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Executive Summary 

World Vision Myanmar provides a community based, NFE program targeted towards OOSC 
who have dropped out of school and are either working or staying home to help the household 
with chores, taking care of younger siblings, etc.  The NFE program was designed to give these 
children a second chance to learning through development in literacy, numeracy as well as 
improve on their social, physical welfare and takes an approach to ensure children’s’ rights for 
development, survival, protection and participation .   

This study focused on the impact of NFE on OOSC in the target communities, the type of 
OOSC, the benefits of the NFE on this group of children and on the community at large.  It also 
aimed to understand the long term benefits of the program and the scope of replicating and 
expanding activities throughout the country. 

Socio-economic survey indicate that households were poor, and HH heads almost uneducated 
(30-50% completed primary schooling).  Children from such HHs often dropped out of school to 
support their families (25%).  Nearly 56% children were engaged in wage-related activities.  
Long working hours (50% of children worked between 8 and 9 hours each day), expensive 
schooling (6.3%), and helping and supporting parents in family business (43%) were the main 
reasons for not attending/dropping out of school.  These reasons were in line with the findings 
from previous studies on OOSC conducted by WVM in 2011.   

From the study it is evident that NFE centers in the communities had a major impact on 
household incomes.  NFE children with improved literacy and numeracy skills mentioned an 
increase in their wages.   A third of the children earned between 40,000 and 60,000 Kyats, 25% 
earned between 70,000 and 100,000 Kyats.  One NFE student mentioned a monthly income 
increase of 20,000 Kyats. About 62.5% of the children said they attended the NFE schools 
regularly.  Children with improved literacy skills were able to read signs, notices, and 
information.  They were able to read stories and share information with their families.   

Joining NFE classes had a encouraging and positive impact on the knowledge, attitude and 
behavior of children towards their friends, teachers, family and community.  About 53% of 
parents felt their children were more knowledgeable and could read and write better after joining 
NFE center.  Nearly a quarter (23%) mentioned their children were much happier after joining 
NFE center. 

It is important to state that the NFE programs were not strictly academic nor did it adhere to any 
prescribed guidelines.  The goal of the NFE program was to give children a second chance at 
learning, and to provide a holistic approach to the learning process. Children and parents were 
grateful to the NFE centers for bringing about positive changes in their outlook.  Educational 
attainment was therefore a boost to self-esteem.  Prior to joining the NFE centers, most of the 
OOSC, children were often on the street, getting in and out of trouble, misguided, idle and were 
not interested in going to school. The NFE centers learning programs and objectives 
encouraged community participation and saw a gradual increase n the number of enrolments.  
The OOSC experienced a totally new approach to teaching and learning – an atmosphere of 
care and nurturing, where all children were treated equally-irrespective of their social or 
economic standing, where the emphasis was on maintaining close relationships with teachers 
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and learning faster.  Compared to Government primary schools where corporal punishment is 
allowed, children discriminated and passing grades not translated into actual learning, the NFE 
children learned in a stress free and happy environment, making the learning process 
interactive, participative, motivating, and faster. 

Positive self-esteem and confidence, having goals in life, to set-up small businesses within their 
communities were the goals and aims of almost all children.  Children had simple goals for 
themselves but wished much better for their siblings.  Lack of exposure limited their abilities to 
think beyond their communities.  Local jobs such as mechanics, tailors, salon owners, teachers, 
were some of the jobs that NFE children aimed for.  Nearly 37.5% of children had no goals for 
themselves.  Girl students mainly opted for running their own sewing enterprises (12.5%). 

All children were treated alike.  NFE centers did not discriminate children or look down on any of 
their students.  Children were treated with care, kindness and respect.  NFE children were in 
praise of their teachers who were caring and helpful.  Teachers visited homes of children to 
enquire after children that were either sick or absent for long periods of time, always coaxing 
parents and encouraging children to attend NFE classes regularly.  About 55%of the teachers 
perceived that children are interested in attending NFE classes.  Teachers also conducted 
market surveys for suitable vocational training for graduating students. 

Health and hygiene became important issues previously ignored by the children and parents. 
NFE children were conscious about keeping food safe and clean, making water safe to drink, 
washing hands with soap, among other things.   

Nearly 75% interviewed NFE children were aware of CP principles.  Children discussed human 
trafficking, sexual exploitation of girls, rape and black magic.  They were wary of accepting food 
from strangers, conversing with unknown people, and walking alone in the dark.  Recruitment 
into the army of children less than eleven years of age was recognized as a violation of their 
child rights.  

For the OOSC, the NFE centers provided a “second chance” to learning; restoring and 
reaffirming faith in them, building positive relations with family and community members that 
contributes to happiness and a sense of belonging.   

!
!
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Recommendations 

!
• As the MEC funded NFEs are relatively new in most target areas (2 or less than 2 years), 

bringing in successful graduates from early established NFE centers to speak and share 
their experiences in NFE education, CP, etc, in the newer areas, to encourage parents and 
motivate children to regularly attend NFE classes 

• To introduce newer vocation skills such as computing, electronics, English language 
classes, value-added snack making, etc, so NFE children are more skilled when they 
graduate 

• Include commercial/small scale businesses/larger industries as part of field trips, to broaden 
the vision of children 

• Since the main factor contributing to children to leave school for drop-out is mainly poverty 
and other economic factors, it is suggested that future NFE program should consider the 
importance of helping the vulnerable households through intensified income generating 
activities,  

• Parental education with extended subject matters be introduced and intensified for the 
parents to increase their knowledge on the importance of education and family relationships  

• Develop a comparative study to assess the impact of NFE on OOSC in urban and rural 
areas, to get a clear picture of the reasons for OOSC, and the role of NFE in re-shaping the 
future of OOSC. 

• As an in-depth quantitative study with a statistically significant sample size and sampling 
methodology on education, make correlations between incomes, seasonal availability of job, 
family size, adequate food proportioning, and children being able to attend formal school, 
reasons for not attending school, reasons for dropping out, and enrolment into NFE centers,    

• The Government in acknowledging the efforts and success of WVM-NFEs, must work with 
its education departments as well as other government agencies to enhance and extend the 
reach of NFEs to other parts of the country, and bring in as many OOSC into the 
mainstream of skilled young workforce, building much needed human resources for the 
country. 

• WVM along with relevant government bodies to view awarding equivalent certificates to NFE 
graduates that are eligible to appear for end-of-the-year Government school exams, this 
may help bring in more OOSC and those who never attended school to the NFE centers, 
and continue learning while earning. 

• For the migrant population with OOSC, absence of school transfer certificate contributed to 
the children not being accepted to enter schools, awareness raising should be made at the 
community level, and be brought to the notice of concerned authorities and decision makers 
at the government levels, 
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• Teachers received adequate training under the NFE program. This type of training program 

should be maintained with the teachers appropriately compensated for their noble services. 

!
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Introduction and Background 

According to a study conducted in 2014, Myanmar faces a serious challenge in terms of 
availability of funding for investment in public education with the entire education system being 
termed as “antiquated” in terms of access and quality.  The Myanmar Education Consortium 
describes that school-age children in the Country face a number of additional barriers to 
education: poverty, minority and gender discrimination, direct and indirect costs, language, 
disabilities, conflict, natural disasters, and the like. 

World Vision International – Myanmar (WVM), currently operating in 35 townships (Area 
Development Programs in WV’s operating context)  across 6 states and 5 regions, is one of the 
longest serving international NGOs in Myanmar, operating since 1960 and with official 
registration in 1993.  Supporting community-based organizations is a strategic focus of World 
Vision, with key activities in education, health, and economic development, assistance to 
vulnerable children, disaster response, and disaster risk reduction.  World Vision’s Education 
Strategy focuses on Early Childhood Care and Development (ECCD), Non-Formal Education 
(NFE), Vocational Training and Primary School Environment Support.   

World Vision Myanmar's education program focuses on three areas: Early Childhood 
Development, Non-Formal Education and Vocational Training.  The World Vision Myanmar has 
supported over 400 Early Childhood Development Centers (ECD) and 100 Non-Formal 
Education Centers (NFE). 

World Vision’s Approach to Early Childhood Development and NFE 

The establishment of a community-based ECD center or a NFE center is based on the results 
from an assessment which measures the status of young children with regards to health, 
nutrition, child development, safety and psycho-social support.  Community involvement is vital 
to the sustainability of the centers and empowerment of community members. Therefore, the 
management committee is the integral component of a community-based ECD /NFE program.  
Management committees consist of parents, teachers and community leaders. These 
committees work with World Vision initially to support implementation, gradually taking the lead 
in becoming self-sustaining, community-operated centers as grant support phases out.   
Sustainability is ensured through income generating activities developed with support from the 
project and will be community-led to fund the on-going center’s operations after Year 2.  
Program quality is achieved through well-trained ECD caregivers and NFE facilitators and is 
evaluated by a Child Development Outcome Assessment for ECD that addresses school 
readiness following the ECD experience and FLAT for NFE to assess the literacy level for every 
participating child.  Caregivers and facilitators are selected based on approved criteria and will 
receive pre-service professional development as well as technical support over the course of 
the project.  Parents' representation is significant on management committees and participation 
in parenting education training is encouraged.  Qualitative reports on “Most Significant 
Changes” in parenting practices serve as a tool to monitor behavior changes. Parental 
education focuses on nutrition, proper sanitation, parenting skills, and ECD concepts.   !!
The Non Formal Education (NFE) program focuses on three areas: 
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1. Access to literacy, numeracy and life skills programs for more than 800 out-of-school 

children between the ages of 8 and 18 
2. Functional literacy through quality NFE programs, and  
3. Parent and community involvement 

WVM provides a community-based, Non-Formal Education program (NFE) targeting OOSC who 
are either working or staying at home to help out with chores and/or to support their family’s 
small business.  Designed as a “second chance” to learning through development in children’s 
literacy and numeracy levels, the program also addresses the physical, social and emotional 
wellbeing of an out-of-school child – life skills are taught as one of the core subjects – and 
vocational training opportunities are assessed and provided to the children who are 13 years 
and above.    WVM has supported establishment of 76 centers serving around 1,800 out-of-
school children in FY 14. (WVM has 95 NFE centres and 1897 children in FY 14). !
PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 
The purpose of the consultancy, supported by the MEC, is to provide a thorough understanding 
of the situation and type of OOSC that WVM is reaching, as well as an understanding of the 
long-term NFE program’s qualitative impacts with a goal of expanding and replicating quality 
aspects of the program throughout Myanmar. 

Under MEC project, WVM has conducted a situational analysis in 19 project target communities 
in 7 ADPs/ townships to identify reasons for out of school – never attended or dropping out – 
types of work they are engaging in, earnings and work hours.  In 25 ADPs, WVM has also 
conducted Caregiver Surveys which provide detailed economic and social characteristics of a 
community.  Results from these surveys are utilized as one of the data sets for the study. 
Through MEC, the report will be shared with and serves as a resource for stakeholders in 
Education, including donors, to aid education strategy development for out-of-schoolchildren.  !
OBJECTIVES 

Objective1: To understand an overall profile of a household and a community, where children 
are not attending schools, in select WVM target townships.   

Objective 2:  To understand correlations between household and community characteristics and 
profile out-of-school children in select MEC project target NFE communities.  A detailed analysis 
using already available data from the Situational Analysis and Caregiver Surveys in the select 
communities in ADPs listed below.  

Objective 3:  To understand the impact of WVM’s NFE program on children, families and 
communities.  !
!
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METHODOLOGY 

➢ The research team reviewed project documents, reports and data provided by WVM, and to 
discuss and make necessary clarifications with WVM. 

➢ The research team utilized and analyzed the data and information from a situational analysis 
conducted by WVM (under MEC project) in 19 project target communities in 7 ADPs/ 
townships to identify reasons for out of school – never attended or dropping out – types of 
work they are engaging in, earnings and work hours, etc. 

➢ The research team will utilized and analyzed data and information from the ADP-Care givers 
surveys conducted by WVM to understand and identify the socio-economic conditions of 
households and communities in the study area 

➢ Tools used  included: 

• Focus Group Discussion with NFE children, Parents, and Management committee 

• Key Informant Interviews/Individual Interviews with NFE children, NFE Facilitators 
(teachers) care givers, management committee members (those who received 
training) and parents.  

• Discussion with WVM staff on current non-formal education activities.  

!
A total of 20 FGDs, 50 individual interviews and 2 case studies were conducted by the 
interviewers.  

Table 1.  Number of FGDs and Individual Interviews Conducted

Township
NFE 
Cent

er

FGD ID

NFE 
Childre
n

Parents/ 
Caregivers

Managemen
t Committee

NFE 
Children

NFE 
teacher
s

Parents/ 
Caregive
rs

Manageme
nt 
Committee

Einme 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1

Hlegu 1 0 1 1 2 1 2 1

Dagon 
Seikkan 3 3 1 1 2 4 2 2

Thanbyuzaya
t 1 2 1 1 3 2 2 2

Mawlamyine 1 1 1 1 5 2 2 2

Hlaingtharyar 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2

Total 8 8 6 6 16 12 12 10
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Selection of the study sites and sample size 

The selection of the study sites and sample size was made on purposive sampling in 
consultation with World Vision NFE program and local World Vision ADP managers.   

➢ Sampling Criteria:   

!
• Target areas were ADP where an MEC-supported NFE center is located and a caregiver 

survey was conducted. 

