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ABSTRACT 

The istudy iwas icarried iout iin iMakadara iDistrict iwith ithe iaim ito iinvestigate ithe iimplementation 

iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation ipolicy. i iThe istudy iobjectives iwere ito iexamine ithe 

iperceptions iof istudents iand iteachers ito isubsidized isecondary ieducation iand iresources iin 

iselected iday isecondary ischools iin iNairobi iCity iCounty. iThe isecond iobjective iwas ito 

idetermine ithe iadequacy iof iresources iavailable ifor ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized 

isecondary ieducation, ito iidentify ifactors ihindering ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday 

isecondary ieducation iand ifinally ithe ilast ione iwas ito iestablish imeasures ithat ican iimprove ithe 

iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation. iThe istudy idesign iused iwas ia isurvey iin 

iwhich isampling itargeted ifour ischools iwith ia isample isize iof i100 iparticipants icomprising i80 

istudents, i16 isenior iteachers, iand i4 ihead iteachers. iThe istudy iemployed isystematic irandom 

isampling iin iorder ito iallow igeneralization iof ithe idata ito ia ilarger ipopulation. iThe iresearch itools 

iused iin ithe istudy iincluded iquestionnaires ifor istudents iand iinterview iguide ifor ithe isenior 

iteachers iand iprincipals. iAfter icoding ithe icollected idata, ithe istudy iused ithe iSPSS iprogramme 

ito ianalyse idata iinto ifrequencies iand ipercentages ibefore itabulation. iThe ianalyses irevealed ithat 

i46.6% iof ithe istudents ihad iexperienced iimprovement iin ithe iacquisition iof iskills iand iquality 

ieducation. iSpecifically, i53.3% iof istudents iand i60% iof iteachers icredited ithe isubsidized iday 

isecondary ieducation iprogramme ifor iensuring ithat iadequate itextbooks iare iavailable. iThere iwas 

iimproved iclass iperformance ifor ithe istudents iduring ithird iterm iin i2012 iand ithe ifirst i2 iterms iin 

i2013. iThe ipercentage iof istudents iin ipositions i21 iand iabove idropped ifrom i35% iin ithird iterm iof 

i2012 ito i20% iin isecond iterm iof i2013.This istudy iidentified ibarriers ito ithe iimplementation iof 

isubsidized isecondary ieducation ias ilack iof iteaching iskills, ifeeding iprogrammes iand ilack iof 

ipenalties ito icurb imisuse iof itextbooks. iStudents ireported ithat ithey iwalked ilong idistances ito 

ischool iand i53.3% iof ithem ilacked imodern ilaboratory iequipment iin itheir ischools. iThese 

ifindings ialso irevealed iunpredictable igrowing inumber iof istudents ijoining ithe iprogramme iand 

idelays iin ithe idisbursement iof igovernment ifunds. iBoth ithe iteachers iand istudents iperceived 

isubsidized iday isecondary ieducation ias ihaving ia ipositive icontribution. iThe irecommendations 

iwere ithat igovernment ishould iput iin iplace isuitable imeasures ito iensure itimely idisbursement iof 

ifunds iand iefficient iutilization iof ithe ifunds iand ithat ischools ishould istop icharging iextra ilevies 

ito idecrease ithe inumber iof idropouts. 
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CHAPTER iONE iINTRODUCTION 

1.0 iBackground iof ithe istudy 

Basic ieducation icovers ia iwhole irange iof ieducational iactivities ithat iaim ito imeet ibasic ilearning 

ineeds. iAccording ito ithe iUnited iNations iEducational iScientific iand iCultural iOrganisation 

i(UNESCO, i2013), ibasic ieducation icomprises iprimary ieducation iand isecondary ieducation. iIn 

ideveloping icountries, ibasic ieducation ioften iincludes ialso ipre-primary ieducation iand/or iadult 

iliteracy iprograms. iUNESCO ihas iadvocated ithe iprioritization iof iuniversal ibasic ieducation ifor 

ideveloping icountries. iIn iaddition, ithrough iMillennium iDevelopment iGoals i(MDGs), ithe 

iUnited iNations iDevelopment iProgramme i(UNDP) ihas icontinued ito ilead icountries iin 

iachieving igoal i4: iuniversal ibasic ieducation i(United iNations, i2015). i i 

Kenya iis ia isignatory ito iinternational icommitments iand iconventions irelated ito ieducation isuch 

ias iEducation ifor iAll i(EFA) i(UNESCO, i2008) i, iDakar iFramework iof iAction i(World iEducation 

iForum, i2000) i, iUnited iNations iLiteracy iDecade i(UNLD) i(UNESCO, i2009), iand iConvention 

ion ithe iRights iof ithe iChild i(CRC,1990) i.After iattaining iindependence ifrom ithe icolonial imaster 

iin i1963 ieducation i iin iKenya iwas iguided iby iseveral iregulations iincluding ithe iSessional iPaper 

iNo. i10 iof i1965 i(Government iof iKenya) i, i iEducation iAct i(1968) iand iSessional- iPaper iNo. i6 iof 

