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Abstract 
The number of private kindergarten school is increasing at a significant rate resulting in a number of parents 

transferring their children’s education from government primary school in Bangladesh. This study examined 

through survey questionnaire from 135 parents of government primary school (GPS) and 112 parents of the private 

kindergarten school (PKGS) to identify what factors influenced them to send their children to PKGS / GPS, or vice-

versa. This study also conducted semi-structured interviews with 4 parents of GPS & 4 parents of PKGS to explore 

the behind reasons of choosing the school for their children and what factors affected their decision -making. Some 

parents of GPS expressed that they will shift their children to PKGS due to lower academic performances. On the 

other hand, some parents of PKGS pointed that they will shift their children to GPS due to teacher’s lower 

qualification. The researcher identified some dominating elements like class size, academic performances, teacher-

students positive relationship, cordiality of the teachers to the students, safe environment of the school, parents-

teachers relationship, school physical facilities and social status which affected the parents to select school for their 

children. The researcher discussed with the latest literature review following the above-cited dominating factors of 

school choice. This study also recommended for the central, district, school, School Managing Committee and 

parents level for the development of the government primary school. 
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1. Introduction: 

The aim of primary education in Bangladesh is supporting the development of child's physical, mental, emotional, 

social, moral, human, aesthetic, spiritual, patriotism, science-mindedness, creativity, and encourage them to have a 

vision for a flourishing life (NCTB, 2011). The teachers of primary schools are assisting the children to acquire 

directly above-cited aim. 64122 government primary schools (GPS) and 20601 private kindergarten schools (KGs) 

are covering respectively 50.6% and 16.3% number of children in primary education (MoPME, 2016). MoPME is 

appointing teachers and monitoring officers, providing training, furnished classroom, digital technologies, wash 

block, supplementary reading materials to boost up primary education in Bangladesh. The government vision is to 

upgrade primary education with the development country. The government selects primary teachers with a 

competitive written and viva-voce test for GPS. The government primary school offers full free primary education. 

On the other hand, private kindergarten school supplies primary education with tuition fees.  The independent 

educational settings set the standards and employ the teaching staff for KGS.  

The teachers of government primary schools are mandatory to receive 18 months Diploma in Primary Education 

(DPEd) from the Primary Training Institute (PTI). The Diploma in Primary Education (DPEd) curriculum 

emphasises on child-centred pedagogy in order to improve teaching quality and children’s achievement of learning 

competencies and outcomes (UNICEF, 2014). This curriculum is practice based that ensures a high quality of 

teacher education. After acquiring DPEd degree, the teachers will enable their students to construct new knowledge 

in ways which are participatory, interactive and creative. The teacher will understand children’s individual learning 

needs and develop their learning in cognitive, social and affective areas and know how to construct and maintain a 

supportive and inclusive learning environment. The teachers of government primary schools are also trained on 

Information and Communication Technology (ICT) from PTI. Directorate of Primary Education arranges six days 

duration subject based training (Bangla, English, Mathematics, Global studies, Science, Music, art & culture, and 

physical education) for government primary teachers (DPE, 2016 Training Calendar). On the other hand, the 

teachers of the private kindergarten schools have no enough training facilities.  

Every government primary school has a minimum 33 decimal areas so that children offer playing opportunities. 

However, every private kindergarten school has no playing field. But play is the medium of learning for the 

children. Directorate of Primary Education sanctions about US$480.00 for each government primary school every 
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year to manage teaching learning and playing materials (DPE, 2016, SLIP Guideline). Yet, there is a still large 

demand for places at kindergarten school.  

The Ministry of primary and mass education annual census of 2016 indicates that the number of private kindergarten 

schools is increasing at a significant rate resulting in a number of parents transferring their children’s education from 

government primary school. 

Table 1: The comparative feature of GPS and GKS increasing 

Year 2010 2012 2014 2016 

Number of school KGS 4418 12480 16170 20601 

Number of GPS 57733 59773 63041 64122 
Source: Annual Primary school Census 2016 & MoPME website 

 

Bangladesh is an over populated south Asian country. It is the 8
th

 largest population country in the world. The rate of 

education is 60%. The population growth rate is 1.37%. The per capita income is US$ 1314(Bangladesh National 

Information Centre website). The government has allocated 19.4% development budget for Education and 

Technology sector. The government should extend the development budget allocation rate for the improvement of 

education and technology sectors especially primary education. As the primary education is the base of the 

education.      

The education of Bangladesh comprises of primary, junior school certificate, secondary school certificate, 

vocational, higher secondary certificate and higher education level. The Ministry of Education (MoE) covers all 

level education without primary education.  The Ministry of Primary and Mass Education (MoPME) is responsible 

for primary education (Grade 1 to 5) and non-formal education.  

Researchers observed that a number of educated parents send their children to private kindergarten with tuition fee. 

Though, the government primary school offers free education. The researchers selected the topics as professional 

responsibilities and takes challenges to identify the influencing factors from the perspective of parents who sent their 

children to government primary school and private kindergarten school. 

2. Objective: 

The objective of the study to understand what factors influence parental choice of schools for their children.  This 

information will enlighten the development of provision and practice within government primary schools. 

3.  Research Questions:  

I. What are the factors which influence parent’s decision to select the primary school for their children? 

II. What effective and applicable suggestions can be made to develop the profile of government primary 

school? 

4. Contributions of this Study 

Limited research has been carried out focusing on the elements that influences parents in their choices for 

government primary school or private kindergarten schools in Bangladesh. So, this research provides a meaningful 

contribution to understanding the reasons regarding parental influencing factors of school choice for their children. 

This study collected data from primary level schools.  