• For non-MEC centers, the length of NFE operation (ADP in last phase) and a caregiver 
survey was conducted 

The aim of sampling was to be able to provide HH and community characteristics where NFE 
centers are in operation.  The selection of the study sites and sample size was made on 
purposive sampling in consultation with World Vision NFE program and local World Vision ADP 
managers, which was largely based on the availability of the participating respondents and the 
capacity of the ADP offices in facilitating the field visits.  Project sites for the field study included: 

Table 2.  Project sites for the field study 

!
The research had a mix of NFEs, some that were established earlier (2003) and the more 
recent NFE enters (2013), on purpose.  The mix was designed to show “what is” and “what can 
be”, especially since MEC centers in the newer areas have been in operation for less than 2 
years, to show the positive impacts of NFE centers that have been in operation for a longer 
time. 

Field teams’ responsibilities 

• Field studies were conducted by 3 field teams.  
• Team 1 was led by Naw Ku Ku (Researcher) and assisted by Naw Paw Eh (Research 

Associate) with additional 2 members (Mie Mie Than and  Mya Mya Oo).  

NFE center # of schools NFE center start/length of operation 

E i n m e t o w n s h i p , 
Ayeyarwaddy region

1 MEC funded  -NFE 2013

Dagon Seikan township, 
Yangon

3 MEC funded-NFE 2013

Hlegu township, Yangon 1 MEC funded-NFE 2013

Thanbyuzayat township, Mon 
state

1 MEC funded-NFE 2014

Mawlamyine township, Mon 
state

1

Hlaing Thar Yar township, 
Yangon   

1 WVM-NFE 2003 
MEC funded-NFE 2013
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• Team 2 was led by Naw Lois Kyaw (Researcher) and assisted by Naw Thuray Paw 

(Associate researcher), and 2 additional members Pan Pwint Ein, Yin Yin Mon 
• Team 3 was led by Lawson Sein Tun (Research Director) and assisted by Lynn Pyae 

Myo Aung and Saw Caleb Keh Blut 
• Field study was conducted between 24 February and 7 March 2015. Training for field 

study tentatively was conducted on 21 February 2015. !
Data Processing and Preliminary Data and Findings 

Qualitative data compilation, entry, processing and analysis was conducted by the three teams 
between 3 March and 10 March.  Secondary data from Caregivers Survey from the 6 areas of 
World Vision ADPs were utilized for providing the socio-economic background of the 6 areas. 
Quantitative data from field visits were processed and analyzed by the firm’s Database 
Management and Analysis Unit using Microsoft Excel program. Qualitative data were compiled 
and process during 1st and 12 March. 

Constraints and Limitations 

• Students at the NFE centers were between ages 8-18 years.  Due to the nature of mixed 
age grouping, the younger students were not as engaged as the older students; 
questions were perceived differently by the younger and older students, resulting in 
mixed responses to the same questions. 

• In some areas the (children) respondents were either young or had been studying at 
NFE program only for a few months limiting them from understanding the questions. 
Some were disabled and had the difficulty of responding to questions. Due to time 
constraints and to maintain the integrity evaluation process, the questions were not 
altered or scaffolded for younger and children with disabilities.   

• The evaluation process had a methodological issue as regarding to assessing 
awareness and understanding of CP principles.  As observed by WV staff, the 
interviewer’s phraseology was “theoretical” in the early part of the assessment and 
children misinterpreted the questions. Changes were made in the later part of the 
process; as a result the findings were not conclusive. 

• Only MEC funded NFEs where care  givers survey was already conducted was selected 
for survey, therefore sample size was small and not statistically significant.   

• Correlations made were only indicative of the impact of socio-economic factors on 
OOSC, and not an actual analyses.  Further studies with large sample sizes need to be 
conducted to corroborate findings from this assessment. 

• Qualitative interviews and discussions could substantiate cause and effect of poverty/low 
income on education, attending school and drop-outs, but this is not validated by 
statistical data.  .A separate study focusing mainly on education, OOSC and NFE may 
be done in the future to verify and synthesize statistical data with qualitative analyses. 

!
!
!

!
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SOCIO-ECONOMIC PROFILE OF COMMUNITIES AND CORRELATIONS WITH OOSC 

An in-depth study about their socio-economic conditions was done to understand household 
situations and the OOSC.   A quantitative study exploring various aspects of home, education of 
household heads, income, HH children enrolled in school, reasons for drop-out, working hours, 
etc were determined to get a holistic view of the OOSC.  

Family Size:  According to ADP community surveys conducted by WVM in 2011-2012, average 
family size was 5, with a mean of 0.47 for the number of children aged 0-59months/HH.  The 
study surveyed 981 households, 85% male headed and 15% female headed households. 

Education of HH heads:  The following figure shows the highest education attained by 
household heads in the target areas.   

!  

Across the target areas, an average of 22% of HH heads had studied up to Grade 4, about 
9.6% completed grade 3, and only about 7.7% completed grade 5.  Low literacy levels were 
recorded across the target areas for HH heads.  Overall, educational achievements were low, 
with 30-50% of household heads having completed primary school levels. 

Educational attainment of HH head and OOSC 

According to the following figure, data shows that in homes where the HH head was educated 
only up to Grade 3, nearly 61% of their children had never attended school and/or OOSC, of 
which 38.1% were girls, and 23% boys.  Children with educated parents (Grade 10), were 
educated themselves, recording lowest rates for never-having-attended-school.  The 
educational status of the parent, in this study, has a direct bearing on the educational status of 
the child.  HH with poorly educated HH heads, had the highest percentage of children that never 
attended school, or attended school and dropped out. 

Grade	  3
Grade	  4
Grade	  5
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Fig 2. Educational Status of HH heads with children never been to school or OOSC by  
Gender 

!  

!
Occupation/income generating activities 

The leading types of occupation for household income are presented in the following table.  

Table 3.  Occupation of Households in Target Areas 

Males Females

Types of occupation Hlegu
Dagon 
Seikkan

Thanbyu 
zayat Einme

Hlaingthaya
r

Mawlamyin
e

 Mason, carpenter, 
car/motorbike 
mechanic, tailor, etc. 7.8 19.0 7.9 4.2 24.5 15.2

grocery shop, 
bamboo shop, 
haircutting shop, 
homebased ECCD 
centers, etc. 12.2 12.4 21.4 9.4 26.2 28.6

odd job: farm/garden 
worker, wood cutter, 
motor bike driver, etc. 34.3 33.5 26.8 39.6 9.8 19.9

Paddy farmer, 
vegetable gardener, 
etc. 26.0 3.8 23.4 35.1 0.2 6.0
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Working in odd jobs as wage labor was the main source of income for households in the target 
areas.   Casual labor jobs were day-to-day based and depended on availability.  HH heads were 
casual workers, farmers, fishermen, woodcutters, and unpaid family workers.  A proportion of 
18% of respondents mentioned “others” as income sources, reflecting the same conditions as 
found by the Caregivers’ Surveys conducted by WV in 2012 and 2013. 

HlaingTharyar had nearly a quarter of HH engaged in skilled work such as masonry, carpentry, 
mechanic, tailoring, etc, while the remote community of Einme had less than 5% skilled work 
force.  DGSK was second in skilled HH (19%) followed by Mawlamyine (15.2%).  Less than 
10% of HH were engaged in selling things, moving from place to place.  Mawlamyine and 
HlaingTharyar had a little more than 25% of HH running their own small enterprises such as 
grocery shop, bamboo shop, hair salon, home-based ECCD centers, etc.  Households in Einme 
recorded 35% of families engaged in agribusiness. 

For the purpose of the study, 12 parents were interviewed.  Of these, 6 households earned less 
than 100,000 Kyats / month, 4 earned between 100,000 Kyats and 150,000, 1 HH that earned 
up to 200,000 Kyats / month, and 1 HH that was not able to estimate their monthly income.  This 
reflects on the poor to very poor economic situation of households, which necessitated children 
to drop-out of school and earn money to meet the needs of the family. 

Data from the care giver survey was used to associate income levels of HH with OOSC.  Both 
female and male headed households were identified, and the income activities of HH with 
OOSC  are presented below: 

Table 4. Main income generating activities of male and female headed HH 

!

Sources of cash 
income

Male headed 
HH

Female 
headed HH Total

Skilled worker 192 26 218

Mobile seller 123 30 153

Running small 
business

152 30 182

Remittances 44 20 64

Casual labor 595 57 652

Permanent job, 
employee

143 11 154

Agricultural 
business

153 17 170

Others 35 9 44

 1437 200 1637
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Of the total households surveyed in the care giver study, about 12.2% were female headed 
households.  Wage labor or casual labor was the main source of income for most households in 
the target areas.  Income from casual labor depended on the availability of work, season, and 
distance of the work place from home.  HH with main income from casual labor directly 
impacted on education of their children.  Nearly 40% of HH with children aged between 6 and 
18 years with parent/parents working as casual labor, did not attend school or were OOSC.  
Parents who were skilled workers, parents with regular incomes and those involved in agri 
business recorded fewer percent of OOSC, as the following table depicts. 

!
Incomes of the HH head had a direct bearing on whether the child was enrolled at school, or if 
the child had to drop out of school to supplement family income, by working outside home. 

Dwelling conditions 

An average of 50% of the households surveyed lived in “acceptable condition housing” with 
thatched roof and walls and bamboo flooring.  However, 25% of households lived in poor to very 
poor type of dwellings. 

Table 6.  Dwelling Conditions of HH in Target Areas 

Table 5. Households with children [Age 6-18 years] who are not 
attending school or OOSC by source of cash income of earning HH 
head (%)

 

Sources of cash income Head of HH (%)

Both sexesMale Female

Skilled worker 13.4 13.0 13.3

Mobile seller 8.6 15.0 9.3

Running small business 10.6 15.0 11.1

Remittances 3.1 10.0 3.9

Casual labor 41.4 28.5 39.8    

Permanent job, employee 10.0 5.5 9.4

Agricultural business 10.6 8.5 10.4

Others 2.4 4.5 2.7

 100.0 100.0 100.0

Dwelling conditions Hlegu DGSK TBZY Einme HLTY Mawlamyine

Very poor condition 4.8 3.5 3.2 1.6 2.2 3.6

Poor condition 20.6 29.9 21.4 21.0 18.7 20.8

� 	  18



Impact Analysis of Non Formal Education Program for Out-of-School Children 2015!

!
The study sought to analyze if there was any relation between the dwelling condition of 
households (male and female headed HHs), and education of children (never attended school 
and /or OOSC).  The following table describes the dwelling situation based on male/female 
headed HHs. 

Table 7.  Status of dwelling of male and female Headed HH (%) 

!
More than 60% of the male and female headed HHs lived in their own homes with title deeds.  
Fewer than 5% were squatters on open land.  Overall, the dwelling situation and condition was 
acceptable, with most possessing ownership documents for land and home. 

Acceptable condition 40.8 46.5 51.9 49.6 43.7 45.2

Good condition 33.8 20.1 23.5 27.7 35.5 30.4

Status of dwelling Male Female Total

Squatting on land 3.0 4.8 3.3

Living with family members/friends 3.7 8.2 4.3

Rented house 17.5 10.2 16.6

Own without title deed 13.0 12.9 12.9

Own with title deed 62.8 63.9 62.9

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Figure	  3.	  Children	  [Age	  6-‐18	  years]	  who	  are	  not	  a<ending	  school	  or	  OOSC	  

by	  status	  of	  dwelling

!!
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!
A surprising result from the above chart indicates that HH with clear ownership and title deeds to 
their farm land and house also had the highest number of children that were out of school or 
never attended school.  Reasons for this being that the children (more male children) worked on 
their parents land or small business to help and support the family.  It also meant that the HH 
did not have to hire labor for work and pay them, when they could use the services of their own 
children.  Irrespective of the status of dwelling, fewer girls were OOSC compared to male 
children.  The type and condition of dwelling did not appear to have a bearing on the percentage 
of OOSC. 

Access to Credit 

From the care givers survey conducted earlier, it was evident that less than a third of the target 
population had access to credit.  It is however, not clear if the HH had access to institutionalized 
credit or credit from private moneylenders in the area.  More than 70% did not have access to 
credit facilities. 

Household’s access to credit and existing debts was regarded as an important factor in 
determining whether children attended school or dropped out after a few years of schooling.  
Out of 1165 households in which children never attended school, 557 or 47.8% households had 
debts.  Of these 49% male headed HH and 40% of female headed HH were in debt.  From the 
data table below, it is apparent that both male and female headed households did not have 
access to credit from financial institutions.  Credit was often borrowed from local money lenders 
at a higher interest rate.  More than 70% of HHs did not have access to sufficient credit.   

 Table 8. Households having access to credit (%) 

Option Male Female Both sexes

Yes 27.4 22.6 26.8

No 72.6 77.4 73.2

 100.0 100.0 100.0
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!
!
!
!
To reduce financial burden on poor and vulnerable households, it is likely that children from 
vulnerable families drop out of school or were never enrolled into school.   

Availability of transport / productive assets in the HH 

Most HH owned some assets such as plows, fishing nets, bicycle, TV, radio, mobile phone etc, 
however this study aimed to capture the relation between availability of transport and going to 
school / OOSC.  Out of 981 households surveyed, only 341 HHs owned a boat or motor cycle, 
cycle or a tractor.  Of these HHs, only 51 female headed households owned any type of 
productive asset.   

In the earlier sections, distance was mentioned as one of the reasons for parents not being able 
to send their children to school.  However, there was no correlation determined between 
distance to school and the availability of any productive asset as a reason for never having 
attended school or OOSC.   

!
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Access to electricity and improved drinking water 

! 	  

