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Most assumptions at the heart of the private schools policy debate are weakly evidenced and require more rigorous research.

About this brief

This paper summarises a rigorous
review by Day Ashley et al. (2014),
entitted: The role and impact of
private  schools in  developing
countries: A rigorous review of the
evidence. It was commissioned by
DFID and produced by a multi-
disciplinary team of researchers and
advisers from the University of
Birmingham, Institute of Education,
University of London, Overseas
Development Institute (ODI) and the
EFA Global Monitoring Report. This
paper discusses the strength of
recent evidence on the role and
impact of private schools on
education for school-aged children
with a particular focus on the delivery
of education for the poor, including
but not restricted to low-fee schools.

Key findings

Arriving at general conclusions from
the evidence reviewed is difficult
because of the diversity of private
schools, the significant gaps in the
evidence and the fact that available
research is rarely generalisable in
itself. However, some of the findings
were rated strong or moderate; while
these findings cannot be universally
translated into policy regardless of
context, they do merit policy-makers’
attention. What is clear is the need for

more targeted research to fill the
gaps in our understanding of the role
and impact of private schools in
developing countries.

Research gaps

Based on a gap analysis from the
rigorous review, the full report
outlines some areas for further
research that could strengthen this
evidence base. In addition, some
overarching critical gaps in the
evidence base were identified. These
were:;

*A lack of data on the true extent and
diverse nature of private schools.
*The existing evidence is
geographically heavily weighted to
South Asia with a much more limited
African focus. No material was found
on conflict-affected or fragile states.
*Few studies focus exclusively on
middle and secondary schools or on
peri-urban areas.

* No research was found on the effect
of international companies or chains
of private schools.

*Types of research designs are
limited with a paucity of longitudinal
research, in-depth  ethnographic
research, and comparative work.
*Few studies offer a political economy
analysis of private schooling.

How to use this brief

This brief is designed to provide an
overview of the Kkey evidence
discussed in the rigorous review, to
assist policy-makers and researchers
in assessing the evidence in this field.
It summarises key findings and
indicates the country contexts from
which evidence is drawn. The
evidence is deeply contextual and
this evidence brief provides only a
broad overview. It is not designed to
provide advice on which interventions
are more or less appropriate in
specific contexts.

Methodology

A multi-pronged search strategy was
used which entailed: (i) searching a
wide range of citation and journal
indexes; (i) using key search
terms;(iii) building on recent policy-
oriented reviews; and (iv) verifying an
initial master bibliography. A set of
inclusion criteria was applied to the
bibliography. This resulted in 59
studies included in the rigorous
review. All included studies have
been assessed as high or medium
quality, have been published in the
past five years, and focus on DFID
priority countries.
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Summary maps of evidence
/Key

STRONG = Body of evidence rated as ‘strong’ overall.
MODERATE = Body of evidence rated as ‘moderate’ strength
overall.
WEAK = Body of evidence rated as ‘weak’ overall.
+ = Positive findings supporting assumption.
- = Negative findings refuting assumption.
= Neutral findings ambiguous in relation to assumption.
* = Numbered study assessed as high quality (remaining are

Qedium)

Three summary evidence maps are presented below,
one map for each of the three thematic fields of analysis
investigated in the review: supply, demand and
enabling environment. Within each of these thematic
fields, hypotheses (H1-H8) were identified about how
private schools may or may not improve education for
children in developing countries. Underpinning these
hypotheses are testable assumptions (A1-A17) that
were interrogated through the rigorous review. These
summary maps of evidence show which individual
studies in which countries produced positive, neutral and

N

J

negative findings in relation to each of the testable assumptions. The individual studies are numbered and are listed in the
reference section at the end of this evidence brief. The summary evidence maps also give the overall assessment of the

strength of the body of evidence and indicate whether, in balance, the findings across the studies are positive, negative or
neutral for each testable assumption.