5. Methodology:   
This study considered a mixed method design, combination of qualitative and quantitative approaches to examine 

the parents’ preference the public primary school and kindergarten school for their children at local town in 

Bangladesh. Survey questionnaires and interviews were considered as the research instruments for this study.  

This study requires collecting current phenomena about the parental school choice for their children in a real-life 

context as there are no clear borders between the phenomena, parents’ choice of school, and the demographic 

characteristics of parents.  

This study considers the whole parents of primary school going children in an old local town in Bangladesh as 

population. There are 29 government primary school (GPS) and 47 private kindergarten school (PKGS) in a local 

town where parents send their children. The researcher selected purposefully parents of one GPS and one PKGS 

from the old local town. The researcher took verbal consent from the two head teacher of government primary 

school and private kindergarten school before selection the two schools. This old town is important due to education 

board, university, a number of famous school & college, biggest land port, air force training centre, cantonment, and 

business centre which is likely similar to the capital of Bangladesh. The researcher is a habit of communicating with 

the old local towns’ primary schools and parents as a service holder. This is why; the researcher feels comfortable 

and expects to collect fundamental information from the parents of old local town. Collected data were 

computerized and analyzed using MS Excel. 
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6. Findings  
The first section of the survey questionnaire consisted of 18 questions related to type of parents, highest 

qualification, number of children, nearest type of school from residence, favorite type of school, information and 

expenditure about house tutor or coaching, distance and convenience cost for school, and information about the 

admission in the selected school. 

Type of Guardian  

Among the total number of 247 participated parents, 135 were from “GPS A” and 112 from “PKGS B” for this 

study. Table 3 shows that 93% mothers and 6% fathers of “PKGS B” participate in this study while 54.81% mothers 

and 37.03% father from “GPS A”.  

 Table 2: Types of parents/ guardian who participated in this study from “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

The highest qualification of the parents 
Table No 4 and pie chart no 1 & 2 provide that the parent’s highest qualification of “PKGS B” is 27% master’s 

degree and 12% bachelor’s degree while only 6% master’s degree and 7 % bachelor’s degree of “GPS A”. The data 

showed that more educated people selected kindergarten school for their children.  

Table 3: Highest qualification of the participated parents 

Type of 

parents 

Prima

ry 

% JSC % SSC % HSC % B

A 

% M

A 

% Total 

Parents of 

“GPS A” 

23 17.03 26 19.25 51 37.77 18 13.33 9 6.66 8 5.92 135 

Parents of 

“PKGS 

B”school 

1 0.89 10 8.92 31 27.67 27 24.10 13 11.6

0 

30 26.7

8 

112 

 24 9.71 36 14.57 82 33.19 45 18.21 22 8.90 38 15.3

8 

247 

                                                      

Graph no. 1 highest qualification of the participated parents from “GPS A” and “PKGS B” school. 

 

Type of parents Father % Mother % Others % Total 

Parents of “GPS A” 50 37.03 74 54.81 11 8.14 135 

Parents of “PKGS B”school 7 6.25 104 92.85 1 0.89 112 

 57 23.07 178 72.06 12 4.85 247 
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The total number of children of participated parents 

The table no 5 below illustrates that 10% parents of “GPS A” have three children and 5% have four children while 

4% parents of “PKGS B” have three children. On the other hand parents of “PKGS B” have no four children. It 

expresses that big family prefers public primary school.  

Table 4: the total number of children for each parent. 

Type of parents 1 % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % Total 

Parents of “GPS 

A” 

68 50.37 47 34.81 13 9.62 7 5.18 0 0 135 

Parents of “PKGS 

B”school 

65 58.03 41 36.60 5 4.46 0 0 0 0 112 

 133 53.84 88 35.62 18 7.28 7 2.83   247 

Type of nearest school from residence of parents 

The table 6 expresses that public primary school is the nearest school of 81% parents of “GPS A”l while 56% 

parents of “PKGS B”.  

Table 5: Type of nearest school from residence of parents 

Type of parents Public Primary 

school 

% Private Kindergarten 

school 

% Total 

Parents of “GPS A” 110 81.48 25 18.51 135 

Parents of “PKGS 

B”school 

63 56.25 49 43.75 112 

 173 68.86 74 31.13 247 

Parental preference of GPS versus PKGS  

The table 7 illustrates that 90% parent of “GPS A” while 23% parents of “PKGS B”. 

Table 6: Parental preference of GPS versus PKGS 

Type of parents Public Primary 

school 

% Private Kindergarten 

school 

% Total 

Parents of “GPS A” 122 90.37 13 9.62 135 

Parents of “PKGS B” school 26 23.21 86 76.78 112 

 148 156.79 99 43.20 247 

Monthly fees and school choice 

The questionnaire contains a question for only parents for “GPS A” about there is no monthly fee at PKGS. so they 

would admit their children at private kindergarten school.  The data of table no 8 presents those 50% parents of 

“GPS A” would choose “PKGS” if there is no monthly fee.   

Table 7: Monthly fees and school choice 

Parents of school Yes % No % Total 

Parents of “GPS A”  68 50.37 67 49.62 135 

Anybody’s Influence or self decision to admit their children: 

The data of Table 9 shows that 65% both types of parents select the school to admit their children themselves.  
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Table 8: anybody’s Influence or self-decision to admit their children at “GPS A” anf “PKGS B”. 