i1988 ion iEducation iand iManpower iTraining ifor ithe iNext iDecade iand ibeyond i(Kamunge iet ial., 

i1988). iIn iaddition, ithe icurrent ipolicy iframework iwhich iguides ioperations iin ithe ieducation 

isector iwas ithus iinformed iby ithe iworks iof iseveral iearlier icommissions, iworking igroups, itask 

iforces iand ithe ireport iof ithe itask iforce ion ithe ieducation isector irealignment ito ithe iConstitution, 

i2010 iand iVision i2030 i(Government iof iKenya, i2012a). iThese ireports iaimed ito iachieve 

ieconomic iself-determination, iexpansion iof ieducation, irealization iof iquality ieducation 

iindustrial idevelopment, ire-alignment iof ithe ieducation isector ito ithe i iKenyan iconstitution iand 

ivision i2030 i(Ominde, iet ial., i1964; iGachathi, iet ial., i1976; iMackay, iet ial., i1981; i iKamunge, iet 

ial., i1988; iKoech, iet ial., i2000; iGovernment iof iKenya, i2012b). iThe ilong-term iobjective iof ithe 

iproposed irecommendations iwas ithus ito iprovide itraining iand ibasic iquality ieducation ithat 

iincludes i2 iyears iof ipre-primary, i8 iyears iof iprimary iand i4 iyears iof isecondary ieducation 

i(Ministry iof iEducation iScience iand iTechnology, i2015). 

Kenya‗s iVision i2030 iwhich iaims ito itransform iKenya iinto ia inewly iindustrialized icountry iby 

ithe iyear i2030 i(Government iof iKenya, i2007) ihas ithree ipillars inamely ithe ieconomic, ithe isocial 

iand ithe ipolitical. iThe ipolicies iof ithe ifirst iand isecond ipillars ifocus ion ian iall-round iadoption iof 
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ieducation ias ian iimplementation itool. iTherefore, iVision i2030 ithus i iunderscores ithe iimportance 

iof isecondary ieducation iin ilaying ia ifirm ibase ifor iskills idevelopment iat ihigher ilevels iof 

ieducation ithat iinclude ipoverty ireduction, iinnovation, itechnological iadaptation, iand ienabling 

ithe icountry iin iattaining ia icompetitive iedge 

 iIn irecent iyears, ithe iGovernment iof iKenya ihas iimplemented imajor ireforms iand iinnovations 

iincluding iFree iPrimary ieducation i(FPE) iand iSubsidized iDay iSecondary iEducation i(SDSE). 

iThis ihas ienabled iKenya iin imaking isignificant iprogress itowards ithe iattainment iof iMillennium 

iDevelopment iGoals i(MDGs) iand ithe iEducation ifor iAll i(EFA). iThere ihas ibeen ia isignificantly 

iworldwide iincrease iin ithe iimportance iof ieducation imostly iin ideveloping icountries iwith 

isuccess iin iUniversal iPrimary iEducation. iThe iexpansion iof isecondary ieducation iin iKenya 

iresulted ifrom iconcerted iefforts iby ithe igovernment, idevelopment ipartners, iand iprivate 

iproviders isupporting ibasic ieducation. i iThe iintroduction iof iSubsidized iDay iSecondary 

iEducation i(SDSE) iin i2008 iaimed iat ienhancing ithe itransition iof istudents ifrom iprimary ito 

isecondary ischools, iand imaximizing itheir iretention iand icompletion irates. iSDSE iprogramme 

istarted iwith icapitation iper ipupil iof i10, i265.00 iKenyan ishillings ias ituition ifor iday iand iboarding 

isecondary ischools. iThe iGovernment ifurther irecommended ithat iparents i ipay i18, i635.00 

iKenyan ishillings iper istudent ias ithe icost iof iboarding isecondary ieducation ithus igiving ia itotal 

iannual ifee iof i28, i892.00 iKenyan ishillings ifor ia iboarding istudent iincluding ithe iGovernment‘s 

ituition isubsidy iof i10, i265.00 iKenyan ishillings. iIn iaddition, iparents iwere iexpected ito ipay 

icharges ifor ilunch i(for iday ischolars ionly), iuniform, icaution imoney, ipersonal ieffects, 

iexamination ifees, iand idevelopment iprojects. iThis iwas isubject ito ithe iapproval iby imembers iof 

ithe iboard, iDistrict iEducation iBoard i(DEB) iand iDepartment iof iEducation iheadquarters 

i(Ministry iof iEducation iScience iand iTechnology, i2015). 