!  

Access to electricity was highest in HlaingTharyar community, with 90% of HH having electricity 
in their homes.  75% of Mawlamyine HH had access to electricity, between 60 and 60% HH in 
Hlegu, DGSK and TBZY, and only 40% of HH in Einme had electricity. 

All surveyed HH mentioned easy access to improved drinking water during winter and rainy 
seasons.  More than 90% of HH in DGSK and HlaingTharyar had good access to potable 
drinking water from improved sources all year.  Only 58% of HH in Einme had access to 
improved drinking water during winter season, and 70%HH during the rains.  This data implies 

Fig 4.  Access to electricity (%)
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that children did not have to drop out for either lack of electricity or having to go long distances 
to fetch water for the household. 

HHs in the target areas had access to both electricity and clean drinking water, this did not have 
an impact on the enrollment or drop-out rates of children from school.  Access to clean drinking 
water meant that HHs, especially the women did not have to go far from home to fetch water, 
neither did they have to spend time to bring in water.   

Food Security 

Mean number of months with adequate food 

The survey determined the percent of households with year-round access to sufficient food for 
the HH, as represented in the following figure. 

!  

Determining the percent of households with year round access to sufficient food for the HH was 
an indicator of the economic status of the households.  Households (average 50%) were able to 
provide adequate food for their families for ten months in the year.  The data however, does not 
discuss the other two months of the year, reasons for shortage, and if children were forced to 
drop out of school / NFE during these months.  Further studies may be required to throw light on 
this aspect. 

Results from DGSK were startling and significantly lower than all the other communities (4.4% 
HH for 3.15m/year), indicating DGSK suffers from food shortage for the better part of the year.  
DGSK also had the high wage labor at nearly 50% (wage labor doing odd jobs + wage farm 
labor).  Inadequate food was an indication of low incomes and inability of the HH head to meet 
the family’s requirements.   

Households that faced food shortages often needed extra hands to supplement family income.  
Children who were able to work outside home or support parents in their business, dropped out 
of school to help the family survive, as seen in the DGSK community. 

Households having to worry about not having enough food  

Mean	  number	  of	  months	  with	  adequate	  food	  provisioning	  (All	  households)
WVM	  CWBO	  Indicator:	  %	  of	  households	  with	  year-‐round	  access	  to	  sufficient	  food	  for	  the	  family's	  needs
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Out of a total of 1171 households with children [Age 6-18 years] who are not attending school or 
who drop out of school 53.2 % of households had to worry about not having enough food. It is 
also observed that more female headed households (49.7%) have to worry about not having 
enough food than those of male headed households (46.4%), as mentioned in the following 
table. 

Table 9.  HH having to worry about adequacy of food (%) 

Households having to eat fewer meals than usual 

About 33 % of the households ate fewer meals. This condition is prevalent in more female 
headed households (28.8 %) than in male headed households (22.1%)  The data was based on 
the findings from the care givers survey, and juxtaposed with OOSC. 

Table 10.  HH having fewer meals than usual (%) 

!
Households with incidences of no food of any kind to eat   

About 19.1 % of the households encountered having no food of any kind to eat. There are more 
female headed households in this category (23.8%) than male headed households (19.4%).  
Data was based on the care givers survey conducted earlier, and explained in context with 
OOSC. 

Table 11.  HH facing incidences of lack of food to eat (%) 

 

Worry

TotalOften Sometimes
!

Rarely Never

Male Headed Households 46.4 24.5 3.7 25.4 100.0

Female Headed 
Households

49.7 15.0 9.5 25.9 100.0

Both sexes 46.8 23.3 3.4 25.4 100.0

 

Fewer meal

TotalNever Rarely Sometimes Often

Male Headed Households 77.9 4.0 13.1 5.0 100.0

Female Headed 
Households

71.2 3.4 16.4 8.9 100.0

Both sexes 77.1 3.9 13.5 5.5 100.0

 

No food

TotalNever Rarely Sometimes Often

Male Headed Households 80.5 5.7 11.3 2.5 100.0
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!
Nearly 50% of female headed HH and 46% of male headed HH had to worry about not having 
adequate food for the family owing to low incomes / illness of main earning member.  As a 
coping strategy, nearly 30% of female headed HH and 22% male headed HH had to cut back on 
the number of meals the family had.  In about quarter of the female headed HH, there was no 
food of any kind to eat, compared with male headed HH (19%).  These situations could have a 
direct impact on the enrollment, and attendance of children in school.  Most times, children from 
these vulnerable households had to work to earn money to provide food for the family. 

!

Female Headed 
Households

76.2 4.1 14.3 5.4 100.0

Both sexes 79.9 5.5 11.7 2.9 100.0
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Education of Children in the HH 

The following table gives the number of student, by study area, aged 6-18 years who never 
attended school / OOSC, as measured by the ADP-Care giver survey. 

!
The table gives an insight into the total number of children across the target areas that never 
attended school.  Nearly 5% of all boys never attended school, and 4% of girls did not attend 
school.  The drop-out rates for both male and female children was 7.2%, boys at 6.9% and girls 
OOSC at 7.5%. 

The following figures show percent of children aged between 6 and 18 years who have never 
attended school and the percent of OOSC in the target areas. 

NOT ATTENDED 
SCHOOL

DID NOT ATTEND SCHOOL BY 
GENDER

DROP OUT /OOSC BY GENDER

TSP 6-18 
children

Not 
attended

Male Not 
attended

Female Not 
attend
ed

6-18 
children

Drop 
out

Male Drop 
out

Fem
ale

Drop 
out

Einme 1072 43 528 23 544 20 1054 69 517 36 537 33

DGSK 1035 66 536 38 499 28 992 139 510 72 482 67

TBZY 1041 62 522 35 519 27 1035 55 521 24 514 31

MWLM
N

1164 26 555 10 609 16 1160 68 555 26 605 42

HLTY 494 16 245 8 249 8 488 12 241 5 247 7

TOTAL 4806 213 2386 114 2420 99 4729 343 2344 163 2385 180
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! 	  

!  

Data shows the percent of children who never attended school at less than 5% for both boys 
and girls in the target areas.  The drop-out / OOSC percent was higher for girls (7.5%) 
compared to boys (6.9%).  It may be because girl children could help in household chores, 
taking care of siblings and also in farm work.  It would be of interest to understand at what grade 
girls and boys drop out of school, and what activities are they involved in, if the activities are 
gender specific, etc. 

The following figures indicate enrollment and children who have dropped out of school in the 
past 12 months prior to the study. 

Fig 7. Percent ofchildren 6-18 
years never attended school in 

target areas

Percent	  Both	  sexes

	  Percent	  Boys

Percent	  Girls

3.9 4.1 4.4 4.6 4.8

4.1

4.8

4.4

Percent	  of	  never	  aYended	  school

Fig 8. Children 6-18 years old who 
have dropped out of school in the 

project areas  (%)

Percent	  Both	  sexes

	  Percent	  Boys

Percent	  Girls
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!

!  

Initial enrolment was more than 70% in all target communities, with the exception of Hlegu, 
indicating a sense of awareness of early childhood education in parents and caregivers.   

According to World Vision Caregivers Surveys between 1 to 14% of children aged 6-18 years 
who were enrolled dropped out of school for various reasons. The rates are very high in 
Yangon’s Dagon Seikkan (14%), Einme (6.5%) and Mawlamyine (5.9%). This perhaps could be 
due to different reasons for different places. For example in Dagon Seikkan the population is 
largely migrants and they are poor. Business environment could also lure the poor household to 
send their children to work. In Einme, the study reports the poorest village where the study was 
conducted. 

Comparing enrolment with drop-out in the last 12 months, it is evident that HlaingTharyar had 
the most notable rates of enrolment at 85% and the least drop-out rates at 2.5%, DGSK 

Fig 9. Children 6-18years enrolled in and 
attending school (%)
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Fig 10. Children 6-18 enrolled, but dropped out 
during last 12 months
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community saw the highest drop-out rates at 14% in the 12 months preceding the study.  There 
was no enrolment in the 2013 ADP survey at Hlegu.   However, data does not elaborate on the 
number of years that the children were continuously enrolled in school.   

Most parents (75%) recognized poverty to be the major reason for not being able to send their 
children to school.   The main reasons for dropping out of school within the last 12 months of the 
study are described below: 

!
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Table 13. Main reasons for children aged 6-18 for not attending school !

!
The reasons for not attending school were: schooling too expensive (21.7% average) Nearly 
20% were involved in supporting parents and helping in their small enterprises.  About 20% of 
children needed to work outside home for a living in Mawlamyine, 13% in TBZY, 10.8% in 
DGSK, 5% in HTY and 3% in Einme.  These reasons were in conjunction with results obtained 
from previous studies.  Reasons for drop-out were varied across the target areas.  In DGSK, the 
migrant population often moved around in search of jobs.  In the business environment, children 
were often encouraged to work.  More than a third of the respondents mentioned expense as 
the major deterrent from attending school. 

In Einme, nearly 25% of the children mentioned helping parents and working in family owned 
enterprises as the main reason for staying out of school.  Children often assisted their parents in 
household chores or worked as unpaid family labor.   

It may be of interest to note the very high rates of disabilities in Thanbyuzayat (14.5%) and 
HlaingTharyar (19%) that prevented children from attending school.  In further assessment, it 
may be useful to elaborate on types of disabilities, and any stigma attached to disabled children. 

The following figure shows the percent of children ages 12-18 years who completed five years 
of schooling, in the surveyed target areas.  With the exception of Einme (62.7%), all the other 
five communities recorded more than 80% of children who were enrolled and completed five 
years in school. 

Options Dagon Sek Thanbyu Einme HlaingTharyar Mawlamyine

Support	  parents 1.5 0 11 12.5 12.2

Support	  family	  business 16.9 11.3 14.3 0 13.1

Take	  care	  of	  younger	  
siblings 3.1 1.6 3.2 0 3.8

Working	  outside	  for	  a	  
living 10.8 13 3.2 5 20.2

Expensive 30.8 21 8 31.3 17.4

Disabled 6.2 14.5 6.3 19 3.8

No	  interest 9.2 31 10 12.5 10.8
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.!  

It is apparent from data, that more than 80% of children completed five years of schooling, 
indicating awareness and importance of early childhood education in parents and caregivers.  

Socio-economic survey and analysis of data indicate that HlaingTharyar community, which had 
the earliest established NFE centers and a sizable enrolment, appeared to have more skilled 
workers engaged in income-generating activities.  The community also had HH living in 
adequately comfortable homes with good access to electricity and potable water.  With skilled 
parents, educational awareness was high, showing high numbers of children aged 3-5, 6-18 and 
12-18 being enrolled in school.  The community recorded the lowest drop-out rates.  
Mawlamyine followed close behind, with TBZY, DGSK, Einme and Hlegu.  HlaingTharyar 
community’s children benefitted from the WV NFE centers, many children having successfully 
completed all the prescribed NFE levels, received vocational training and set up their small 
enterprises or using their education and knowledge to work in other areas. 

School drop-out rates for children aged 3-5 were closely linked with the HHs economic status.  
The study infers that parents preferred to have children stay home and assist in small chores 
rather than send them to school.  Most HH earned their livelihood working as wage labor and 
through small home-based enterprises.  Wage earners depend on the availability of jobs, and 
may go without income for many days, depending on the type of work, distance, health, and 
season.   

In the remote areas of Einme, a mainly agriculture and farm labor based community, 43% of 
children interviewed mention the lack of schools as an impediment for learning.  As a mainly 
farming community, skilled labor availability was less than 5% of the total HH surveyed.  The 
community had least access to electricity and adequate drinking water from improved sources 
during winter and rainy seasons.  Less than 40% of surveyed HHs had adequate food for ten 
months in the year.  Educational attainment in HH heads and children from different age groups 
was low.  Situation analysis of this community highlighted the need for alternative education 
methods and schools for the area.  The MEC funded NFE centers were started in 2013, with 19 
children currently enrolled in different levels of the NFE program.   

The DGSK community’s profile followed the same pattern alongside other target areas that were 
surveyed.  Casual labor, skilled workers and job holders formed the main kinds of income 

Fig 11. Children 12-18years who completed five years of schooling
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earners.  The disturbing figure for this community was the inadequacy of availability of food, 
determined at 4.4% for 3.5 months in the year.  This related to a high drop-out rate in the 
education of children aged 12-18 years, with more than 40% of children surveyed in this age 
group, working outside home for supplementing HH income.  At its commencement, the NFE 
center at DGSK had 30 children, which dropped to 19 children in the current year.  It may be 
inferred that more children may be working to help the household. 

!
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Conclusion 

• Low literacy levels of heads of household (30-50%) completed primary schooling, up to 
grade 3 or grade 4.  In homes where the HH head was educated only up to Grade 3 or 
less, nearly 61% of their children had never attended school and/or OOSC, of which 
38.1% were girls, and 23% boys. 

• Main income sources were doing odd jobs, casual labor, farming, fishermen or unpaid 
family workers. Of the 12 parents interviewed for the study, six households or 50% 
earned less than 10000, Kyats/month, reflecting very poor economic conditions of the 
households. 

• Female and male headed HHs engaged in casual labor, had 40% percent of OOSC. 

• More than 60% of HH lived in acceptable dwellings with title deeds.  HHs with title deeds 
for farm and house also recorded the highest number of boys that were OOSC, 
indicating that the boys were involved either in farm work or supporting parents in their 
business. 