Type of parents Anybody’s Influence % Self decision % Total 

Parents of “GPS A” 
53 

39.25 
82 

60.74 135 

Parents of “PKGS B”school 
34 

30.35 
78 

69.64 112 

 87 34.80 160 65.19 247 

Who took decision to admit their children at “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

There were no significant differences between the parents of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” about the taking decision to 

admit their children. The data of Table 10 shows that 70% parents select “GPS A” jointly, 8% only father, 8% only 

mother, 7% only neighbor, 1% only teacher, 2% others and 3% all cited people while 70% parents select “PKGS B” 

jointly, 8% only father, 8% only mother, 4% only neighbor, 2% only teacher, 1% others and 8% all cited people. 

Table 9: who decided to admit their children at “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

school 

P
aren

ts 

    %
 

F
ath

er 

 

   % 

M
o

th
er 

    

% 
N

eig
h

b
o

u
r 

    

  % 

T
each

er 

 

  % 

O
th

ers 

 

 % 

A
ll cited

 

 

 % 

Tot

al 

“GPS A” 95 70.3

7 

11 8.14 11 8.1

4 

9 6.66 2 1.48 3 2.22 4 2.96 135 

 “PKGS 

B”school 

78 69.6

4 

9 8.03 8 8.0

3 

5 4.46 2 1.78 1 0.89 9 8.03 112 

 173 70.0

1 

20 8.08 19 8.0

8 

14 05.5

6 

4 1.63 4 1.55 13 5.49 247 

 Factor Analysis 

The second section of the survey questionnaire consists of 28 questions which are divided into ten sub-sections to 

explore any possible underlying dimensions that may associate with different patterns of parents’ responses ( see the 

appendix no 1).  

Academic Factors: curriculum, school time and enjoy school of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Academic factors divide into three sub sections. The table 11, the first sub section of institutional factors presents 

the degree of parental preference of school choice elements on curriculum, school time and enjoys school. The data 

shows that parents of “GPS A” strongly agree with existing curriculum 29%, 49% agree, 20% disagree and 2% 

strongly disagree while parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with existing curriculum 44%, 39% agree, 14% 

disagree and 3% strongly disagree. The data presents that parents of “GPS A”  strongly agree with current daily 

routine 35%, 51% agree, 12% disagree and 3% strongly disagree while parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with 

present daily routine 38%, 46% agree, 12% disagree and 4% strongly disagree. The data describes that parents of 

“GPS A”  strongly agree with their children enjoyment of school 50%, 36% agree, 9% disagree and 4% strongly 

disagree. While parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with existing curriculum 49%, 47% agree, 2% disagree and 2% 

strongly disagree. The significant information shows the table 18 that parents of “PKGS B” are more satisfied with 

the curriculum of private kindergarten school than parents of “GPS A”. 
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Table 10: curriculum, school time and enjoy school 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

I am 

satisfied 

with the 

curriculum 

of this 

school 

GPS A 39 28.88 66 48.88 27 20.00 3 2.22 135 

PKGS B 49 43.75 44 39.28 16 14.28 3 2.67 112 

School 

duration ( 

daily time) 

is 

appropriat

e 

GPS A 47 34.81 69 51.11 16 11.85 3 2.67 135 

PKGS B 43 38.39 51 45.53 14 12.5 4 3.57 112 

My child 

enjoys 

coming to 

school 

GPS A 68 50.37 49 36.29 12 8.88 6 4.44 135 

PKGS B 55 49.10 53 47.32 2 1.78 2 1.78 112 

 

Academic Factors: teaching with level of understanding, good learning, visible progress of learning: 

The table 12, the second subsection of academic factors presents the degree of parental preference of school choice 

elements on teaching with the level of understanding, real learning, and visible progress of knowledge. The data 

shows that parents of “GPS A” strongly agree with the teaching quality of the teachers 29%, 41% agree, 21% 

disagree and 9% strongly disagree. On the other hand parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with the teaching quality 

of the teachers 32%, 48% agree, 9% disagree and 9% strongly disagree. The data presents that parents of “GPS A” 

strongly agree with the real learning of the children 33%, 48% agree, 16% disagree and 2% strongly disagree. While 

parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with the right learning of the children 29%, 62% agree, 11% disagree and 0% 

strongly disagrees. The data describes that parents of “GPS A” strongly agree with their children visible progress of 

learning 35%, 45% agree, 17% disagree and 3% strongly disagree. While parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with 

the visible progress of learning 39%, 53% agree, 8% disagree and 0% strongly disagrees. The table 19 shows those 

parents of “PKGS B” are agree with the three ‘academic factors: teaching with the level of understanding, real 

learning, and visible progress of learning’ more than parents of “GPS A”. 

 

Table11: teaching with level of understanding, good learning, visible progress of learning 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

The school 

understands 

and 

responds to 

my child’s 

needs 

GPS A 39 28.88 56 41.48 28 20.74 12 8.88 135 

PKGS B 36 32.14 54 48.21 11 9.82 11 9.82 112 

My child is 

taught well 

at school 

GPS A 45 33.33 65 48.14 22 16.29 3 2.22 135 

PKGS B 32 28.57 69 61.60 11 9.82 0 0 112 

My child is 

making 

good 

progress 

GPS A 47 34.81 61 45.18 23 17.03 4 2.96 135 

PKGS B 44 39.28 59 52.67 9 8.03 0 0 112 

Academic Factors: motivation of the students, age related homework, enjoyment of extracurricular of “GPS 

A” and “PKGS B” 

The table 13, the third subsection of academic factors presents the degree of parental preference of school choice 

elements on the motivation of the students, age-related homework, and enjoyment of extracurricular. The data shows 
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that parents of “GPS A “strongly agree with the motivation of the students 31%, 44% agree, 22% disagree and 3% 

strongly disagree. On the other hand, parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with the motivation of the students 21%, 

62% agree, 13% disagree and 4% strongly disagree. The data presents that parents of “GPS A “strongly agree with 

the age-related homework 33%, 50% agree, 16% disagree and 1% strongly disagree. While parents of “PKGS B” 

strongly agree with age-related homework 29%, 54% agree, 17% disagree and 0% strongly disagrees. The data 

describes that parents of “GPS A” strongly agree with their children’s enjoyment of extracurricular 32%, 45% agree, 

14% disagree and 9% strongly disagree. While parents of “PKGS B” strongly agree with their children’s enjoyment 

of extracurricular 22%, 49% agree, 26% disagree and 3% strongly disagree. The table 20 shows those parents of 

“PKGS B” agree with the three ‘academic factors: motivation of the students, age-related homework, and enjoyment 

of extracurricular more than parents of “GPS A”. 