(A1) Private (A2) Teaching is (A3) Private (A4) Private (A5) The cost of (A6) Private
school pupils better in private schools schools are education delivery = schools are
achieve better schools than in geographically equally is lower in private : financially
learning outcomes : state schools reach the poor accessed by schools than in sustainable
than state school boys and girls state schools
pupils
ASSESSMENT | [MODERATE +]  [STRONG + ] _ - [WEAK -] [MODERATE +]
Positive India [15, 18, 20, India [15, 32, 33, India [33, 42] India [50] India [21, 31, 33,
31, 35%,41, 48] 34*, 35*, 47*, 48, Kenya [56] Pakistan [3] 35%, 55]
Kenya [11, 16] 55] South Africa [45]
Nigeria [55] Tanzania [26] Kenya [11]
Pakistan [3, 6, Pakistan [3, 7] Nigeria [55]
29%] Nigeria [55]
Nepal [54] South Africa [45]
Neutral Ghana [1] India [21] Pakistan [3] India [30, 41] Kenya [56]
India [14, 21, 30, Kenya [39] South Africa [45] Pakistan [17] India [25]
47*, 58] India [8, 59] Tanzania [26]
Kenya [39]
Negative India [41] India [23, 34*,
42]
Pakistan [6]
Kenya [36*]

Summary evidence map 1: Supply
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[H4] AFFORDABLIITY [H5] CHOICE [H6] ACCOUNTABILITY
Private schools are financially Demand for private schools is driven  Private schools are accountable to

affordable for the poor and the by informed choice and a concern users
poorest for quality

(A7) The poor (A8) Private (A9) Perceived (A10) Users make i (Al1l) Users (A12) Private
and the poorest | schools are as quality of informed choices actively participate = schools are
are able to pay affordable as education is a about the quality in or influence responsive to
private school state schools priority for users of education operational users’ demands
fees when choosing decision making in = and complaints
private schools private schools
ASSESSMENT | [WEAK 0] [MODERATE -] | [MODERATE +] | [MODERATE +] | [WEAK +] [WEAK + ]
Positive Ghana [1, 2] India [22, 48, 50] Tanzania [26] South Africa [45]
Kenya [40] Bangladesh [12] South Africa [45] Pakistan [4*, 17]
India [8, 19, 30, South Africa [45] India [30] Tanzania [26]
48, 50] Ghana [1] Bangladesh [49]
Neutral Ghana [2] Ghana [27] India [22, 53]
Tanzania [43] Kenya [39] Kenya [39]
India [8, 33]
Kenya [56]
Jamaica [27]
Pakistan [27]
Negative India [22, 23, 48] : Ghana [2] Tanzania [43]
South Africa [45] : India [22, 46%,
Pakistan [17] 53]
Bangladesh [49]

Summary evidence map 2: Demand

[H7] FINANCING AND PARTNERSHIP : H8] MARKET
State collaboration, financing and regulation improves private Private schools have positive effects on the
school quality, equity and sustainability verall education system
(A13) States have the | (Al4) State (A15) State (A16) Private schools | (A17) Market
knowledge, capacity regulation is subsidies improve complement state ‘competition’ enhances
and legitimacy to effective and private school provision quality in private and
implement effective improves private quality, equity and state school sectors
policy frameworks for | school quality, sustainability
private school equity and
collaboration and sustainability
regulation
ASSESSMENT | [MODERATE -] [MODERATE -] [WEAK + ] [WEAK + ] [WEAK 0]
Positive India [44, 52, 57] Pakistan [9, 10*, 17] | India [33] Pakistan [4*]
Kenya [44] Pakistan [3, 5*]
Kenya [40]
Neutral Pakistan [9, 28] India [41]
Negative Pakistan [17, 28] Bangladesh [49] India [25]
Bangladesh [49] Nigeria [24]
India [37, 51, 52, 57] India [37, 38, 51]
Nigeria [24] Malawi [13]

Summary evidence map 3: Enabling environment
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Outline of evidence

This section provides a narrative description of headline findings in relation to each testable assumption (A1-A17) as listed in
the summary maps of evidence. Traffic light colour codes indicate whether the body of evidence under each assumption
yielded mainly positive findings supporting the assumption, negative findings refuting it, or neutral findings that were
ambiguous in relation to it. This outline of evidence can be cross-referenced with the summary maps of evidence to identify in
which countries and in which numbered studies positive, negative and neutral evidence can be found.