• More than 70% of HH had no access to institutionalized credit, and nearly half of all HHS 
surveyed had debts.  The coping strategy was to get children into working to supplement 
family income.   

• Owning of productive assets did not have a bearing on whether or not children attended 
school or dropped out. 

• Nearly 50% of surveyed HHs had adequate food for ten months in the year, with the 
exception of HHs in DGSK, a migrant community, where HHs went without adequate 
food for nearly 7 months.  The highest percent of dropouts (14%) was recorded at DGSK 

• Food security of the target HHs could have a direct impact on the educational attainment 
of their children, and OOSC.  Nearly 50% of female headed HH and 46% of male 
headed HH had to worry about not having adequate food, about 30% of female headed 
HH and 22% male headed HH had to cut back on the number of meals the family had.  
In about quarter of the female headed HH, there was no food of any kind to eat, 
compared with male headed HH (19%).   

• In the target areas, more than 70% children aged 6-18 years were enrolled in school, 
4.1% of girls, and 4.8% boys aged 6-18 years had never attended school, 7.5% girls and 
6.9% boys had dropped out of school.  More than 80% of children completed 5 years of 
schooling. 

• HH heads said their children left school to help with family, work in family enterprise,  
who worked outside, expensive schooling, and lack of interest as main reasons 

• Parents were aware of early education of children.  More than 80% of children 
completed 5 years of schooling in all target communities, with the exception on Einme, 
where about 60% children completed primary schooling. 
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• More than 70% of children aged 6-18 years attended or were enrolled in school, across 

the target areas of DGSK, TBZY, Einme, HlainTharyar and Mawlamyine, and only 36% 
in Hlegu.  Drop-out rates were the highest in DGSK (14%) followed by the agricultural 
community of Einme (6.5%).   

• 75% of parents mentioned poverty as the main reason for their children not being able to 
attend school. 

The current approach and strategies of the NFE program can be applied to other areas in the 
country.  However, the main challenge is to encourage parents to send their children to the NFE 
centers, and for children to enroll and complete NFE education.   

!
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Current Situation of NFEs in Target Communities 

The following section describes the current situation of NFEs in the target areas, the programs 
that are available for children, FLAT assessments, and programs for parents, teachers and 
members of the management committee. 

NFE program provided a second chance for learning for OOSC and those who never attended 
school.  It may be noted that the NFE is not a strictly academic program, but a holistic approach 
to learning.  NFE centers combined reading, writing and numeracy skills with other life skills, 
child rights and child protection, in addition to daily life skills such as sanitation and hygiene, 
nutrition, meditation, and building self respect and self esteem – overall a comprehensive 
learning in a warm and caring environment. 

This following table gives the NFE status in the target areas, the number of students enrolled, 
what is taught to students, FLAT assessments, training programs offered to teachers, parents 
and management committee members. 

➢ Current NFE Enrolment  

!
Table 14.  Current Enrolment at NFE centers in Target Areas 

* As there aren't NFE children currently, Project provided small library in center and conducts 
Life Skill training in every weekend for all primary level children in the community.  

** All centers were operating since 2003, currently round about 400 children are in NFE centers 
(Hlaing Tharyar East + West) 

Township Center
N F E 
s t a r t 
Date

# NFE children    (at 
the beginning) # children (Current)

Male Female Male Female

Hlegu* Bo Yin Lay (MEC) Jun-13 8 3 0 0

Dagon Seikkan 
  
 

93 Ward (MEC) Sep-13 16 14 11 8

88 Ward (MEC) Sep-13 16 14 14 4

168 Ward (MEC) Sep-13 14 13 11 10

Eaime Pay Pin Su (MEC) Aug-13 9 10 9 10

Than Phyu Zayet Aung Thu Kha 
(MEC) Aug-13 2 20 8 18

MawLa Myaing ADP Mar-12 4 6 5 11

HlaingThar Yar** ADP      
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➢ Program for children:  Reading, writing, and numeracy skills for the OOSC, awareness 

and information on CP and child rights.  Children go through five prescribed levels, before 
they graduate.  Appropriate vocational skills are chosen according to market demand, and 
training given.  Short trips are organized for children when possible, in addition to 
meditation and prayer sessions. 

As the whole organization, 95 NFE centers are operating in Myanmar and 1897 children are 
participating in program. At present, only 504 children are regular attend over 12 months among 
1897 children. Then, there are 249 children who received level 4 and 5 in FLAT test among the 
504 children.  FLAT (functional learning assessment tool) assessment of students was carried 
out every 6 months, to assess the learning and proficiency levels of NFE children.  

➢ Assessment of NFE children 

!
Table 15. FLAT Levels of Assessment at NFE Centers 

!
➢ Programs for teachers and MC members 

!
Table 16. Areas of training for teachers and MC members 

NFE Level Literacy Numeracy

0 Children who cannot read Cannot read numbers

1 Children who can read only letters Can read and write from 1 to 10

2 Children who can read words 
(Grade 1 level words)

Can add, subtract

3 Children who can read a paragraph 
(Grade 2 level text)

Can add, subtract, multiply, divide

4 Chi ldren who can read and 
comprehend a story

Calculations with measurements, 
units, money, area, volume, time, 
weight

5 Children who can read and  
comprehend authentic  
local (notice, newspaper bulletin, an 
advert, an e-mail, etc).

Solve real life mathematics 
problems

No:
!

Training Target group
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!
➢ Programs for parents:  Monthly meetings are organized for parents covering a wide range 

of topics from understanding parent-child relationships, understanding problem children, 
coping with disabled children, value of education, importance of attending school regularly, 
health and hygiene issues covering topics such as hand-washing with soap, keeping food 
covered, making water safe to drink, abstaining from alcohol, gambling to child protection 
principles and child rights. 

!

1 Management Training MC

2 Refresher Management Training MC 

3 Teaching Method Training  NFE Teachers

4 Teaching Method Training(Refresher)  NFE Teachers

5 Life Skill Training NFE Teachers

6 Psycho-social Support Training  NFE Teachers

7 Child Protection Training & Child Rights 
 

NFE Teachers

8 Parental Education Training NFE Teachers
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Qualitative Study Summaries and Impact of NFE on OOSC 

Key informant interviews and focus group discussions were conducted with children, parents, 
teachers and members of the management committee to get individual and collective views and 
opinions on the impact of NFE on children who never attended school or dropped out of school.   

Discussions on the impact of NFE on educational attainment and goals, positive self-esteem, 
relation with parents, friends and peers, improved incomes, and application of life skills and 
awareness of child protection principles were discussed and summarized.   

General information and background of NFE children 

In individual interviews with children, 8 boys and 8 girls aged 10-17 years were interviewed.  
According to children the main source of income for their HH was working as farmer/fishermen 
(37.6%), unpaid family worker (18.8%), other jobs (18.8%), and 12.5% engaged as casual 
workers.  The data reflected the same conditions prevailing at the time of the Caregivers’ 
Surveys conducted by WV in 2012 and 2013. 

All 16 children lived with their parents, which mean they received parental care and support.  Of 
these, 56% of children worked to supplement parents’ income.  Average incomes of the children 
are presented in the following table. 

Table 17. Average Incomes of NFE children 

!
Working hours were long and hard for these children.  Given their age, it must be noted that 
most of the children’s’ working hours are quite long and high. 

Table 18.  Average working hours of NFE children 

Income range Children

40,000 - 60,000 4

70,000-100,000 3

100,000+ 2

Working hours Children Percent

2 Hours 1 6.3

7 Hours 1 6.3

8 Hours 3 18.8

9 Hours 3 18.8

10 Hours 1 6.3
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More than 80% of the children completed five years of schooling.  About 50% of the students 
quit school to support their families.  About 12% had lost all interest in education.  Reasons for 
quitting school are summarized in the following table. 

Table 19. Reasons stated by NFE children for not attending school 

!
Impact of NFE of educational attainment of OOSC 

From the individual interviews, it was evident that children from the target areas were happy to 
attend NFE centers to start / restart and build on their literacy and numeracy skills.  About 
62.5% of the children interviewed attended NFE schools regularly.  Among those who did not 
attend regularly, work and lack of time were main reasons, others lost interest in school.  Most 
of the children came from poor households with low incomes.  Survival of family, and livelihoods 
was priority. 

FGD with children highlighted their views, children were happy to share their NFE stories.  They 
are pleased to be able to read and write.  They enjoy the field trips, and the company of their 
friends and teachers.  Some of them feel they are gaining more than just knowledge, they are 
learning to be better individuals.  Children mentioned that teachers were good and lessons were 
easy to understand.   

“People told me I was nothing when I could not read or write, now, I can read and write and sew 
handicrafts”…………girl student from DGSK  

NFE is free, and supplies provided for, sometimes snacks were included too, field trips and 
visits, a much easier curriculum focusing on education and life skills were all motivating factors 
for students to continue with NFE classes.  Students from the Einme FGD were thankful to their 
employers who also encouraged them to attend NFE classes regularly.  Most times class 
duration lasted for only 2 hours. 

“I have 4 siblings. The eldest brother lived in village because we worry that he will fight  w i t h 
step-father as my mother remarried. I have to care my younger siblings. I’m the  t h i r d o n e . 

Reason Number Percent

No response 3 18.8

Support parents 2 12.5

Support family businesses 5 31.3

 Working outside to earn a living 1 6.3

Schooling is too expensive 1 6.3

Child is not interested in schooling 2 12.5

Others 2 12.5

Total 16 100.0
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Before I worked in arranging stones and get 20000 kyats per month but not now.  So, I  jo ined 
NFE center, and I am doing Myanmar 8 and Math 11”…girl student from DGSK3. 

“My father no longer is alive. My mom went to work in Thailand with my elder siblings. They 
went to work as mason. I am the youngest among 5. I live here with my grandmother, my aunt 
and my cousins. I travelled along with my mother from village to village so that I was not able to 
attend public school. Now my grandma registered me in this NFE classes”……girl student from 
Thanbyuzayat FGD 

“I dropped out of school because my mother gave birth to another child.  I am attending NFE 
because I am afraid I will lose my ability of reading and writing”……girl student from 
Mawlamyine 

 “We all attend NFE classes 5 days a week, regularly”---------8 students from HlaingTharyar 
FGD 

NFE graduates mentioned that before joining NFE classes, they were not able to read or write.  
After completing all levels, they were able to read and write with confidence, because the 
teacher not only taught well, but also encouraged to read using the available novels, 
magazines, poems, illustrations during the class hours.  They gained general knowledge from 
reading.  Learning was fun, and children made new friends.  Success stories of three NFE 
students are presented in Annex 1. 

Teachers were aware of the back ground of the children attending NFE centers and encouraged 
them to attend NFE classes regularly.  According to the teachers, about 55% of children were 
interested in attending classes.  Of the remaining that were unable to attend classes regularly, 
70% were working and had no time to spare to attend NFE.  10% each mentioned they were too 
tired to go to school after work, lost interest and family obligations held back children from 
attending NFE.   

Individual interviews with parents highlighted the fact that their income levels were low, 
indicating poor socio-economic conditions of the households.  Almost 50% of the parents 
earned less than 100,000 Kyats/month, a third earned between 100,000-150,000 Kyats and 
only 1 household earned nearly 200,000 Kyats/month.  Parents therefore, could not afford to 
send their children to school. Nearly 75% mentioned poverty as the main reason for not being 
able to send their children to school.  Children often dropped out of school to help earn money 
to make ends meet.  A quarter (25%) mentioned schooling was expensive and beyond their 
means. 

Parents were only able to advise their children to attend school (75%).  According to parents, 
their out of school children were often rude and disrespectful towards elders and family, lazy 
and whiled away time.  After studying in the NFE centers, parents noticed changes in their 
children, which are summarized below: 

Table 20.  Positive Changes in NFE children as perceived by parents (%) 

Type of change Percent of parents

Can read and write better 28.2%
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!
More than half of the parents (53.8%) were happy that their children were more knowledgeable 
and were able to read and write better after joining the NFE centers.  Nearly 35% parents 
perceived their children to be happier and more confident in themselves.  About 10% parents 
mentioned that their children showed greater interest in studies after enrolling with the NFE 
centers.   

Focus group discussions with parents substantiated the individual interviews, parents were 
happy with the “learning while earning” of their children.  Parents with disabled children were 
especially pleased that NFE centers provided an opportunity for learning without discrimination, 
unlike formal schools. 

“My disabled son preferred NFE to formal school or monastic school.  In the primary school he 
could not follow lessons, and at the monastic school he was beaten for being unable to 
understand lessons” --------- parent from DGSK 

“It is good for my child to go to NFE, may be, he will not go astray”-----------parent from DGSK 

“Teachers teachings and our teachings are not the same.  Children listen more to teachers, as 
they have good methods in approaching and treating children than we do”------------parent from 
Hlegu FGD 

“Not only the children know how to read and write, we parents also now know how to read and 
write.  If we do not know how to read, our children help us,that is why I like the NFE 
school”……….parent from Einme 

“We perceive that NFE as a school can change every person, from a bad person to a good 
person”…parent from Hlegu 

MC members shared that since the beginning of the NFE centers, nearly 28% of the OOSC 
were literate, 21% had a second chance at learning, 14% were earning more than before they 
joined the NFE centers, and 25% of the children have gained in confidence and self-esteem.  