Table 12: Academic Factors: motivation of the students, age related homework, enjoyment of extracurricular 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

My child is 

encouraged 

to work hard 

and do their 

best 

GPS A 42 31.11 59 43.70 30 22.22 4 2.96 135 

PKGS B 24 21.42 69 61.60 15 13.39 4 3.57 112 

My child 

receives an 

appropriate 

amount of 

homework 

for his/her 

age 

GPS A 45 33.33 67 49.62 21 15.55 2 1.48 135 

PKGS B 32 28.57 61 54.46 19 16.96 0 0 112 

My child 

enjoys a 

stimulating 

range of 

extra-

curricular 

activities 

GPS A 43 31.85 61 45.18 19 14.07 12 8.88 135 

PKGS B 25 22.32 55 49.10 29 25.89 3 2.67 112 

 

Teachers qualifications according to view of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” school 

The Table no 14 describes that 40% parents of “GPS A” support the statement on the teacher’s qualification 

‘strongly agree’, 42% ‘Agree’, 16% ‘Disagree’, 2% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 42% parents of “PKGS 

B” support the statement on the teacher’s qualification ‘strongly agree’, 53% ‘Agree’, 5% ‘Disagree’, 0% ‘Strongly 

disagree’.  

Table 13: Teachers qualifications according to view of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

All teachers 

are qualified 

GPS A 54 40 57 42.22 21 15.55 3 2.22 135 

PKGS B 47 41.96 59 52.67 6 5.35 0 0 112 

Teacher’s cordiality on the students of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

The Table no 15 describes that 22% parents of “GPS A” support the statement on the teacher’s cordiality on the 

students ‘strongly agree’, 19% ‘Agree’, 53% ‘Disagree’, 6% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 35% parents of 

“PKGS B” support the statement on the teacher’s cordiality on the students ‘strongly agree’, 50% ‘Agree’, 11% 

‘Disagree’, 5% ‘Strongly disagree’.  
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Table 14: Teacher’s cordiality on the students “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

All teachers 

are cordial 

and devoted 

GPS A 30 22.22 25 18.51 72 53.33 8 5.92 135 

PKGS B 39 34.82 56 50 12 10.71 5 4.46 112 

Class size of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

The Table no 16 describes that 31% parents of “GPS A” support the statement on the small class size (number of 

students) ‘strongly agree’, 28% ‘Agree’, 32% ‘Disagree’, 9% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 49% parents of 

“PKGS B” support the statement on the small class size (number of students) ‘strongly agree’, 36% ‘Agree’, 8% 

‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’.  

Table 15: Class size of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongl

y Agree 

% Agree % Disa

gree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

The class size 

is small ( 

number of 

students) 

GPS A 42 31.11 38 28.14 43 31.85 12 8.88 135 

PKGS B 55 49.10 40 35.71 9 8.03 8 7.14 112 

Consciousness of SMC (School Managing Committee) and PTA (Parents Teacher’s association) of “GPS A” 

and “PKGS B” 

The Table no 17 describes that 25% parents of “GPS A” support the statement on the consciousness of SMC 

‘strongly agree’, 50% ‘Agree’, 18% ‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 23% parents of “PKGS 

B” support the statement on the s consciousness of SMC strongly agree’, 33% ‘Agree’, 21% ‘Disagree’, 19% 

‘Strongly disagree’.  The Table no 24 also describes that 36% parents of “GPS A” support the statement on the 

consciousness of PTA ‘strongly agree’, 41% ‘Agree’, 19% ‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 

13 parents of “PKGS B” support the statement on the s consciousness of PTA strongly agree’, 29% ‘Agree’, 36% 

‘Disagree’, 21% ‘Strongly disagree’. 

Table 16: Consciousness of SMC (School Managing Committee) and PTA (Parents Teacher’s association) of “GPS 

A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

School 

Managing 

Committee 

is conscious 

about the 

daily 

activities of 

the school 

GPS A 34 25.18 67 49.62 24 17.77 10 7.40 135 

PKGS B 26 23.21 37 33.03 28 20.74 21 18.75 112 

Parents 

Teachers 

Association 

is active 

GPS A 48 35.55 56 40.74 25 18.51 6 4.44 135 

PKGS B 15 13.39 33 29.46 40 35.71 24 21.42 112 

Effective communication about children’s progress and way of supporting children of “GPS A” and “PKGS 

B” 

The Table no 18 describes that 27% parents of “GPS A” support the statement on the effective communication about 

children’s progress ‘strongly agree’, 36% ‘Agree’, 30% ‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 20% 

parents of “PKGS B” support the statement on the effective communication about children’s progress strongly 
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agree’, 29% ‘Agree’, 31% ‘Disagree’, 20% ‘Strongly disagree’.  The Table no 25 also describes that 19% parents of 

“GPS A” support the statement in the way of supporting on children ‘strongly agree’, 44% ‘Agree’, 30% ‘Disagree’, 

6% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 20% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the way of 

supporting children strongly agree’, 20% ‘Agree’, 33% ‘Disagree’, 30% ‘Strongly disagree’.  