There is strong evidence that teaching in private schools is better —in terms of more teacher

presence and teaching activity, and approaches to teaching that are more likely to lead to A2
improved outcomes — than in state schools. Some evidence supports the explanation that this is

due to increased accountability of teachers to employers in private schools. However, much of

the evidence reviewed also indicates that private school teachers are often less formally qualified,

have low salaries and weak job security; such conditions might explain the greater teacher effort

in private schools.

The review found moderate strength evidence that pupils attending private school tend to
achieve better learning outcomes than pupils in state schools. However, studies aiming to identify
these effects are typically faced with the problem of effectively accounting for social background
factors and whilst several studies attempt to do so, many also recognise that it may be difficult to
ascertain whether achievement advantage can be fully ascribed to private schools. It is important
to note that many children may not be achieving basic competencies even in private schools

Al

There is moderate strength evidence that the cost of education delivery is lower in private
schools than in state schools often due to the lower salaries of private school teachers. Most of
the evidence does not rigorously analyse the cost-effectiveness of private schools. However
there is some limited evidence indicating a relationship between lower costs of education delivery
and cost-effectiveness in certain contexts.
A5

Supply

The evidence is ambiguous about whether private schools geographically reach the poor. While

they continue to cluster mainly in urban areas, private schools are increasingly prevalent in rural A3
areas. However, most research cautions against assuming that this means they are increasingly
accessible to the poor.

A small (and therefore weak) body of evidence indicates that while length of operation varies,
private schools (particularly LFPs) may be vulnerable to closing down after short periods of time.
There is a need for further research to more directly assess the financial sustainability of private
schools.

A6

Evidence on whether private schools are equally accessed by girls and boys is inconsistent and
therefore weak. Although a number of studies indicate that girls are less likely to access private Ad
schools than boys, this finding is context specific.Some evidence is ambiguous in relation to the

issue, and a minority of studies find that in certain contexts private schools reduce the gender

gap that is found in state schools.

Mostly Mostly negative
neutral/ambiguous evidence
evidence
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Outline of evidence (cont'd

There is moderate strength evidence that perceived quality of education is a priority for users

when choosing schools, and private schools are often perceived to be of higher quality than their A9
government school counterparts. However, a number of other factors also affect preferences for
schools, including language of instruction, with a preference for English in many contexts.

Moderate strength evidence shows that informal sources including networks of parents play a
significant but often under-recognised role in informing users in their choice of school. While their
search for information and active engagement with school management may be stimulated by
the choice that private schools make possible, there is very limited evidence that this is more the
case for private than state schools.

A10

There is a small (and therefore weak) body of evidence that supports the assumption that in
private schools, users participate in and influence operational decision making.

All
A weak evidence base that is small and often anecdotal (based on surveys and interviews with
parents rather than observed actions) consistently indicates that private schools are responsive
to user demands, complaints and the ultimate threat of exercising choice. However, there is no
evidence of users actually exiting schools due to quality concerns.

Al2

Demand

The evidence on whether the poor are able to pay private school fees is ambiguous; most is

neutral, some is negative, but there is no positive evidence. A few studies find that a very small A7
minority of children of lower economic quintiles access private schools. Financial constraints are

a key factor limiting or preventing poorer household enrolling their children in private schools.

Where children of poorer households do attend private schools, research indicates that welfare
sacrifices are made and continued attendance is difficult to sustain. However many studies did

not adequately disaggregate data to indicate what household sacrifices are made to meet private
school costs.

Moderate strength evidence indicates that private schools tend to be more expensive than state A8
schools, both in terms of school fees and hidden costs such as uniforms and books. However

there is some variation in certain contexts, for example according to private school registration

status.

Mostly
neutral/ambiguous
evidence

Mostly negative

evidence
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The evidence on state subsidies fitting the criteria of the review is weak; it is limited in scope,

size and context (Pakistan), with two of three studies of a single quasi-voucher programme. A15
This limited but consistent evidence indicates that conditional and targeted subsidies can raise

the quality of inputs and perhaps outputs (test scores) in specific contexts, and set equity

conditions such as increased female enrolment. However, it does not provide insights into

whether subsidies improve the sustainability of private school provision.