NFE-MC members shared their views about the challenges faced by the NFE program and 
sustainability.  The following table looks at different challenges: 

Table 21.  Challenges to the Sustainability of NFE as perceived by MC members 

 More knowledgeable 25.6%

More confident 12.8%

 Happier 23.1%

Increased interest in learning 10.3%

Challenges Percent

Irregular attendance by children 20.0

Poor households 40.0
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!
Sustainability of the NFE program relied on the attendance of children.  Nearly 23% of the MC 
members mentioned children were irregular in attending classes, for various reasons.  40% of 
the HH were poor, so children had to support parents in income generation, often working long 
hours.  Children often worked overtime, too tired to attend NFE classes.  About 20% mentioned 
that parents did not value education, therefore, holding back their children from attending NFE 
and preferring them to work instead.  Another 20% mentioned “others” – reasons unclear. 

Impact of NFE on future and goals of OOSC 

Children had little exposure to the changes in the outside world.  They lived and worked within 
their communities, with little goal or aim for their own futures.  Their immediate environment was 
not conducive for aiming high for themselves.  The following table describes the ambition that 
children set for themselves, in their current situation. 

Table 22.  Goals and Ambitions of NFE children 

!
Parents of NFE children did not have big ambitions for their children.  They hoped that their 
children would lead better lives than they do, and “not work in the hot sun”.  On their part, 

Parents dont understand value of Education 20.0

Others 20.0

Total 100.0

Category Frequency Percent

No Data 6 37.5

C a r W o r k s h o p 
mechanic

1 6.3

Company staff 1 6.3

Help Parents 1 6.3

Repair Motor Cycle 1 6.3

School Teacher 1 6.3

Sewing  Teacher 1 6.3

Store/shop Owner 1 6.3

Sewing 2 12.5

willing to work at 
slipper Factory

1 6.3

Total 16 100.0
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teachers identified suitable vocational skills for NFE students after conducting small market 
evaluations, and identified students who could be imparted skills training. 

One student mentioned that enrolment in the NFE centers were high at the beginning, but 
tended to drop as time passed.  Nearly half of the students mentioned having to help their 
parents with housework, helping in the farm and small enterprises, or work outside for a living, 
which often involved long working hours, leaving them tired.  Increasing household obligations 
forced them out of NFE classes for extended periods of time.  Students mentioned that some of 
their employers paid them more because they were able to read and write.   

 “Sometimes we have to work overtime.  If we are very late, we cannot attend classes that 
day”….girl student, Mawlyamyine FGD 

“If we completed studying at this school and could sew very well, we, three of us, will save 
money and open a tailoring shop together”….girls from DGSK 

“If we finished school here, we will learn about workshop of repairing machines. We will  w o r k 
and support to our parents. I want to drive. My father is a driver”….boys from  DGSK 

“I want to sell groceries. I want to open a grocery shop.  I am interested in setting up a  s m a l l 
shop”…..girl student from Kyaikkamee, Thanbyuzayat FGD 

“When we finish studies at NFE, we want to become teachers”…2 girls and 1 boy from  Hlaing 
Tharyar FGD 

“We want to become doctors”-----2girls from Hlaing Tharyar FGD 

Students were confident, and hoped for a bright future for themselves after graduating and 
completing all five levels at the NFE centers and learn skills so they could have their own 
enterprises.  Very few students desired higher education,  It is of interest to note that very few 
students had any desire of venturing out of their communities either, of dreaming differently, of 
wanting to learn something new and exciting, simply because of a lack of exposure.  On the 
positive note, and in contrast with government schools, NFE provided a platform for children to 
speak their thoughts, and aim to live a more holistic life.   

Impact of NFE on improved incomes of OOSC 

According to NFE children, being able to read and write helped them get better jobs with better 
pay.  These graduates were proud for the education they received from the NFE. They felt that 
illiterate workers were difficult to work with and posed problems for colleagues and employers 
alike.  NFE graduates have hope for themselves as well as their siblings.  Realizing the value of 
education, they wish their siblings become skilled engineers, teachers etc.  NFE children have 
also taken it on themselves to encourage other children who cannot afford public school or drop 
out for various reasons to join the NFE centers.   

NFE children mentioned that with improved reading and writing skills, there was a considerable 
increase in their incomes.  Some children mentioned an increase from 50,000 Kyats to 70,000 
Kyats per month; others mentioned smaller increases of 1000 to 2000 Kyats per day.  Children 
handed over all their earnings to their parents / caregivers, and received pocket money 
expenses. 
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Teachers interviewed felt that with improved reading, writing and numeracy skills, NFE children 
were able to earn more and improve the economic conditions of their families.  Teachers also 
noted that some employers reminded and permitted NFE children to attend classes regularly.  

According to parents, their children were now able to earn better with improved reading, writing 
and numeracy skills gained at the NFE centers.  Some parents mentioned an increase of nearly 
20,000 Kyats in their children’s incomes.  Others were happy with small increases of 500 to 
2000 Kyats in their daily wages.  However, the impact of improved NFE children’s incomes on 
household was not recorded, and may be of interest in future studies. 

During FGD, parent groups mentioned that some of their children received an increase in 
wages, and created a sense of awareness for the value of education. 

“Before attending NFE, my son got 2000 kyats and after attending, got 2300 kyats per day. 
Work  at factory. I have 7 siblings, 5 died and 2 are still living, I’m the youngest”….parent of boy 
student from DGSK 

“Earning per day has increased to 1500 kyats per day after joining NFE center.  My son hands 
over all the money to us parents for household expenses”…….parent of boy student from Einme 

In Hlegu and DGSK, children’s incomes were raised by a couple of 100 Kyats while in 
HlaingTharyar and Mawlamyine, older children received at least 1000Kyats increase in their 
daily wages, as a direct outcome of education received at the NE centers. Older children with 
more work experience plus an education, earned more than younger children and/or children 
with little work experience. 

Members from the MC concurred with the views and opinions of children and parents, and 
teachers that the NFE centers were improving the household’s financial status with small 
increases in incomes for children who were literate.  However, the extent and impact of financial 
support to HHs from the incomes of NFE children was not recorded in this study.  It sufficed to 
say that small increases in income/wages made large differences to the socio-economic 
situations of the households of NFE children. 

 Impact of NFE on positive self-esteem of OOSC 

NFE children stated they were more confident after joining the NFE centers.  They were happy 
with NFE, respected themselves, and had a positive self esteem which they lacked before 
joining NFE classes. 

Parents observed that after joining NFE center, their children gained in self-confidence.  They 
did not feel low or different from children who were attending government schools.  Parents felt 
that the kindness of the NFE teachers brought about positive changes in their children. 

According to the teachers interviewed, NFE children came in their centers as ill mannered, rude 
and children with low esteem.  A rounded, happy environment provided an ideal setting for not 
only helping in reading and writing skills, but vastly improved their own self esteem, as children 
were now more confident, sharing, participating, questioning, recognizing their abilities, and 
worked hard to provide a better life for themselves and their families.  At the NFE centers, there 
was no discrimination; all children were treated equally irrespective of their backgrounds, 
making learning healthier.  Small classes, individual attention, no corporal punishment, learning 
at their own pace – all added to their self-esteem.   
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Impact of NFE on positive relation of OOSC with parents and peers 

Before joining the NFE centers, children often wasted time on the streets, idling, disrespectful to 
elders and peers, and often rude with others.  According to the children, after they joined the 
NFE centers, they were exposed to a more caring, kind, happy and loving environment, which in 
turn changed their attitudes and behavior.  Children felt they were better  

behaved; they respected their elders, spoke politely, bowed to elders and parents, and stayed 
away from the streets. This brought about a change in the attitude of the community towards the 
NFE children as well.  Similar opinions and views were shared by parents during individual 
interviews and focus group discussions as well. 

In group discussions with children, parents felt that respecting self, respecting others and the 
place of learning was a main take-away for all students attending NFE classes.  Respect to 
elders, being polite to others, helping, not being lazy and indolent were changes the students 
felt were a result of attending NFE classes.  Students are more aware of their culture, traditions 
and values.  Changing religious flowers in the vase at home, paying homage to parents, bowing 
to parents before going to bed, sleeping only after praying, helping grandparents, being 
“lainmar” or a polite, obedient, well mannered person. 

Prior to joining NFE classes, parents felt that their children were rude, abusive, lethargic and 
lazy, wandering and loitering aimlessly on the streets, showing little interest in studies.  
However, parents noticed many positive changes in the knowledge, attitudes and general 
behaviors’ of their children after joining NFE classes.  Parents feel the children are now able to 
have a broader view of life and much improved social dealings.  At first, NFE children were 
taunted by others who attended formal school, opinions soon changed when the NFE students 
were able to read and write, and negative attitudes soon changed to positive views and 
acceptance. 

Teachers also felt children had improved in their social skills, behavior and attitude after joining 
NFE centers.  However, there are no specific instances to record this information.   

While the MC was not involved in teaching on a daily basis, they were aware of the impact of 
the NFE on the OOSC 

“The children are not like before-abusive, rude and dirty.  Now they are literate and they have 
come to know the benefits of being literate.  They are now cleaner and look smarter, and read 
and write with more ease.  They have also become polite towards their parents, teachers, 
classmates and friends”-------committee member from FGD DGSK 

“The social impact is being felt among the community”-----Committee Member FGD Hlegu  

Impact of NFE on application of life skills and CP principles 

Knowledge of CP principles was not only for the NFE children, children mentioned that it was 
their responsibility to protect their siblings, and the community had a responsibility to protect 
their children.  Children mentioned awareness about human trafficking, exploitation of children 
as labor, and other social ills.  They were aware of befriending strangers, sharing food with 
unknown people and informing authorities of any untoward incidents involving children.  
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All of the guidance to increase awareness of children to CP and child rights was imparted by the 
teachers, who received training from WV staff.  While teachers were unsure of whether all 
children aged 6-18 years were aware or understood these principles, older children were more 
knowledgeable than younger ones and those that were differently abled or challenged. 

In the FGD with children, it was obvious that they also learnt the importance of health and 
hygiene habits such as washing hands with soap, keeping food covered, how to make water 
safe for drinking, washing and sterilizing baby bottles, and other daily activities that helped them 
stay healthy.  Discussions on alcoholism and drunken behavior, playing cards and gambling 
made them aware of social problems, and dealing with family who are involved in such habits. 

Students were free to discuss and share their opinions and views about child protection.  From 
their teachers they learned to refrain from talking to strangers, eating food offered by unknown 
people, walking with friends or family after dark, and to fearlessly report incidents to responsible 
people.  Students from Thanbyuzayat discussed rape and black magic as crimes against girls 
and social evils.   

After learning about CP, children are more careful in their behaviors.  Discussions with students 
from Mawlamyine and HlaingTharyar indicated that they had greater knowledge and information 
about child protection compared to their counter parts in other NFE centers.  The students are 
aware of human trafficking, recruitment of under age children in the army, protection against 
substance abuse, and about self-discipline. 

“CP knowledge is important for my life, because of which I can look after myself better and know 
my rights”…girl student from Mawlamyine 

“I share CP information with my mother and friends and encourage them to attend these 
sessions at the NFE center ---girl student from Mawlamyine FGD 

:There is not adequate understanding of Child Rights and Child Protection.  We have our own 
ways of understanding how to protect ourselves”……..girl student from Einme FGD  

Parents benefitted from the training they received at the NFE centers.  From the FGDs it was 
clear that caregivers were aware of the importance of healthy parent-child relationship, 
disciplining children “quietly and politely”, and most importantly being able to show care for their 
children.  Parental training sessions have increased their awareness about handling delicate 
issues regarding teenagers with kindness and consideration.   

“The NFE centers have helped us learn many things.  We are able to openly discuss many 
things.  The village has become a much pleasant place”,,,parent of teenager from Einme 

Some participants from the Hlegu area mentioned that they benefitted from the money 
management training programs.  Social effects of gambling, alcoholism and effect on children at 
home were discussed with parents and caregivers.  In addition, parents from the Thanbyuzayat 
area received training on nutrition, hygiene and healthy feeding habits. 

While parents from the DGSK and Hlegu divisions were vague about training programs offered 
to parents, and what they expect out of such sessions, parents from the Einme FGDs were 
more clear in their expectations from the training programs offered to parents.  Health and 
hygiene issues, bringing up children in the right way..were two subjects on which they seek 
more understanding and guidance. 

Most parents/caregivers had limited knowledge of child protection issues.  Parents from DGSK 
and Hlegu and some from Einme and Thanbyuzayat, mentioned they had no time to attend 
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these training sessions, as they had to attend to household and farming activities.  Child 
protection issues were often confused with health and hygiene practices.  Parents talked about 
being clean, washing hands as protecting the child from illnesses and diseases. 

A few parents from the Einme FGD appeared more informed about child protection.  Some of 
them spoke about dangers of human trafficking and discussing with their children.  They warn 
their children of strangers luring them with snacks and food, and warning against having casual 
conversations with unknown people and strangers, and against venturing out of their homes in 
the dark. 

Parents from the Thanbyuzayat and HlaingTharyar appeared to be more knowledgeable than 
parents from other areas about CP and child rights; they discussed issues on disallowing 
children under the age of 11 years to be recruited into the army.  They mentioned that it is 
important to monitor the work place, environment and the number of working hours before 
sending their children out for work.  Participants from HlaingTharyar and Mawlamyine agreed 
that parents need to caution children against strangers and accepting food from them.  Parents 
were aware of human trafficking, and exploitation of young girls as a major concern for parents 
and communities. 

Teachers and MC members also received training on CP principles from WV staff.  In meetings 
with parents and children, they shared their knowledge and encouraged children to be aware of 
their surroundings and inform untoward incidents.   

Those who attend the NFE classes encounter many difficulties. Here is the story of one boy 
from such a family, from HalingTharyar as told by his teacher DawThan Than Aye.  