  Table 17: Effective communication about children’s progress and way of supporting children of “GPS A” and 

“PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

The school 

communicat

es with me 

effectively 

about my 

child’s 

progress 

GPS A 36 26.66 49 36.29 41 30.37 9 6.66 135 

PKGS B 22 19.64 33 29.46 35 31.25 22 19.64 112 

The school 

communicat

es with me 

effectively 

about how 

to support 

my child’s 

learning 

GPS A 26 19.25 60 44.44 41 30.37 8 5.92 135 

PKGS B 19 19.96 22 19.64 37 33.03 34 30.35 112 

Effective communication about school events and seeks recommendation from parents of “GPS A” and 

“PKGS B” 

The Table no 19 describes that 34% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the effective communication 

about school events ‘strongly agree’, 41% ‘Agree’, 15% ‘Disagree’, 10% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 

23% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the effective communication about school events ‘strongly 

agree’, 41% ‘Agree’, 12% ‘Disagree’, 15% ‘Strongly disagree’.  The Table no 26 also describes that 33%  parents of 

“GPS A” support the statement in seeks recommendation from parents ‘strongly agree’, 36 ‘Agree’, 26% 

‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 20% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in seeks 

recommendation from parents ‘strongly agree’, 38% ‘Agree’, 14% ‘Disagree’, 23% ‘Strongly disagree’. 

Table 18: Effective communication about school events and seeks recommendation from parents of “GPS A” and 

“PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongl

y Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

The school 

communicate

s with me 

effectively 

about school 

events and 

activities 

GPS A 46 34.07 56 41.48 20 14.81 13 9.62 135 

PKGS B 26 23.21 46 41.07 13 11.60 17 15.17 112 

The school 

seeks my 

views and 

listens to my 

concerns 

GPS A 45 33.33 49 36.29 35 25.92 6 4.44 135 

PKGS B 27 20 43 38.39 16 14.28 26 23.21 112 
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Effective engagements in the school development and excellent management of the school 

The Table no 20 describes that 30% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the effective engagement in the 

school development ‘strongly agree’, 44% ‘Agree’, 20% ‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 

10% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the effective engagement in the school development ‘strongly 

agree’, 29% ‘Agree’, 36% ‘Disagree’, 26% ‘Strongly disagree’.  The Table no 27 also describes that 35%  parents of 

“GPS A”  support the statement in the excellent management of the school  ‘strongly agree’, 45% ‘Agree’, 13% 

‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 27% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the 

excellent management of the school  ‘strongly agree’, 59% ‘Agree’, 13% ‘Disagree’, 2% ‘Strongly disagree’. 

Table 19: Effective engagement in the school development and excellent management of the school 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongl

y Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

The school 

is 

welcoming 

and there are 

opportunities 

to get 

involved 

GPS A 40 29.62 59 43.70 27 20 9 6.66 135 

PKGS B 11 9.82 32 28.57 40 35.71 29 25.89 112 

I think the 

school is 

well led and 

managed 

GPS A 47 34.81 61 45.18 17 12.59 10 7.40 135 

PKGS B 30 26.78 66 58.92 14 12.5 2 1.78 112 

School environment 

The Table no 21 describes that 33% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the school environment ‘strongly 

agree’, 46% ‘Agree’, 16% ‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 41% parents of “PKGS B” 

support the statement in the school environment ‘strongly agree’, 53% ‘Agree’, 6% ‘Disagree’, 0% ‘Strongly 

disagree’.   

Table 20: School environment of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

I am 

satisfied 

with the 

school 

environme

nt 

GPS A 45 33.33 62 45.92 22 16.29 6 4.44 135 

PKGS B 46 41.07 59 52.67 7 6.25 0 0 112 

Inspiration for healthy life style 

The Table no 22 describes that 40% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the inspiration for healthy life 

style ‘strongly agree’, 47% ‘Agree’, 9% ‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 31% parents of 

“PKGS B” support the statement in the inspiration for healthy life style ‘strongly agree’, 51% ‘Agree’, 14 

‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’.   

Table 21: inspiration for healthy life style of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

My child is 

encouraged 

to lead a 

healthy 

lifestyle 

GPS A 54 40 63 46.66 12 8.88 6 4.44 135 

PKGS B 35 31.25 57 50.89 16 14.28 4 3.57 112 
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Social status and suitability 

The Table no 23 describes that 36% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the Social status and suitability 

‘strongly agree’, 48% ‘Agree’, 9% ‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 44% parents of “PKGS 

B” support the statement in the Social status and suitability ‘strongly agree’, 53% ‘Agree’, 3% ‘Disagree’, 1% 

‘Strongly disagree’.   

Table 22: Social status and suitability of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongl

y Agree 

% Agree % Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

My child 

gets on well 

with children 

from other 

backgrounds 

GPS A 48 35.55 65 48.14 12 8.88 10 7.40 135 

PKGS B 49 43.75 59 52.67 3 2.67 1 0.89 112 

Safety of the students, acceptable behavior of the teacher and staff of school and effective management of 

bullying 

The Table no 24 describes that 50% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the safety of the students ‘strongly 

agree’, 36% ‘Agree’, 13% ‘Disagree’, 2% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 58% parents of “PKGS B” 

support the statement in the safety of the students strongly agree’, 38% ‘Agree’, 2% ‘Disagree’, 2% ‘Strongly 

disagree’.  The Table no 24 also describes that 39% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the acceptable 

behavior of the teacher ‘strongly agree’, 43% ‘Agree’, 16% ‘Disagree’, 3% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 

24% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the acceptable behavior of the teacher ‘strongly agree’, 59% 

‘Agree’, 9% ‘Disagree’, 8% ‘Strongly disagree’. The Table no 24 also describes that 36% parents of “GPS A” 

support the statement in the effective management of bullying ‘strongly agree’, 44% ‘Agree’, 14% ‘Disagree’, 6% 

‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 41% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the effective 

management of bullying ‘strongly agree’, 46% ‘Agree’, 9% ‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’. 