The evidence base on whether private schools complement government school provision is

very small (and therefore weak). However, there is some evidence indicating supply-side

synergies between government and private school provision. There is also evidence that

private schools are not only filling gaps where supply of government schools is low, but also Al6
where government schools are performing poorly — indicating potential blurred boundaries

between whether private schools are complementing or competing with government schools.

The body of evidence on whether private school competition has the effect of driving up Al7
government school quality or depleting it by encouraging better-off students to exit the state
sector is highly inconsistent, sparse and therefore weak.

There is moderate strength and consistent evidence across a range of contexts that attempts

by governments to intervene in the private education sector are constrained by a lack of Al3
government capacity, understanding and basic information on the size and nature of the private
sector. Attempts to enter into partnership and to apply regulatory frameworks suffer from poor
implementation. The legitimacy of intervention has been damaged by past attempts to

suppress the private sector and extract rents through regulation.

Enabling environment

Moderate strength evidence indicates that where state regulation of private schools exists, it is

not necessarily effective or may be selectively enforced. This may relate to a lack of sector

knowledge and capacity by governments in some cases. Unrealistically stringent regulation

may also offer opportunities for rent-seeking and bribery to bypass recognition requirements. Al4
There is limited evidence of cases of positive state regulation which support the expansion of

private school provision. But there are also concerns that private sector provision may be

promoted without adequate regulation and quality controls. Some anecdotal evidence suggests

that despite ineffective or negligible enforcement, state regulation can set a benchmark for

standards which may act as a proxy for quality in the market.

Mostly
neutral/ambiguous
evidence

Mostly negative

evidence

DFID RESEARCH AND EVIDENCE DIVISION: EVIDENCE BRIEF 6



References

This evidence brief summarises: Day Ashley L, Mcloughlin C, Aslam M, Engel J, Wales J, Rawal S, Batley R, Kingdon G,
Nicolai S, Rose P (2014) The role and impact of private schools in developing countries: a rigorous review of the evidence.

This report is an update to the version of the paper published in April 2014.

1. Akaguri L (2011). Quality low-fee private schools
for the rural poor: perception or reality? Evidence
from southern Ghana. CREATE Pathways to Access
Research Monograph No 69. Falmer: University of
Sussex.

2. Akaguri L (2013) Fee-free public or low-fee private
basic education in rural Ghana: how does the cost
influence the choice of the poor? [Online] Compare:
A Journal of Comparative and International
Education DOI: 10.1080/03057925.2013.796816

3. Andrabi T, Das J, Khwaja Al (2008) A dime a day:
the possibilities and limits of private schooling in
Pakistan. Comparative Education Review 52: 329—
355.

4. Andrabi T, Das J, Khwaja Al (2009) Report cards:
the impact of providing school and child test-scores
on educational markets. BREAD Working Paper.

5. Andrabi T, Das J, Khwaja Al (2013) Students
today, teachers tomorrow: identifying constraints on
the provision of education. Journal of Public
Economics 100: 1-14.

6. Aslam M (2009) The relative effectiveness of
government and private schools in Pakistan: are girls
worse off? Education Economics 17(3), 329-354.

7. Aslam M, Kingdon G (2011) What can teachers do

to raise pupil achievement? Economics of Education
Review 30(3): 559-574.

8. Baird R (2009) Private schools for the poor:
development, provision, and choice in India.
Chennai: Grey Matters Capital.

9. Barrera-Osorio F, Raju D (2011) Evaluating public
per-student subsidies to low-cost private schools:
regression-discontinuity evidence from Pakistan.
Washington, DC: World Bank.

10. Barrera-Osorio F, Raju D (2010) Short-run
learning dynamics under a test-based accountability
system: evidence from Pakistan. Washington, DC:
World Bank.

11.Bold T, Kimenyib M, Mwabuc G, Sandefurd J
(2013) The high return to low-cost private schooling
in a developing country. London: International
Growth Centre (IGC) London School of Economics.
12. Cameron, S. (2011). Whether and where to
enrol? Choosing a primary school in the slums of
urban Dhaka, Bangladesh. International Journal of
Educational Development 31(4): 357—366.

