0%  30.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School

KN K Govt. Primary School  0.0%  1.8% 50.9% 45.5%  1.8% 0.0%  100.0%

Ghaoghara Govt. Primary 0.0% 54% 32.1% 57.1% 5.4% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Baroaria Govt. Primary 0.0% 54% 26.8% 51.8% 16.1%  0.0% 100.0%
School

Motbari Sundormahal Govt.  0.0%  0.0% 25.0% 53.6% 19.6%  1.8%  100.0%
Primary School

35 No. Korea Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 57.1% 23.2% 3.6%  100.0%
School
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kishoreganj  1no. Sreenagar Govt. Primary  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
School

Sreenagar purbo Govt. Pri- 10.7% 0.0% 10.7% 10.7%  50.0%  17.9% 100.0%
mary School

Kamatkanda Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 58.9%  26.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Kamalpur Hazi Junab Ali 0.0% 0.0% 00% 00%  0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Ansar VDP Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

Komolpur Mozaffor bepari 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School

Netrokona Rampur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 73.2%  0.0% 26.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Shirobiro Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School
Sagardighir par Govt. Primary  0.0%  0.0%  0.0%  60.7%  39.3% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Birishiri Model Govt. Primary  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
101 No. Susong Adarsha 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Govt. Primary School
Durgapur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School

Jamalpur Baroipara Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
School

Ramchondro Govt. Primary 0.0% 48.2% 26.8% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Bera Govt. Primary School 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  98.2%  1.8% 100.0%
Balijuri Model Govt. Primary  0.0%  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

School
Gabergram Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Poschim Balijuri Govt. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

Primary School
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Hobiganj Saodagor Krishnodhan Govt.  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

Primary School
Rampur Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 69.6% 125% 17.9% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Gobindopur Govt. Primary 0.0% 89% 064.3% 26.8% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Gosainagar Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Nirodamoye Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
School
Teghoria Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 83.9% 16.1% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0%
School

Sunamganj Kumna Govt. Primary School 0.0%  0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Boula Govt. Primary School ~ 0.0%  0.0%  0.0% 32.1%  54%  62.5% 100.0%

Tatikona Govt. Primary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 98.2% 100.0%
School

Kashipur Chikni Govt. Pri- 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 80.4% 143%  54% 100.0%
mary School

Jhogbapa Govt. Primary 1.8% 89% 14.3% 67.9% 7.1% 0.0%  100.0%
School
Mohodi Govt. Primary 8.9% 0.0% 17.9% 46.4%  26.8% 0.0%  100.0%
School
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