Table 23: Safety, behavior of staff of school and management of bullying of “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongl

y Agree 

% Agree % Disa

gree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

My child 

is  safe at 

school 

GPS A 67 49.62 48 35.55 17 12.59 3 2.22 135 

PKGS B 65 58.03 43 38.39 2 1.78 2 1.78 112 

There is a 

good 

standard 

of 

behavior 

at this 

school 

GPS A 52 38.51 58 42.96 21 15.55 4 2.96 135 

PKGS B 27 24.10 66 58.92 10 8.92 9 8.03 112 

The 

school 

deals 

with any 

incidents 

of 

bullying 

effectivel

y 

GPS A 49 36.29 59 43.70 19 14.07 8 5.92 135 

PKGS B 46 41.07 51 45.53 10 8.92 5 4.46 112 

Positive motivation of the students and recommendation to admit at  

          “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

The Table no 25 describes that 33% parents of “GPS A” support the statement in the positive motivation of the 

students ‘strongly agree’, 48% ‘Agree’, 13% ‘Disagree’, 5% ‘Strongly disagree’. On the other hand, 18% parents of 
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“PKGS B” support the statement in the positive motivation of the students ‘strongly agree’, 58% ‘Agree’, 20% 

‘Disagree’, 4% ‘Strongly disagree’.  The Table no 25 also describes that 38% parents of “GPS A” support the 

statement in the recommendation to admit ‘strongly agree’, 41% ‘Agree’, 14% ‘Disagree’, 7% ‘Strongly disagree’. 

On the other hand, 25% parents of “PKGS B” support the statement in the recommendation to admit ‘strongly 

agree’, 34% ‘Agree’, 16% ‘Disagree’, 9% ‘Strongly disagree’. 

Table 24: Positively motivation of the students and recommendation to admit at “GPS A” and “PKGS B” 

Type of 

question 

Parents  

of school 

Strongly 

Agree 

% Agr

ee 

% Disag

ree 

% Strongly 

Disagree 

% Total 

My child is 

encouraged 

to positively 

contribute 

to the wider 

community 

GPS A 45 33.33 65 48.14 18 13.33 7 5.18 135 

PKGS B 24 17.77 65 58.03 19 16.96 4 3.57 112 

I would 

recommend    

( 

A/B)school  

to another 

family   

GPS A 51 37.77 55 40.74 19 14.07 10 7.40 135 

PKGS B 34 25.18 46 34.07 22 16.29 10 8.92 112 

Interview result 

The researcher conducted one to one semi-structured interview with four parents of “GPS A” and four parents of 

“PKGS B”. The one to one semi-structured interview consists of seven questions with parents which strengthen to 

explore the elements of school choice for their children. The investigator described answer the seven questions in 

the below. 

Main influencing factors of public primary school choice or private kindergarten school choice 

The four parents of “GPS A” described the reasons why they admitted their children at public primary school. The 

first parent of “GPS A” highlighted the curriculum of the public primary school and stated: 

           “ My husband was a student of this school. He has decided to admit here. The number of books is fewer in 

government primary school than kindergarten school. There is no monthly fee at this school. Teachers do not 

pressure on my children.” 

The second parent of “GPS A” distinguished between public primary school and kindergarten school, and stating the 

following: 

           “The environment of this school is better than others government primary school. The teaching quality of the 

teachers is excellent. The education quality of “GPS A” is better than kindergarten school." 

The fourth parent of “GPS A” claimed that 

                “I choose public primary school due to the quality of education, cordiality of the teachers, and proximity 

my residence.” 

The four parents of “PKGS B” explained the causes why they admitted their children at kindergarten school. The 

first parent of “PKGS B” illustrated that: 

                 “I choose private kindergarten school because of my past knowledge, quality of education, good result.” 

The second parent of “PKGS B” emphasized teacher’s qualification, cordiality and environment of the school and 

stating:  

           “All teachers are the qualified and B.Ed pass of this kindergarten school. My husband and mother in law 

inspired me to admit my children at this school. Besides this teachers are cordial. The environment of this 

kindergarten school is suitable for children.” 

The third parent of “PKGS B” indicated healthy environment and sound management of the school and stated: 

             “I have chosen kindergarten school due to my experience, neat & clean toilet and good management. My 

children could not use a dirty toilet.  Many public primary schools do not keep their benches and toilet net and 

clean.” 

 



Vol-7 Issue-5 2021               IJARIIE-ISSN(O)-2395-4396 
  

15351 www.ijariie.com 557 

The parent’s views about public primary school and private kindergarten school 

The first parent of “GPS A” made a difference mainly on teacher's cordiality of public primary school and private 

kindergarten school and declared: 

              “The teacher of public primary school is not cordial to students. On the other hand, kindergarten school 

teacher looks after more than public primary school.  Kindergarten school provides handsome homework. If I had 

enough money, I would send my child to the kindergarten school.” 

The second parent of “GPS A” distinguished on environment and teacher's cordiality of the public primary school 

and private kindergarten school and declared: 

            “The environment of the public primary schools is worse than kindergarten school. The public primary 

school teachers are less cordial than the teachers of the kindergarten school.” 