13. Chimombo J (2009) Expanding post- primary
education in Malawi: are private schools the answer?
Compare: A Journal of Comparative and
International Education 39(2):167-184.

14. Chudgar A, Quin E (2012) Relationship between
private schooling and achievement: results from rural
and urban India. Economics of Education Review

31(4):376-390.

15. Desai S, Dubey A, Vanneman R, Banerji R
(2008)Private schooling in India: a new educational
landscape. Maryland: University of Maryland.

16. Dixon P, Tooley J, Schagen | (2013) The relative
quality of private and public schools for low-income
families living in slums of Nairobi, Kenya.
In:Srivastava P (ed.) Low-fee private schooling:
aggravating equity or mitigating disadvantage?
Oxford: Symposium.

17. Fennell S (2012) Why girls’ education rather than
gender equality? The strange political economy of
PPPs in Pakistan. In: Robertson S, Mundy K (eds)
Public-private partnerships in education: new actors
and modes of governance in a globalizing world.
Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing.

18. French R, Kingdon G (2010) The relative
effectiveness of private and government schools in
rural India: evidence from ASER data. London:
Institute of Education.

19. Galab A, Vennam U, Komanduri A, Benny L,
Georgiadis A (2013) The impact of parental
aspirations on private school enrolment: evidence
from Andhra Pradesh, India. Oxford: University of
Oxford. Young Lives Working Paper 97.

20. Goyal S (2009) Inside the house of learning: the
relative performance of public and private schools in
Orissa. Education Economics 17(3):315-327.

21. Goyal S, Pandey P (2009) How do government
and private schools differ? Findings from two large
Indian states. Washington, DC: World Bank.

22. Harma J (2009) Can choice promote Education
for All? Evidence from growth in private primary
schooling in India. Compare: A Journal of
Comparative and International Education 39(2):151—
165.

23. Harma J (2011) Low cost private schooling in
India: Is it pro poor and equitable? International
Journal of Educational Development 31(4):350—356.
24. Harma J, Adefisayo F (2013) Scaling up:
challenges facing low-fee private schools in the
slums of Lagos, Nigeria. In: Srivastava P (ed.) Low-
fee private schooling: aggravating equity or
mitigating disadvantage? Oxford: Symposium.

DFID RESEARCH AND EVIDENCE DIVISION: EVIDENCE BRIEF 7


http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/akhwaja/papers/PrivateSchool_CER.pdf
http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/akhwaja/papers/PrivateSchool_CER.pdf
http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/akhwaja/papers/PrivateSchool_CER.pdf
http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:http://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/akhwaja/papers/PrivateSchool_CER.pdf
http://ipl.econ.duke.edu/bread/papers/0904conf/Andrabi.pdf
http://ipl.econ.duke.edu/bread/papers/0904conf/Andrabi.pdf
http://ipl.econ.duke.edu/bread/papers/0904conf/Andrabi.pdf
http://economics-files.pomona.edu/andrabi/research/StudentsToday.pdf
http://economics-files.pomona.edu/andrabi/research/StudentsToday.pdf
http://economics-files.pomona.edu/andrabi/research/StudentsToday.pdf
http://economics-files.pomona.edu/andrabi/research/StudentsToday.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6VB9-520J9DG-1/2/6803d269a26665c2b8a10fec259bb334
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6VB9-520J9DG-1/2/6803d269a26665c2b8a10fec259bb334
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6VB9-520J9DG-1/2/6803d269a26665c2b8a10fec259bb334
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2011/04/25/000158349_20110425102033/Rendered/PDF/WPS5638.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2011/04/25/000158349_20110425102033/Rendered/PDF/WPS5638.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2011/04/25/000158349_20110425102033/Rendered/PDF/WPS5638.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2011/04/25/000158349_20110425102033/Rendered/PDF/WPS5638.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2010/11/01/000158349_20101101161208/Rendered/PDF/WPS5465.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2010/11/01/000158349_20101101161208/Rendered/PDF/WPS5465.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2010/11/01/000158349_20101101161208/Rendered/PDF/WPS5465.pdf
http://www-wds.worldbank.org/servlet/WDSContentServer/WDSP/IB/2010/11/01/000158349_20101101161208/Rendered/PDF/WPS5465.pdf
http://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/Bold%20et%20al%20final.pdf
http://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/Bold%20et%20al%20final.pdf
http://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/Bold%20et%20al%20final.pdf
http://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/Bold%20et%20al%20final.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059311000058
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059311000058
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059311000058
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059311000058
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272775711001798
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272775711001798
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272775711001798
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272775711001798
http://www.ihds.umd.edu/IHDS_papers/PrivateSchooling.pdf
http://www.ihds.umd.edu/IHDS_papers/PrivateSchooling.pdf
http://www.ihds.umd.edu/IHDS_papers/PrivateSchooling.pdf
http://repec.ioe.ac.uk/REPEc/pdf/qsswp1003.pdf
http://repec.ioe.ac.uk/REPEc/pdf/qsswp1003.pdf
http://repec.ioe.ac.uk/REPEc/pdf/qsswp1003.pdf
http://repec.ioe.ac.uk/REPEc/pdf/qsswp1003.pdf
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/yl-wp97_vennam-et-al
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/yl-wp97_vennam-et-al
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/yl-wp97_vennam-et-al
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/yl-wp97_vennam-et-al
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/yl-wp97_vennam-et-al
http://ddp-ext.worldbank.org/EdStats/INDwp09b.pdf
http://ddp-ext.worldbank.org/EdStats/INDwp09b.pdf
http://ddp-ext.worldbank.org/EdStats/INDwp09b.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03057920902750400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03057920902750400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03057920902750400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03057920902750400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03057920902750400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2011.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2011.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2011.01.003