“ I met Maung A.K. Oo somewhere in 2010 or 2011. Then his age was about 9 or 10. His mother 
was about 20 years or a little bit older. It seems she got married at the age of 13 or 14. The boy 
has 4 younger siblings and he is the oldest of 5 children. His father was a drunkard and abusive, 
beating the wife and children when he was drunk. The mother takes up odd jobs in the area and 
takes care of her children.“ 

“At one point the family found that they had no place to live. I consulted with the World Vision 
staff and in consultation with the Ward Administrators, and we were able to seek some funds to 
build them a small hut. In addition to this World Vision allocated Kyats 60,000 for the mother to 
begin some small businesses. It seems that their lives have become a little bit better, and 
Maung A.K. Oo began to attend NFE classes and he was attending the classes regularly in 
2011 for one year. I remember him as a bright student and very interested in learning. He 
attended the primary school in fiscal year 2012/2013 where he even received prices for being a 
good student. I also remember him as a polite, well-behaved and well-mannered young boy who 
loved and enjoyed his schooling days.” 

“Unfortunately his mother’s health failed and the boy had to stop going to school. Right now he 
is about 14 years old and is working as a laborer at a construction site to support his family. 
Even though he had to stop going to school due to the family’s hardship situation, he can read 
all the information which is necessary for his life, received and is able to apply the calculating 
skills in necessary area of his work. He has also improved in the life-skills which are important to 
support him to live as a human being. Thus by attending the NFE program, Maung A.K. Oo has 
obtained the skills for his livelihood and the general knowledge of life-skill has helped him in 
succeeding in part of his life although, he is just a young boy”. 
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[This story reflects the desperate situation of a boy who loves to study and has big dreams 
ahead. World Vision NFE Program did their best to support the family so that the boy would be 
able to study at NFE and to attend regular school again. But poverty and poor health of the 
family members prevent the boy from realizing his dreams.] 

!
Impact of NFE on Community 

Members felt that the NFE centers had better learning facilities than the local government 
primary schools.  The Mawlamyine FGD was proud of their library located in the NFE center, 
with a good collection of story books for the young and old. 

“The library is just not limited to the NFE children but open to all children in the ward.  Parents 
also visit the library.  They ask their children to check the books out for them to read”……
Committee Member, Mawlamyine FGD 

The HlaingTharyar NFE center was able to receive funds from sponsors and donors for the 
education of the community’s children with the help of local CBOs.  The committee has a fund 
raiser and an organizer, who work to raise funds for school uniforms, schooling materials and 
also liaise with government schools and government vocational schools.  The concept of self-
reliance and building up a donor list was partially successful. 

Community members are happy that their children and wards are off the streets and into 
learning and recognizing their abilities to read and write.  Parents have noticed significant 
behavioral changes in their children, who are now more obedient, kind, gentle, polite and revere 
their elders.  Teachers are satisfied with the progress made by their students.  The students 
themselves are pleased with their progress, proud to be able to read, write and do basic math.  
Students observed that they were now cleaner, keen, interested in studying, and making a life 
for themselves.  They were more socially accepted, and community members were beginning to 
respect the children too.   

Members from Thanbyuzayat FGD were concerned with the fact that while children were getting 
better at education and behavior, some parental attitudes did not change accordingly.  Parents 
still beat their children, sent them out to buy alcohol and pulled them out of school at will.   

The Hlaing Tharyar community has contributed significantly to the NFE centers, with the aims of 
sustainability, and giving the community’s children an opportunity to education and livelihood.  
NFE centers have received donations of shoes/slippers, snacks, school stationeries, and 
money. 

The Einme community now has more meetings and greater participation by parents and 
caregiver than before.  Committee members put forth their ideas and they are discussed in an 
open and friendly way. 

“The village has become more united, our socio-economic conditions have also improved”…
committee member from Einme 

“With the improvement in education of the community’s children, the livelihoods of ordinary 
parents have also improved, as their working children now earn more money than 
before”…..Committee member from Einme 
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Community’s participation in creating education opportunities for OOSC 

Most of the NFE children come from poor families and therefore attending to the family needs is 
a priority.  Children work to contribute to the household expenses.  While studying at the NFE 
centers may have seen a small increase in incomes, the children sometimes have to put in long 
hours and skip NFE classes.  Also, some members noted that parents of some NFE children are 
unhealthy, therefore, the children are burdened with working outside for wages, and also work at 
home, making it nearly impossible for children to attend NFE classes.   

According to a committee member from the Mawlamyine FGD, World Vision tried to ease the 
burden of the children by supporting Income Generation Assistance Schemes to the parent and 
caregivers.  This however, resulted in debt and parents have no choice to but to get their 
children to work to help clear outstanding debts.  The community was willing to work for the NFE 
and provide their time for the sustainability of the NFE centers.  However, they hoped 
implementing agencies would provide better income generating schemes, and access to credit, 
so children would not drop out of NFE centers.   

The Hlegu committee lamented on the lack of exposure of the community to better ideas and a 
more educated society.  Parents and children were unable to think “outside the box”.  Students 
were only aware of opportunities that existed within their community.   !
An elder from the Einme FGD shared his views on getting children to enroll at the NFE centers: 

“We went from door to door to encourage parents to send their children to the NFE schools 
every  day.  We told them that their children would learn to read and write, and after graduating, 
their children would have an opportunity to join occupational training school” 

Sustainability of NFE centers 

After joining NFE classes, parents were no longer concerned about their children wandering 
aimlessly and creating trouble in the community.  Parents were willing to volunteer their time, 
and participate in all activities conducted by World Vision, to keep the NFE centers going.  
Teachers and community leaders encourage students to attend NFE regularly, as their 
attendance determines the sustainability of the center in their community. 

Most of the NFEs worked on small budgets with little or no cash at hand, making it difficult and 
complicated to put even small plans into action.  While the committees have ideas and plans for 
improvement of the NFEs, they are cash strapped for works such as expanding the building 
premises, repair of furniture, setting aside money for health support for NFE children and other 
educational needs.  

Committee members from Einme are dedicated towards building a community better educated 
and developed, they were willing to contribute their time and manual labor to see their efforts 
succeed. 

Future plans 

From the discussions, it is evident that the committee members are dedicated to keeping 
children off the streets and idling away.  Some say that there are hundreds of children who are 
in need of education and support systems such as the NFEs.  They are happy to be associated 
with the NFEs and well being of the community at large. 
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“I am the ward leader of 10 households.  I see many kids gone astray and wandering aimlessly 
in the ward.  I am interested in bringing them off the streets and encouraging their parents to 
send them to NFEs. That is why I am in the committee”.---------Committee member, Mawlamyine 

“We plan to start English language teaching soon” ”.---------Committee member, Mawlamyine 

The Hlaing Tharyar NFE center hoped to be able raise the salaries of the teachers, who 
currently are paid about 50,000Kyats/month.  The committee has plans to inform the community 
about the benefits of the NFE program and organize parents for further participation.  In 
addition, the committee are planning to give out loans to the needy families and helping to 
resolve domestic problems when required. 

Einme committee members hoped that the NFE center would improve in every way “step by 
step”.  Their priority was to have a safer building during the rainy season, so that the children 
would be able to continue their studies without any disruption. 

!
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Synthesis 

NFE has had a huge impact on the OOSC, parents and the community.  Information collected 
from different sources indicates that children who were forced to drop-out of schools for various 
reasons, now have a second chance at education in the NFE centers.  A notable example is the 
HlaingTharyar community, where NFEs were established many years ago, and hundreds of 
children have benefitted from the program.  The success of the program is evident from the fact 
that currently more than 400 children are studying at the NFE centers in east and west 
HlaingTharyar.   

A common pattern observed across communities is the fact that HH had poor education, low 
incomes, worked as daily wage labor, on farms, and in their small businesses and were unable 
to bring their children to school.  Parents and children stated the similar reasons for not being 
able to attend school and dropping out of school.  Helping parents, working outside for money, 
schooling is expensive, and a lack of interest in schooling were stated by all as the main 
reasons for not attending school, and dropping out of school.  Teachers at the NFE centers also 
recognized the same reasons for children not being able to attend and subsequently drop out of 
school.   

Children dropped out of school to work and earn money for their families.  NFE children who 
worked and pursued basic education at NFE centers, were able to earn more as described in 
the previous sections.  The DGSK community that had the highest OOSC also had the highest 
percentage of children working to supplement income; it now has 37 children studying at the 
NFE center, again the highest number of NFE children, across the target areas.  This was a 
pattern observed in other communities as well.  Earning while learning was the goal for parents, 
children and teachers at the NFE centers.  Children realized the value of education, and the 
change it could brought in their lives.   

Before joining NFE, parents did not value education as much; however, after children became 
more literate, parents attitudes also changed.  They encouraged and reminded children to be 
regular at the NFE centers, sought help in reading and small accounting.  Parents and children 
had better relations than before.  Children, parents, teachers and MC members agreed that 
NFE students were happy, well mannered and polite towards all, building a healthy family and a 
strong and educated community. 

NFE centers brought about a positive change in the attitudes of children towards themselves, 
parents, friends and the community.  This was amply substantiated by interviews and 
discussions with community, teachers, parents and children, who credited their ”lainmar” 
behavior entirely to the NFE.  Despite knowing well that they could not change their current 
environment, children were hopeful of their future and confident about themselves. 

Everyday activities, that were earlier overlooked, were gradually accepted as practices.  These 
habits included washing hands with soap, making water safe to drink, keeping cooked food 
covered at all times.  All stakeholders of the NFE program (children, parents, teachers and the 
community) benefitted from information received by NFE. 

After children joined the NFE centers, they and their parents were more aware and 
knowledgeable about CP principles and child rights.  Both parents and children talked about 
human trafficking, and abuse.  Parents and children were cautious about strangers in their midst 
luring children with food and jobs.  
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NFE has had a encouraging and beneficial impact on OOSC and through these children, a 
better community.  Respected members of the community that volunteered their time 
commended the NFE program and WV for bringing back children to the mainstream, teachers 
were grateful for the training received, school supplies, and encouragement from the community 
for their tireless services, parents were happy to see their children off the streets, earning while 
learning, and an improvement in their relations with peers, family and community.  Last, children 
who are the main beneficiaries of the NFE program were thankful to the NFE for a second 
chance at education.  They respected themselves, their place of learning and the community.   

!
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ANNEX I 

Stories of three NFE students 

The following section talks about the experiences of three NFE graduates from HlaingTharyar 
community.  Their stories are typical of poor families struggling to make ends meet.  Still poor, 
these children have done well for themselves in terms of graduating from NFE centers.  They 
are grateful and thankful to the NFE centers and teachers for helping them attain literacy and 
numeracy skills, restoring self-esteem, and participate in social-relationships as respected 
community members. 

Learning experience of Ma Mya Hpoo Wai at NFE, Hlaingtharyar !
My name is Ma Mya Hpu Wai. I am 13 years old. I am the second child of the family. My mother 
is working at Shwe Myanmar Brewery Factory. She earns Kyats 90,000 per month. My father is 
a fisherman at Kyaikkamee. Our original home was at Kyone-da-ka, Ayeyarwady Division. We 
first, moved to Kyaikkamee. There, it was very difficult for the family’s living so my mother and 4 
younger siblings, including me have moved to Yangon, HlaingTharyar Township not very long 
ago.  !
We rented a house here in HlaingTharyar. I was almost 11 years old. I had attended school up 
to grade 3 in formal school but could not complete the grade because we moved to another 
place. I attended NFE classes here since I was here. I attended the classes regularly. I just 
completed the highest course at NFE recently and had started to work at the factory where my 
mother is working. I am now working as a daily wage worker and earn 3000 kyats per day. I give 
all I earn to my mother. My mother gives me 100-200 per day as pocket money. !
I receive my wages 9,300 kyats for every 3 days. I work 9 and half hours a day: from 7 am to 6 
pm. If there is overtime it is up to 10 pm and I get 500kyats extra per hour. This work rarely has 
holiday. I am absent from my work today because of this interview.  !
There are 2 books or 2 levels in NFE classes. Now the class time has changed to morning. I 
have to attend from 12 noon to 2 pm in week days. I attended the classes regularly. I was not 
able to read and write when I started to join. Now I am able to read and write with confidence 
because the teacher not only teaches well but also asked us to practice reading the available 
books such as novels, magazines, poems, illustrations during the class hours. I also have 
learned how to calculate.  I was very happy in my NFE classes. I learned a lot from the NFE 
classes. I also made many friends there. Some of my friends in NFE are attending public school 
now. They come to join the NFE classes during summer holidays in order to be able to catch up 
with their lessons at public school. (We can have something to eat in the NFE classes, we are 
supported with teaching learning materials, excursion trips to national museum, zoo and picnic.)  
I personally benefitted a lot from NFE.  Previously, no one taught to behave, how to act, how to 
be polite. Now I know I have to obey and be polite to the parents as well. I learn how to behave 
and communicate with others so that I know how to speak to adults, to peers, to parents, to 
employer. Actually, I do not meet the employer directly but their representatives. The 
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representatives are very much pushing, driving us to work but I can take it because I know that I 
am living by this work. !
Due to what I have learned at NFE classes  I was able to join this work because I am able to 
read and write otherwise I won’t able to join this work or I will be very annoying worker for them 
being an illiterate.  I am able to work and talk with confidence for being able to read and write 
and having learned general knowledge from the books. I do not have much time to read 
because of this work but I read books at home whenever I have time. !
I forget about Child Protection but with the help of you I now remember, they are doing CP at 
the “Damaryone”, put on the information on the vinyl. I think that it is important for me. By 
learning and understanding about Child Protection I realize how to protect myself, I have 
responsibility to protect my siblings. The people in the community also have responsibility to 
protect children in their community. !
Three of my younger siblings are joining the NFE classes. They are 12 years, 8 years and 7 
years old respectively. I want them to attend public school and become educated people such 
as engineer, teacher etc. However, with the income of my mother and me we cannot afford to do 
that. My mother is not much healthy. She has some debt to repay as well as regular house 
rental fee. My income helps her a little but we still have some debts to settle because of the 
increasing interest. For me, I don’t want to go back to public school for some reasons. One 
reason is at the age of 13 I have to attend grade 2 and another is the cost for the schooling 
which the family cannot afford.  !
I wish I would become a rich person and able to look after my parents and my siblings well. I 
want to be an author, an artist and a seamstress. My teacher said I can join sewing classes 
when I turn to 14. Therefore, I see that I can be a successful seamstress. I have a motto that is 
“There is nothing that is impossible, but not yet happen”. My thanks go to all supporters in NFE 
and World Vision who create invaluable NFE program for me and for other children. I also pray 
that the donor will be able to donate more for this program. !