The third parent of “GPS A” specified on following the class routine and teacher's cordiality of the public primary 

school and private kindergarten school and revealed: 

           “Kindergarten school follows the class routine more strictly than public primary school. The teachers of the 

public primary schools are less devoted than kindergarten schools.” 

The fourth parent of “GPS A” specified on following the class routine and teacher's cordiality of the public primary 

school and private kindergarten school and revealed: 

         “The kindergarten school does not provide quality education, and their principal target is the business. But a 

few number of kindergarten school’s management is excellent. The authority of public primary school should 

enhance their monitoring capacity and system to improve the public primary school.” 

The first parent of “PKGS B” said that he had neither practical experience nor verified the quality of the public 

primary school and declared: 

        “There is low quality of education in government primary school, but I have no practical experience. I did not 

verify the quality of education. The rich family sends their children to the kindergarten school. So I send my 

children to the kindergarten school.” 

The second parent of “PKGS B” mentioned the social status and claimed: 

            “The quality of education in public primary school is medium. As many people send their children to 

kindergarten school, I send my children here. All level children come to public primary school.  So my kids may 

learn evil things from them.” 

The third parent of “PKGS B” school mentioned the environment and purpose of the school and declared: 

             “The environment of the public primary school is not healthy for children. Most of the women teachers keep 

them busy with their family. The prime target of kindergarten school is the business.” 

Essential elements of school choice 

All parents emphasized on quality education, teacher’s cordiality, the environment of the school, and good 

management. The third parent of “GPS A” indicated six essential elements and expressed: 

            “At the time of selection school for my children, I consider discipline, good management, quality education, 

teacher’s cordiality, health education, moral education etc. Students emphasize more on the teacher’s voice than 

parents. If teachers mistake, the students tell that teachers are right.” 

The first parent of “PKGS B” suggested some essential elements of school choice and stated: 

          “ I consider safety, quality of education, admission result of the government of high school, management, 

social status, teaching quality, sanitation, proper monitoring, and teacher's quality to select school for my children.” 

Parents comments after admission in public primary school and private kindergarten school 

Only one parent out of four public school parents was satisfied with service of public primary school. On the other 

hand, no guardian of kindergarten school was happy with the service of the kindergarten school. Most of the 

guardians emphasized on the school management, class routine, teacher’s cordiality and environment which did not 

meet up their expectation. The third parent of “GPS A” expressed dissatisfaction with service of the school and 

declared: 

               “Nothing is suitable for this school. Management has changed after transfer of head teacher. The teachers 

do not follow the class routine. My children will learn nothing from this school. I shall take my kids to admit a 

kindergarten school next year.” 

The first parent of “PKGS B” identified the weakness of the private school and reported: 

                “The teachers should be cordial. Head teacher should take action against uncaring teachers and improve 

the environment of the school. The teacher should give more feedback and homework to the students. Head teacher 

may call meeting with the guardian in every month.” 

The second parent of “PKGS B” classified the weakness of the private school and described: 
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                “I am medium satisfied with activities of this school. Teacher-parent relation should develop immediately. 

The school authority should call a meeting with parents every month. I may shift my child to government primary 

school.” 

7. Discussion  
The investigator used two tools to collect data for this study which was a survey questionnaire and one to one semi-

structured interview.  The main results of the survey questionnaire and one to one semi-structured interview were 

described separately in the above. Now, the researcher will discuss jointly from the results of the survey 

questionnaire and semi-structured interview that encourage the parents to choose the public primary school or 

kindergarten school. 

Parental relationship between family demographics and public school choice or private school 

Parental educational background and the size of the family play an important role to select school for their children 

in the local town in Bangladesh. For example, the above-cited table no 4 identified that the parent’s highest 

qualification of “PKGS B” school is 27% master’s degree and 12% bachelor’s degree while only 6% master’s 

degree and 7 % bachelor’s degree of “GPS A”.  In the above table, no 5 demonstrates that 10% parents of “GPS A” 

have three children and 5% have four children while 4% parents of “PKGS B” school have three children. On the 

other hand, parents of “PKGS B” school have no four children. The findings of the above table 4 & 5 suggest that 

higher educated parents with small family send their children to the private kindergarten school. Yaacob, N.A., et 

al.(2014) stated that highly educated and small family chose private school for their children education.  

Parents also reflect the proximity of the school from the residence. The above-cited table 6 identified that 71% 

students of “GPS A” attend within 3 km distance while 87% students of “PKGS B” school attend within 3 km 

distance.  Burgess, S., et al. (2014) directed a study involving 7,905 households for the analysis of preferences of the 

school choice and suggested that parents strongly valued the proximity to the home to choose the school for their 

children. 

The fourth parent of “GPS A” claimed that 

                “I choose public primary school due to the quality of education, cordiality of the teachers, and proximity 

to my residence.” 

The income level of the parents affects the school choice for their children. The data of table no 7 determinates that 

50% parents of “GPS A” would choose private kindergarten school if there is no monthly fee.  Rehman et al.,(2010) 

supports that the parent’s income keeps important role to choice school for their children. The first parent of “GPS 

A” expressed that: 

       “If I had enough money, I would send my child to the kindergarten school.” 

Curriculum 

The curriculum of certain school influences the parents to choose the school for their children. In Bangladesh, the 

curriculum of kindergarten school consists of more books than public primary school. The kindergarten school 

emphasizes on learning English and general knowledge. The above-cited data of table no 11 indicated that 78% 

parents of “GPS A” agreed with the curriculum of the public primary school. While 83% parents of kindergarten 

school agreed with the curriculum of the kindergarten school. Shatti (2011) also supports that parents of Kuwait 

send their children to private kindergarten school due to learning English. Yaacob et al.(2014, pp.414) conducted a 

study involving 250 parents of the private school in Malaysia and showed the ranking of the elements of influencing 

factors for choosing private school for their children, which are described according to ranking: income level,  social 

background, distance, location, teacher quality, school performances, school environment, and school syllabus.  