EVIDENCE BRIEF

8

25. Harma J, Rose P (2012) Is low-fee private
primary schooling affordable for the poor? Evidence
from rural India. In: Robertson S, Mundy K (eds)
Public-private partnerships in education: new actors
and modes of governance in a globalizing world.
Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing

26.Hartwig KA (2013) Using a social justice
framework to assess educational quality in
Tanzanian schools. International Journal of
Educational Development 33, 5: 487—496.

27.Heyneman SP, Stern JMB, (2013) Low cost
private schools for the poor: What public policy is
appropriate? [Online] International Journal of
Educational Development .
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/}.ijedudev.2013.01.002
28. Humayun S, Shahzad, R. and Cunningham, R.
(2013) Regulating low-fee private schools in
Islamabad: a study in policy and practice. In:
Srivastava P (ed.) Low-fee private schooling:
aggravating equity or mitigating disadvantage?
Oxford: Oxford Studies in Comparative Education.
29. Javaid K, Musaddig T, Sultan A (2012) Prying the

private school effect: an empirical analysis of
learning outcomes of public and private schools in
Pakistan. Lahore: University of Management
Sciences (LUMS), Department of Economics.

30. Johnson C, Bowles MT (2010) Making the
grade? Private education in northern India. The
Journal of Development Studies 46(3):485-505.

31. Kingdon G (2008) School-sector effects on
student achievement in India. In: Chakrabarti R,
Peterson P (eds) School choice international:
exploring public—private partnerships. Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press.

32. Kingdon G, Banerji R (2009) Addressing school
quality: some policy pointers from rural north India.
Cambridge: Research Consortium on Educational
Outcomes & Poverty (RECOUP).

33. Kremer M, Muralidharan K (2008) Public and
private schools in rural India. In: Peterson P,
Chakrabarti R (eds) School choice international:
exploring public-private partnerships. Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press.

34. Maitra P, Pal S, Sharma A (2011) Reforms,
growth and persistence of gender gap: recent
evidence from private school enrolment in India.
Bonn: Institute for the Study of Labor.

35. Muralidharan K, & Sundararaman V (2013) The
aggregate effect of school choice - evidence from a
two-stage experiment in India. Cambridge, MA: The
National Bureau of Economic Research. Working
paper no. 19441.

36. Nishimura M, Yamano T (2013) Emerging private
education in Africa: determinants of school choice in
rural Kenya. World Development 43: 266—275.

37. Ohara Y (2012) Examining the legitimacy of
unrecognised low-fee private schools in India:
comparing different perspectives. Compare: A
Journal of Comparative and International Education
42(1):69-90.