The Story of an NFE Student as told by Aung Ko Ko !
My name is Maung Aung Ko Ko and I am 17 years old. My father passed away some years ago. 
My mother is working in the market as a cleaner. I am the youngest child among 4 siblings. I 
had been in the public school up to grade 8 but I could not read and write when I left school. I 
had been looked down by others because I am illiterate. Therefore, I joined the NFE classes in 
2012 and completed level 2 last year.  I learned reading, writing, general knowledge, personal 
hygiene, social skills at NFE classes. Now I can read well but still weak at writing. I know how to 
write a little bit only, as I am a little bit slow in learning how to write. !
Teachers in NFE teach us to be able to live and behave well and do things in life systematically. 
In the public school, there are so much discrimination and since I did not learn the lessons 
properly I have had difficulties as I was looked down. I am still encountering discrimination in the 
community and in my social relationship with others. This gives me a thought that if I could not 
be able to read and write the situation may be worse.   As I was slow in learning I had once 
requested NFE teachers to increase the length of the teaching period because 3 teachers were 
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teaching in 4 classrooms at the center, but my request was not successful because other 
students did not agree with my request. I am slow in learning and I want to learn more, and 
even today I want to continue learning. However, fate does not favor me in my life regarding my 
ambition to learn. !
My mother is 60 years old and I do not want her to work as a manual laborer. So I started 
working as a trishaw driver. I work daily from 6 am to 8 pm. I have one day off on Sunday. My 
current difficulty is repaying the debts of my mother. Our income and expenditure are not 
balanced and my mother always borrows money from others.  I remember the good days of 
learning at NFE school. I was happy and had had many good friends. I learned a lot of general 
knowledge including the value of education, good health and how to avoid mischief. I even 
received winner prize once at NFE in dancing. Regarding Child Protection, I believe that it is 
very important to protect the children because the temptation and cheating can happen at any 
time these days.  !
I still have my dreams. I want to become a mechanic and be able to repair cars, and motorbikes.  
I would like to thank everyone, teachers and the staff at World Vision for making me a literate 
person who had increased in knowledge about life. Thank you very much to everyone. 

The Story of an NFE Graduate as told by Maung Chit Nan 

I am Maung Chit Nan. I am 16 years old. I attended public school up to grade 6. I quit when I 
was 13 because I did not learn much. I attended NFE classes in 2012. I completed level 2 after 
3 years in NFE. I have had many friends as a result of attending NFE classes. The teaching of 
NFE teachers is good. They teach us songs and poems in addition of regular school lessons of 
how to read, write and to calculate. Moreover they teach us occupational skills such as making 
shoes and making umbrellas during rainy season. NFE classes are free of charge and they 
provide us with free learning materials which benefit us, NFE children a lot. We are very happy 
at NFE classes because teachers are very caring, and they do not discriminate those those who 
fail to catch up with the lessons. I won some prizes during the competition among NFE schools. 
I am ready to join NFE classes again if there are any new extended program available. I get the 
job because of being an NFE graduate. I am now working as apprentice mason and earn 5,000 
kyats per day. I also do some odd jobs such as digging pit for latrine, painting wall, and fixing 
electrical lines. My mother is not able to work due to her long sickness. My father works as an 
earth digging worker. 

I have small dreams. I want to have my own house to live with my parents. I want to encourage 
other children who cannot afford to attend public schools to attend NFE classes. They will be 
happy and they will learn many things in addition to reading, writing and numeracy skill. One 
day when I become a full-fledged mason I will help those who cannot go to school. 

I would simply like to say ‘Thank you’ to every one at NFE program. 

!

� 	  55



Impact Analysis of Non Formal Education Program for Out-of-School Children 2015!
Annex 2.  Qualitative and Quantitative Research Tools Used in the Study 

FGD with parents and caregivers 

No. of parents participated: 

Age 

Education level 

# of family members 

# children and their age 

Amount of monthly income (if possible) 

1) How many children study at NFE program and how many are in primary school? 
2) The reason for not sending the child to school. 
3) Do they benefit by not sending their child to school and/or is there any increase in family income 

because of the child before/after joining NFE program? 
4) The reason and expectation for sending the child to NFE classes. How do they support their NFE 

children? 
5) Do they observe any change in their child before and after attending NFE classes? If so, please 

state. 
6) What training do they receive from this program?  
7) What have they learned from the training? (Let them not just state the topic name but to explain 

more about the content so as to be sure that they have really learned what they said) 
8) How do they apply what they have learned? Give example. 
9) Ask their point of view on NFE program, teachers, and parental awareness training. 
10)  Ask what do they like, and they do not like about NFE program? How to improve the don’t like 

part? 
11) How well they think their participation in this program? 
12)  As parent, ask what is their expectation on their child’s future? 
13)  How do you want to fulfill their expectation? 
14) How has this program changed your child- social skills, communications, relationships with 

peers, siblings and family members?  
15) How has your view changed towards education goals for your children?   
16) Change in your attitudes towards your child in the NFE program and other children? 
17) How do you understand child protection?  Do you think they are important? If so, how are they 

important to you and your children? !
FGD with Management Committee 
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No. of MC participated: 

Age: 

Employment: 

Title/Position: 

Position in MC: 

1) Your participation in this program. 
2) What motivates you to volunteer / participate in the program?   
3) How have you changed since participating in this program as a member of the management 

committee?  What is your view on education of children in the community?  
4) What will your ideal community look like?  
5) What is your hope for the children?  
6) What kind of support (from parents, community, other outside collaboration, like WV) have you 

received to run this program?  
7) How do you support this program, teachers, children, wv staff, parents etc? 
8) What are the achievement this program has made? 
9) What are the challenges this program has? 
10) How do you solve the problem encountered? 
11) What sustainability plan do you have? Please explain in detail. 
12) Do you think that plan will definitely work? 
13) Do you have any plan B? !

FGD with NFE children 

Number of children participated: 

Age 

Sex 

Education level before joining NFE 

Education level at NFE classes 

Length of study at NFE  

1) Whether they are working or what they are doing apart from NFE class time. 
- What is your current employment? 
- How much do you earn per day/…..? Does your income increase after joining NFE program? 

Why does it increase? 
- What do you do with that income? 
- What is your father/mother/sister/brother doing? 
- What number are you among your sibling? 
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2) Individual education attainment before attending NFE 
3) The reason to join NFE 
4) Do you attend NFE regularly? If not why? 
5) How do they see NFE classes? Lessons, teachers, peers, committee, wv? 
6) Do they receive any encouragement/support from anyone from above mention people, parents, 

or employer? 
7) If so, what kind of encouragement/support? 
8) What do you learn from NFE classes? 
9) What is/are the things useful for your daily life from the lesson? 
10) What do they really use from what you have learned? 
11)  How do you think this program benefit you? (State what you think the progress you made after 

attending NFE program) 
12) State one good thing about yourself. And also one thing you’re good at doing. 
13) State one good thing about your peer and explain how he/she is good for you. 
14) State, how do you like your current work? 
15) Is there any expectation beyond attending NFE program? Please state. (What do you want to do/

be in the future?) 
16)  Tell me about your relationship with your parents, your siblings? Is there any change after you’ve 

join NFE classes? What kind of changes? 
17)  What about your relationship with your friends? Is there any change after you’ve joined NFE 

classes? 
18) How well do you understand about child protection 
19) How important is child protection? What are the changes regarding child protection before and 

after joining NFE classes 
20) After you took up NFE classes what are your attitude changes towards your relationship with 

your  parents, care givers, and employers? 
21)   Changes of attitudes towards your own future education, and those of your siblings 
22) Changes of attitudes towards learning and level and standard of education 
23) Thank them for their participation and welcome any question they want to ask about the 

research. !!
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Quantitative Questionnaires / Individual Interview Guidelines: ! !
Impact	  Assessment	  of	  Non-‐formal	  educa`on	  (Individual	  Interview	  for	  children)	  

SECTION 2: RESPONDENT INFORMATION

2.1 Respondent’s name/ 
ID #

!
|___________________________________________|

2.2 Place of origin state/
division: |___________________________________________|

2.3 Township |___________________________________________|

2.4 Sex
Male 1

|____|
Female 2

2.5 What is your age?

2.6 What is your race? !
|____|

2.7

What is the occupation of the head of household (household 
in which you are living) ? 
Farmer……………….   1 
Livestock worker…….  2 
Fisherman…………       3 
Forestry worker……      4 
Sale worker………….    5 
Service worker………    6 
Skilled worker……….    7 
Casual worker………..   8 
Unpaid family worker…9 
Other (what)………    10 
DK/ NR…………… 99

!
|____|

2.8

Are you currently living with parents/guardians? (If not)                    Yes      
1 
                                                                                                               
                                                                                                               No        
2 !
                                                                                                             DK/
NR  9 !

!
|____|
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2.9

Where are you currently living?                        At work with employer           
1 
                                                                           With relatives/friends              
2 
                                                                            Other (Please specify)            
9 

|____|

2.10

Are you working for any income?                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                             Yes         
1                                    
                                                                                                              No        
2 
                                                                                            (If no go to 2.15) 
                                                                                                             DK/
NR  9 

|____|

2.11 If yes, how much do you earn per month? |____|

2.12 If working, is it part time or full time?                               Part time  1 
                                                                                            Full time   2

|____|

2.13 How many hours do you work each day? |____|

2.14 How many days do you work in a week? |____|

2.15

If no, are you helping in family business or in family farm work? 
                                                                                                            Yes         
1                                    
                                                                                                             No          
2 
                                                                                             
                                                                                                             DK/
NR  9 

|____|
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2.16

Have you ever attended primary schools (formal education)?  
                                                                                             Yes         1                                    

                                                                                                             No          
2 
                                                                                            [If no go to 2.19] 
                                                                                                          DK/NR  

9

|____|

2.17

If yes, have you stop going to school?  
                                                                                              Yes         1                                    

                                                                                                             No          
2 
                                                                                             
                                                                                                          DK/NR  

9

|____|

2.18

If yes, state main reason 
1. Support parents 
2. Support family businesses 
3. Taking care of younger siblings 
4. Working outside to earn a living 
5. Schooling is too expensive 
6. Poor school facilities and… 
7. Physical and mental disability 
8. Parents cannot bring the child to school 
9. School is too far away from home 
10.Child is not interested in schooling 
11.Parents are not aware of value of education 
12.Teacher is using corporal punishment 
13.Child is bullied by other children at school 
14.Child is in kindergarten 
15.Others (Please specify………………..) 
16.Don’t know/No response 

|____|
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2.19

If never attended primary school, state main reason 
1. Support parents 
2. Support family businesses 
3. Taking care of younger siblings 
4. Working outside to earn a living 
5. Schooling is too expensive 
6. Poor school facilities and… 
7. Physical and mental disability 
8. Parents cannot bring the child to school 
9. School is too far away from home 
10.Child is not interested in schooling 
11. Parents are not aware of value of education 
12.Teacher is using corporal punishment 
13.Child is bullied by other children at school 
14.Child is in kindergarten 
15.Others (Please specify………………..) 
16.Don’t know/No response 

|____|

2.20

Do you attend NFE classes regularly or on appointed date and time?  
                                                                                             Yes         1                                    

                                                                                                             No          
2 
                                                                                             
                                                                                                          DK/NR  
9

|____|

2.21

If no in 2.20 (above) state main reason. 
1. Working, no time 
2. Working, tired 
3. Lost interest 
4. Other (please specify) 

|____|

2.22

Do you plan to rejoin NFE classes?  
                                                                                     Yes         1                                    

                                                                                                       No          2 
                                                                                            [If no go to 2.23] 
                                                                                                          DK/NR  

9

|____|
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2.23

If no in 2.22 (above) state main reason. 
1. Working, no time 
2. Working, tired 
3. Lost interest 
4. Other (please specify) 

|____|

2.24

Do you like attending NFE classes?  
                                                                                     Yes         1                                    

                                                                                                       No          2 
                                                                                            [If no go to 2.25] 
                                                                                                          DK/NR  

9

|____|

2.25

If no in 2.24 (above) state main reason. 
1. Working, no time 
2. Working, tired 
3. Lost interest 
4. Other (please specify) 

|____|

2.26

What have you learned from NFE classes? 
1. To read and write 
2. To compute 
3. General knowledge 
4. Not very much 
5. Others (Please specify………………..) 
9.   Don’t know/No response 

|____|

2.27

With regard to increasing knowledge what are your future plan? 
1. Do not have any 
2. Will rejoin NFE classes at some other opportune 

time? 
3. Cannot decide at this point of time 
4. Want to continue study at NFE but also need money 

for family   
5. Others (Please specify………………..) 
9.   Don’t know/No response 

|____|
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2.28

Do you understand what child protection is? 