Teacher’s cordiality 

 The Public primary teachers are less cordial than private kindergarten school teachers. The data of table no 15 

examined that 41% of “GPS A” teachers are cordial. While 85% of “PKGS B” teachers are cordial to students. The 

first parent of “GPS A” declared that: 

              “He teacher of public primary school is not cordial to students. On the other hand, kindergarten school 

teacher looks after more than public primary school.”  
Rehman et Al.,(2010) conducted a study with 200 parents of Pakistan and showed that 84% teachers of the public 

school are less cordial in teaching. 

Academic factors 

Parents emphasize the academic factors at the time of school choice for their children. The above-cited table no (11, 

12 & 13 page no 55, 56 &57) show that 77% parents of “GPS A” agree with the academic factors of public primary 

school. While 88% parents of “PKGS B” agree with academic factors of the kindergarten school. Angeloni (2012) 

identified that parents ranked the quality of academic and innovative teaching as the highest position of choosing the 

school for their children. Hastings et al. (2008) detected that richer and more educated families have a stronger 

preference for more academic schools.  The first parents of “PKGS B” expressed: 
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                “I choose private kindergarten school because of my past knowledge, quality of education, and good 

result.” 

School environment 

Parents consider the school environment during the school choice for their children. The above-cited table no 21 

identified that 79% parents of “GPS A” agree with the environment of the public primary school. On the other hand, 

94% parents of “PKGS B” agree with the environment of the kindergarten school. The third parents of B 

kindergarten school stated that: 

                 “I consider school Environment, cordiality of the teachers, safety, sanitation, proper monitoring, and 

proper management during the school choice for my children.” 

Class size 

Parents consider the number of students per class during the school choice for their children.  The above-cited table 

no 16 shows that 59% parents of a public primary school agree with the class size of the public primary school. On 

the other hand, 85% parents of “PKGS B” school agree with the class size of the private kindergarten school. Shin 

and Chung (2009) show that small class size affects the learning of the students till grade 3.Bukari and Randall 

(2009) showed that parents switched their children public school to private school influenced by the small class size 

of the private school. 

This chapter discussed the findings and discussion of this study. The next and last chapter will address the 

conclusion, recommendations and limitation of the study.  

 

8. Conclusion   
The parents preferred private kindergarten school considering the curriculum of the school. The kindergarten school 

includes more subjects than government primary school. The government primary school follows only the national 

curriculum 2012. Parents expect good behavior and excellent teaching from the teachers for their children. 

Sometimes parents are not satisfied with teaching of the teachers. The teachers of private kindergarten school are 

more cordial to the student than while teachers of government primary school. Parents consider the academic factors 

during school choice for their children. This study shows that 77% parents of government primary school are 

satisfied with the academic factors of government primary school while 88% parents of kindergarten school are 

satisfied with academic factors of the kindergarten school. Parent’s gives to the emphasis of the school environment 

during the school choice for their children. This study identified that 79% parents of government primary school are 

happy with the environment of the government primary school. While 94% parents of private kindergarten school 

are happy with the environment of the kindergarten school. Parents reflect the school location during the school 

choice for their children. This research shows that 71% students of government primary school and 87% students of 

private kindergarten school attend within 3 km distance. Parents consider the number of students per class during the 

school choice for their children. This research shows that 59% parents of government primary school and 85% 

parents of private kindergarten school are satisfied with their class size.  This study will help to the parents for 

choosing a School for their children.  
9. Recommendations:   
This study has identified a number of factors which influenced parental choices of school for children at primary 

level.  As a result the following recommendations are made: 

1. The government should take initiative to increase awareness about the benefit of the national primary 

curriculum. For example, a specialized TV program may launch by focusing the government school system.  

2.  The Ministry of Primary and Mass Education (MoPME) should arrange a short course training program for 

teachers that need to focus on improving the positive relationship between teachers and students.  

3. The MoPME should take initiative to improve the quality of schools for greater attraction from the community. 

For this purpose, “A”, “B”, and “C” category schools need to work together (cluster) to improve their quality 

by following each other good practices.  

4. The MOPME should take steps to improve the facilities of schools for example boundary wall, cleanliness 

sanitation and hygiene. In this purpose a fund could be raised through the government and from community. 

5. The government should seek to increase the number of qualified teachers within the primary sector to decrease 

the teacher pupil ratio which can support children from better learning and teaching.  

6. The MoPME should provide digital facilities for example laptop, multimedia projector, and internet services 

for all primary schools to enhance children achievement.  

 For District Level:  

1. It is urgently needed to reallocate the teachers based on the number of students at local level.  

2. An effective training for the primary teachers should be arranged to improve the subjective and pedagogical 

knowledge.   
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For School Level 

It is needed to improve the relationship between schools and parents by arranging meeting at least once in a 

month. In particular school can introduce open door policy to make relationship between parents and 

school.  

Limitations of this study: 

This study has some limitations which must be the consideration at all levels of the research and analysis. This study 

considered two schools (one public and one private kindergarten school) which is a small number of samples in 

compare to the total population. So the result of this study could not be generalized and it should be used in a more 

cautious way. This study’s main target was to know the only parental influencing factors due to school choice for 

their children. So, the researcher did not include teachers, students, member of school managing committee and 

observing classroom activities.  
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