38. Ohara Y (2013) The regulation of unrecognised
low-fee private schools in Delhi: potential
implications for India’s Right to Education Act. In:
Srivastava P (ed.) Low-fee private schooling:
aggravating equity or mitigating disadvantage?
Oxford: Symposium.

39. Ohba A (2012) Do low-cost private school
leavers in the informal settlement have a good
chance of admission to a government secondary
school? A study from Kibera in Kenya. Compare: A
Journal of Comparative and International Education
43, 6: —763-782.

40. Oketch M, Mutisya M, Ngware M, Ezeh AC, Epari
C (2010) Free primary education policy and pupil
school mobility in urban Kenya. International Journal
of Educational Research 49(6):173-183.

41. Pal S (2010) Public infrastructure, location of
private schools and primary school attainment in an
emerging economy. Economics of Education Review
29(5):783-794.

42. Pal S, Kingdon G (2010) Can private school
growth foster universal literacy? Panel evidence from
Indian districts. Bonn: Institute for the Study of Labor

(ZA).

43. Phillips KD, Stambach A (2008) Cultivating
choice: the invisible hands of educational opportunity
in Tanzania. In: Forsey M, Davies S, Walford G (eds)
The globalisation of school choice? Oxford:
Symposium, pp. 145-164.

44. Rose P (2010) Achieving Education for All
through public—private partnerships? Development in
Practice, 20(4-5):473-483.

45. Schirmer S (2010) Hidden assets: South Africa’s
low-fee private schools. Johannesburg: Centre for
Development and Enterprise.

46. Siddhu G (2011) Can families in rural India bear
the additional burden of secondary education?
Investigating the determinants of transition.
Pathways to Access Research Monograph No 50.
Falmer: University of Sussex.

47. Singh A (2013) The private school premium: size
and sources of the private school advantage in test
scores in India. Oxford: University of Oxford. Young
Lives Working Paper 98.

48. Singh R, Sarkar S (2012) Teaching quality
counts: how student outcomes relate to guality of
teaching in private and public schools in India.
Oxford: University of Oxford. Young Lives Working
Paper 91.

49. Sommers C (2013) Primary education in rural
Bangladesh: degrees of access, choice, and
participation of the poorest. CREATE Pathways to
Access Research Monograph No 75. Falmer:
University of Sussex.

50. Srivastava P (2008a) School choice in India:
disadvantaged groups and low-fee private schools.
In:Forsey M, Davies S, Walford G (eds)The
globalisation of school choice? Oxford: Symposium,
pp. 185-208.



http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S073805931200082X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S073805931200082X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S073805931200082X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S073805931200082X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059313000059
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059313000059
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059313000059
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0738059313000059
http://www.periglobal.org/sites/periglobal.org/files/7.Prying_the_Private_School_Effect(Musaddiq&Sultan).pdf
http://www.periglobal.org/sites/periglobal.org/files/7.Prying_the_Private_School_Effect(Musaddiq&Sultan).pdf
http://www.periglobal.org/sites/periglobal.org/files/7.Prying_the_Private_School_Effect(Musaddiq&Sultan).pdf
http://www.periglobal.org/sites/periglobal.org/files/7.Prying_the_Private_School_Effect(Musaddiq&Sultan).pdf
http://www.periglobal.org/sites/periglobal.org/files/7.Prying_the_Private_School_Effect(Musaddiq&Sultan).pdf
http://recoup.educ.cam.ac.uk/pb5.pdf
http://recoup.educ.cam.ac.uk/pb5.pdf
http://recoup.educ.cam.ac.uk/pb5.pdf
http://recoup.educ.cam.ac.uk/pb5.pdf
http://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/58728/1/690182880.pdf
http://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/58728/1/690182880.pdf
http://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/58728/1/690182880.pdf
http://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/58728/1/690182880.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305750X12002367
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305750X12002367
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305750X12002367
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883035511000036
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883035511000036
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883035511000036
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0883035511000036
http://people.brunel.ac.uk/~ecstssp/webfiles/ECOEDU1078%20PP%20School%202010.pdf
http://people.brunel.ac.uk/~ecstssp/webfiles/ECOEDU1078%20PP%20School%202010.pdf
http://people.brunel.ac.uk/~ecstssp/webfiles/ECOEDU1078%20PP%20School%202010.pdf
http://people.brunel.ac.uk/~ecstssp/webfiles/ECOEDU1078%20PP%20School%202010.pdf
http://ftp.iza.org/dp5274.pdf
http://ftp.iza.org/dp5274.pdf
http://ftp.iza.org/dp5274.pdf
http://ftp.iza.org/dp5274.pdf
http://dspace.cigilibrary.org/jspui/bitstream/123456789/29540/1/Hidden%20Assests%20-%20South%20Africas%20Low-Fee%20Private%20Schools.pdf?1
http://dspace.cigilibrary.org/jspui/bitstream/123456789/29540/1/Hidden%20Assests%20-%20South%20Africas%20Low-Fee%20Private%20Schools.pdf?1
http://dspace.cigilibrary.org/jspui/bitstream/123456789/29540/1/Hidden%20Assests%20-%20South%20Africas%20Low-Fee%20Private%20Schools.pdf?1
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/wp91-singh-sarkar
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/wp91-singh-sarkar
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/wp91-singh-sarkar
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/wp91-singh-sarkar
http://www.younglives.org.uk/files/working-papers/wp91-singh-sarkar