                                                                                     Yes         1                                    
                                                                                                       No          2 
                                                                                            [If no go to 2.32] 

                                                                                        DK/NR  9 

|____|

2.29

How well do you understand ‘child protection’? 

Very Well        1 

Quite well    2 

So so    3 

Not very well  9 

|____|

2.30

Tell us how CP is important and changes in your understanding before and 

after the program. 

! |____|

2.31 

After you have participated in the NFE program what are the changes in 

communications and social attitudes with parents, caregivers and 

employers |____|

2.32

After you have participated in the NFE program what are the changes in 

your education goals/ life goals for yourself and your siblings? |____|
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!!

2.33

After you have participated in the NFE program what are the changes in 

attitudes toward learning and education attainment. |____|
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!
Individual Interviews with Parents / Caregivers 

Impact	  Assessment	  of	  Non-‐formal	  educa`on	  (Individual	  Interview	  for	  parents/guardians)	  

SECTION 1: GENERAL INFORMATION

1.1 Township name |____________|

1.2 Name of NFE center

1.3 Interview date _____DD/_____MM/2015

1.4 Interview start time (24h) |____||____|:|____||____| |____________|

Name

1.5 Enumerator/data collector

SECTION 2: RESPONDENT INFORMATION

2.1 Respondent’s name/ 
ID #

!
|___________________________________________|

2.2 Place of origin state/
division: |___________________________________________|

2.3 Township |___________________________________________|

2.4 Sex
Male 1

|____|
Female 2

2.5 What is your age? |____|

2.6 What is your race? !
|____|

2.7 What is the level of your education?

None                  
0 
Primary              
1 

Middle             
2 
High                
3 
College           
4 
University        
5     

|____|

2.8 How many children do you have? If more than one |____|
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!
!
!

2.8

What is the occupation of the head of household 
(household in which you are living) ? 
Farmer……………….   1 
Livestock worker…….  2 
Fisherman…………       3 
Forestry worker……      4 
Sale worker………….    5 
Service worker………    6 
Skilled worker……….    7 
Casual worker………..   8 
Unpaid family worker…9 
Other (what)………    10 
DK/ NR…………… 99

!
|____|

2.9 What is the total income of your household per month

< K 100,000  ..
1 
100,000-150,0
00……....2 
150,001-200,0
00………3 
200,001- 
300,000 .…….
4 
300,001+  …...
5 
DK/NR………..
9 

|____|

Q 
No.

Questions Responses categories Skip Response 
Code

2.10 How many children study at 
NFE program and how many 
are in primary school? 

NFE Program ……. !
Primary school…….

|____| !
|____|
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2.11 What are the reasons for not 

sending your child to school? 
Child has to support parents………….. 
1 
Support family 
businesses……………..2 
Has to take care of younger siblings…..
3 
Has to work outside to earn a living…..
4 
Schooling is too expensive……………
5 
Poor school facilities …………………
6 
Child has physical/mental disability….
7 
Parents cannot bring the child to 
school.8 
School is too far away from home…….
9 
Child is not interested in schooling.....
10 
Parents are not aware of value of 
education……………………………..
11 
Teacher is using corporal punishment.
12 
Child is bullied by other children at 
school…………………………………
13 
Others (Please specify……………..)   
14 
Don’t know/No response……………..
99 

|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| !
|____| 
|____| !!
|____| 
|____| 
|____|

2.12 Do you benefit by not 
sending your child to 
school ?

Yes…………………………………….
1 
No……………………………………..
2 
DK/NR………………………………..
3

!
|____|
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2.13 If yes, what benefits? Helpful………………………………

…1 
Companionship………………………..
2 
Some 
income…………………………..3 
Others (Please specify)……………..…
9

!
|____|

2.14 Do you know the benefits 
of sending your children to 
NFE classes?

Yes…………………………………….
1 
No……………………………………..
2 
DK/NR………………………………..
3

!
|____|

2.15 If yes, what are those 
benefits? 
(Multiple responses 
possible)

Receive more income..………………..
1 
Child general knowledge 
increases……2 
Child learns to read & write…………..
3 
Others (Pl specify…………….)………
9 

!
|____|

2.16 How do you support your 
children to go to NFE 
classes? 
(Main support only) 

Put extra money……………………….
1 
Put extra work to free child from 
work..2 
Verbal encouragement………………..
3 
Others (Pl specify………………)…….
9

!
|____|
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2.17 Have you observed any 

changes in child before 
and after attending NFE 
classes? 
(Multiple responses 
possible)

Can read and write better……………..
1 
More knowledgeable………………….
2 
More confident……………………….3 
Happier……………………………….
4 
Increased interest in learning…………
5 
Others (Pl specify………………)…….
9

|____| 
|____| 
|____| !
|____| !
|____| !
|____| 

2.18 Have you received any kind 
of training from this program?  

Yes…………………………………….
1 
No……………………………………..
2 
DK/NR………………………………..
3

!
|____| 

2.19 What have you learned from 
the training? (Let them not 
just state the topic name but 
to explain more about the 
content so as to be sure that 
they have really learned what 
they said) 

2.20 How do you apply what you 
have learned? Give example. 

2.21 What is your view on NFE 
program, teachers, and 
parental awareness training?

2.22 What do you like or dislike 
about NFE program?

2.23 How would you suggest to 
improve what you do not 
like?

2.24 How well do you think your 
participation contributes in 
this program?
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!
Individual Interview with Teachers 

1) Name/ID Number 

2) Age 

3) Gender 

4) Race 

5) Education 

6) How long have you been working at this NFE school/center? 

2.25 what is your expectation on 
your child’s future? 

2.26 How would you like to 
fulfill your expectation?

2.27 How has this program 
changed your child- social 
skills, communications, 
relationships with peers, 
siblings and family 
members?  

2.28 How has your view changed 
towards education goals for 
your children?   

2.29 What are the changes in your 
attitudes towards your child 
and other children in the NFE 
program? 

2.30 How do you understand child 
protection?  Do you think 
they are important? If so, 
how are they important to 
you and your children? 
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7) Did you receive trainings? From? 

8) Do the children come to school regularly? 

o Yes, regularly 

o Mostly regularly 

o Not that regular 

o Very irregular 

o Others (Please specify…………) 

9) If the children do not come to school regularly, what are the reasons? 

o Working, no time 

o Working, tired 

o Lost interest 

o Poor health 

o Too many family obligations 

o Poor encouragement from family 

o Other (please specify) 

10) Do you think the children are interested in coming to NFE classes? 

o Yes 

o No 

o Don’t know/No response 

11) Were the children able to read and write after one year course? 

o Yes 

o No 

o To some extent 

o Don’t know/No response 

12) If the children were not able to read and write after one year course, what are the problems? 

o Not attentive and not that interested 

o Lack learning ability 

o Do not attend class regularly 

o Focus on work/income 
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o Lack of support/encouragement from parents/family 

o Poor health 

o Others (Please specify…………………) 

o Don’t know/No response 

13) Do you like working as an NFE teacher?  

o Yes 

o No 

o Don’t know/No response 

14) If you do not like working as an NFE teacher, what are the reasons. 

o Attendance not regular 

o Children are not attentive 

o Low salary 

o Others (Please specify………………..) 

o Don’t know/No response 

15) Why do you think the children are leaving school? 

o Have to support parents/family 

o Support family businesses 

o Taking care of younger siblings 

o Working outside to earn a living 

o Schooling is too expensive 

o Poor school facilities and… 

o Physical and mental disability 

o Parents cannot bring the child to… 

o School is too far away from home 

o Child is not interested in schooling 

o Parents are not aware of  

o Teacher is using corporal punishment 

o Child is bullied by other children at school 

o Child is in kindergarten 
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o Others (Please specify………………..) 

o Don’t know/No response 

16) What do you think should be done to improve attendance and NFE program in general? 
(Qualitative) 

17) What motivates you to work as a NFE teacher? (Qualitative) 

18) Understanding and importance and benefits of child protection principles in NFE program? 
(Qualitative) 

19) How well do you understand child protection principles and how do you incorporate CP in your 
teaching?  

20) How have you changed since working as the NFE teacher? 

21)  What is your view on the importance of education? What are your hopes for the children?  

22) What are the positive impact does NFE has on the household or community? (Qualitative) 

23) What are the negative impact does NFE has on the household or community? (Qualitative) 

24) What kind of changes do you see in the children after being in the NFE program – educational 
achievements, social skills, behaviors, goal-setting and problem solving. (Qualitative) 

25) Does this program prepare/enable children who plan to rejoin formal school, if they wish to? 
(Qualitative) 

26) Does this program provide opportunity for children with disability to participate in the program? 
What are the changes you have observed in these children? (Qualitative) 

27)  How would you describe your experience working with disabled children who are out of school? 
(Qualitative) 

Individual Interviews with Management Committee 

Impact Assessment of Non-formal education (Individual Interview for Manage Committee member) 

!
   SECTION 2: RESPONDENT INFORMATION

2.1 Respondent’s name/ 
ID #

!
|___________________________________________|

2.2 Place of origin state/
division: |___________________________________________|

2.3 Township |___________________________________________|

2.4 Sex
Male 1

|____|
Female 2
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!

2.5 Position in the Management Committee

Chairperson    1 
Secretary        2 
Treasurer        3 
Member          4 
Other…………5 
(Pl.specify !

|____|

2.6
What motivates you to volunteer / participate in the 
program?   

Volunteering spirit                      1     
Interest in education                   2 
Interest in develop of comm.      3 
Other                                          4 
(Speicify……………………..)

!
|____|

Q 
No.

Questions Responses categories Skip Response 
Code

2.7 What is your view on education of 
children in the community?  
(Single response)

Low compared to other com 
(Need to improve)                                  1 
Wasting time                                           2 
Understand/pity their situation               3 
Other                                                       4 
(Specify……………………………..)

!
|____|

2.8 What are the reasons for parents 
not  sending their children to 
school? (Multiple responses) 

Child has to support parents………….. 1 
Support family businesses……………..2 
Has to take care of younger siblings…..3 
Has to work outside to earn a living…..4 
Schooling is too expensive……………5 
Poor school facilities …………………6 
Child has physical/mental disability….7 
Parents cannot bring the child to school.8 
School is too far away from home…….9 
Child is not interested in schooling.....10 
Parents are not aware of value of 
education……………………………..11 
Teacher is using corporal punishment.12 
Child is bullied by other children at 
school…………………………………13 
Others (Please specify……………..)   14 
Don’t know/No response……………..99 

|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| 
|____| !
|____| 
|____| !!
|____| 
|____| 
|____|

2.9 What will your ideal community 
look like? Children 
(Single response) 

All children attend school                     1 
Most children attend school                  2 
Children receiving proper ed                 3 
Children receiving higher ed                 4 
Other………………………..                5 
(Pl specify 

!
|____|
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2.10 What will your ideal community 

look like? Community members 
(Single response) 

More com members literate                   1 
More com members educated                2 
Com members receive higher ed           3 
More com member earn more                4 
Other………………………..                5 
(Pl specify !

!
|____|

2.11 What are the achievement this 
program has made? 
(Multiple response) 

!
More children literate………………….1 
More children able to get better ed…….2 
More children ed and earn more……….3 
Children have become more confide…..4 
Other………………………..                 5 
(Pl specify 

!
|____| !
|____| !
|____| !
|____| 
|____|

2.12 What are the challenges this 
program has? 
(Single response) 

Irregular attend by children……………1 
Teachers not available…………………2 
Poor households……………………….3 
Parents do not understand value of ed…4 
Other………………………..                 5 
(Pl specify 

!
|____|

2.13 Have you observed any changes 
in child before and after attending 
NFE classes? 
(Multiple responses possible)

Can read and write better……………..1 
More knowledgeable………………….2 
More confident……………………….3 
Happier……………………………….4 
Increased interest in learning…………5 
Others (Pl specify………………)…….9

|____| 
|____| 
|____| !
|____| !
|____| !
|____| 

2.14 Have you received any kind of 
training from this program?  

Yes…………………………………….1 
No……………………………………..2 
DK/NR………………………………..3

!
|____| 

2.15 If yes, what are they? Training for Com manage member……1 
Parental training……………………….2 
Child Rights……………………………3 
Child protection………………………..4 
Other………………………..                 5 
(Pl specify 

!!
|____| 

2.16 What have you learned from the 
training? (Let them not just state 
the topic name but to explain 
more about the content so as to 
be sure that they have really 
learned what they said) 
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!
!

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2.17 How do you apply what you have 
learned? Give example. !!!!!

2.18 What is your view on NFE 
program, teachers, and parental 
awareness training?

Very useful                                            1 
Useful, but cannot apply it……………2 
Not useful…………………………….3 
Others (Pl specify………………)…….4 

!!
|____| 

2.19 What would you suggest to 
improve NFE program? !!!

2.20 Do you have knowledge of what is 
Child Prevention?

Yes…………………………………….1 
No……………………………………..2 
DK/NR………………………………..3

!
|____| 

If yes, could you explain? !!!!!!!!!!
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