EVIDENCE BRIEF

51. Srivastava P (2008b) The shadow institutional
framework: towards a new institutional understanding
of an emerging private school sector in India.
Research Papers in Education 23(4): 451-475

52. Srivastava P (2010) Public—private partnerships
or privatisation? Questioning the state's role in
education in India. Development in Practice 20(4—
5):540-553.

53. Sucharita V (2013) Negotiating between family,
peers and school: understanding the world of
government school and private school students.
Compare: A Journal of Comparative and
International Education
DOI:10.1080/03057925.2013.792671.

54. Thapa A (2012). Public and private school
performance in Nepal: an analysis using the SLC
examination. Education Economics
DOI:10.1080/09645292.2012.738809.

55. Tooley J, Bao Y, Dixon P, Merrifield J (2011)
School choice and academic performance: some
evidence from developing countries. Journal of
School Choice 5(1):1-39.

56. Tooley J, Dixon P, Stanfield J (2008) Impact of
free primary education in Kenya: a case study of
private schools in Kibera. Educational Management
Administration and Leadership 36(4):449-469.

57. Verger A, VanderKaaij S (2012) The national
politics of global policies: public—private partnerships
in Indian education. In: Verger A, Novelli M,
Altinyelken HK (eds) Global education policy and
international development. New York: Bloomsbury.

58. Wadhwa W (2009) Are private schools really
performing better than government schools? New
Delhi: ASER.

59. Woodhead M, Frost M, James Z (2013) Does
growth in private schooling contribute to Education
for All? Evidence from a longitudinal, two cohort
study in Andhra Pradesh, India. International Journal
of Educational Development 33(1):65-73.



http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09614521003763079?journalCode=cdip20#.UnuQhnpFC70
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09614521003763079?journalCode=cdip20#.UnuQhnpFC70
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09614521003763079?journalCode=cdip20#.UnuQhnpFC70
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09614521003763079?journalCode=cdip20#.UnuQhnpFC70
http://web.ics.purdue.edu/~ybao/3.pdf
http://web.ics.purdue.edu/~ybao/3.pdf
http://web.ics.purdue.edu/~ybao/3.pdf
http://web.ics.purdue.edu/~ybao/3.pdf
http://ema.sagepub.com/content/36/4/449
http://ema.sagepub.com/content/36/4/449
http://ema.sagepub.com/content/36/4/449
http://ema.sagepub.com/content/36/4/449
http://images2.asercentre.org/Resources/Articles/Pvt_Sch_Final.pdf
http://images2.asercentre.org/Resources/Articles/Pvt_Sch_Final.pdf
http://images2.asercentre.org/Resources/Articles/Pvt_Sch_Final.pdf
http://oro.open.ac.uk/32553/1/
http://oro.open.ac.uk/32553/1/
http://oro.open.ac.uk/32553/1/
http://oro.open.ac.uk/32553/1/
http://oro.open.ac.uk/32553/1/