A ireview iof ithe i idevelopment iof isecondary ieducation iin iKenya ishowed i ithe inumber iof i 

isecondary ischools iincreased ifrom i2, i678 iin i1990 ito i3,999 i(11.3% iprivate) ienrolling i0.870 

imillion istudents iin i2003 i(Government iof iKenya, i2012b). iApproximately i1.03 imillion istudents 

i(10% iin iprivate ischools) ireceived ienrolment iin i4, i215 i(13% iprivate) ischools iin i2006 iand i1.7 

imillion iin i2010 i(8% iprivate). iThe inumber iof isecondary ischools iincreased iin i2008 ifrom i6,566 

ischools ito i7, i308 ischools iin ithe iyear i2010 iagainst i27, i489 iprimary ischools iin ithe iyear i2010 

ihaving iincreased iin i2008 ifrom i26, i206 i. iAfter ithe iintroduction iof iSDSE, ienrolment igrew ifrom 

i1.18 imillion istudents iin i2007 i(639, i393 iboys iand i540, i874 igirls) ito i1, i328, i964 i(735, i680 iboys 

iand i593, i284 igirls) iin i2008 iand ifurther ito i1, i701, i501 i(914, i971 iboys iand i786, i530 igirls) iin 
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i2010. iThe iMinistry iof iEducation iReport ion iEducation isector ireview iand idevelopment 

i(Republic iof iKenya, i2008) iThe igross ienrolment irate i(GER) ifor isecondary iincreased ifrom i27.3 

i% i(25.7% ifor igirls iand i28.8% ifor iboys) iin i1999 ito i47.8 i% i(46.3 ifor igirls iand i50.9 ifor iboys) iin 

i2010. iThe inet ienrolment irate i(NER) iincreased ifrom i28.9 i% i(29.8 i% ifor imale iand i27.9 i% ifor 

ifemale) iin i2008 ito i35.8 i% i(36.5% ifor iboys iand i35.1% ifor igirls) iin i2010 ihaving iincreasingly 

iupgraded ifrom i13.7% i(13.5 ifor imale iand i13.9 ifor ifemale) iin i1999. iOver ithe isame iperiod, iGER 

irose imarginally ifrom i26.8% iin i1990 ito i32% iin i2010. iThe ienrolment irate iincreased ifrom 

i20.5% iin i2005 ito i33.1% iin i2012 iand ithe ipercentage iof ichildren itransiting ifrom iprimary ito 

isecondary ischool irose ifrom i57.3% ito i73.3% iduring ithe isame iperiod. 

Although ithe iexpanding iaccess ito isecondary ieducation ihas ibeen iincreasing, iit iremains ilow iand 

ichallenging iespecially iat ithe iregional ilevels. iIn iKenya, iat isecondary ischools, ithere iis ia imuch 

igreater iregional ivariation iin iattendance ithan iat iprimary. iCounty ienrolment irate iranged ifrom i5-

10% iin ithe inorthern iregion iand isome iparts iof ithe icoastal iregion, ito iabout i50% iin iKiambu iand 

iNairobi. iIn iaddition, ithe iGovernment ihas ireported ia iwider igender igap ibetween iboys iand igirls 

iat isecondary ischools. iThe igender idisparity iindex ias iat ithe iyear i2009 istood iat i0.96% iup ifrom 

i0.75 iin ithe iyear i1990. iHowever, ithe igender iparity iindex ireduced ito i0.86 iin i2010. iMajority iof 

igirls iin ithe icounties ifrom iNorth iEastern iregion iof iKenya iwere ilikely ito itransit ito isecondary 

ischools. iIn ispite iof ithe igovernment‘s iefforts ito ialleviate ithe imany ichallenges ifacing isecondary 

ieducation, ithe icost iof ieducation iin iKenya ihas icontinued ito iescalate iover ithe iyears idue ito ithe 

irising icost iof iliving. iMany iparents ifrom ilow-income igroup iare ifinding iit idifficult ito isustain 

itheir ichildren iin isecondary ischools ihence ilowering ithe igains imade iin itransition. i 

1.1 iStatement iof ithe iproblem 

 iFollowing isuccess iof ithe iFPE iprogramme ithat iwas iintroduced iin i2003, ithe iKenyan 

igovernment iextended ithe isame ito ithe isecondary ischools ito iincrease iaccess ito isecondary 

ischool ieducation iin i2008. iThe iimplementation iof iSDSE iin iKenya iwas ia imajor istep iin 

iexpanding iaccess ito imajority iof istudents ifrom ipoor ibackgrounds. iThe igovernment ioffered 

isubsidies itowards ifunding iof iSDSE, ibut iparents iwere ito icater ifor iother iexpenses. iA inumber iof 

ichallenges iincluding imanagement, iadministrative igaps iand igovernance iissues icould ialso 

ihinder ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE iprogramme ithat iinclude ilearning ioutcomes, iservice 

idelivery, i icompetence, iperformance ilevels iand iteacher imanagement.. iAdditional ichallenges 

iinclude; iinadequate istrategies ifor iteacher idevelopment,ineffective iand iuncoordinated 

imonitoring iand ievaluation iof ieducation ioutcomes iand iprogrammes, iinequalities iin ischooling 
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iprovision, i iinadequate iintegration iof iICT iinto ithe ieducation isystem, iand ilack iof iadequate 

iguidelines ito iaddress icross icutting iissues ithat iaffect ilearning ioutcomes ilike ihunger; ipoverty, 

iconflict iand iemergencies. iVery ilittle ihas ibeen idone ito iaddress ithe iissue iof iimplementation iof 

iSDSE iprogramme. iThis istudy itherefore isought ito ireview ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE iin 

iselected iday ipublic ischools iin iNairobi iCity iCounty. iThis iwas iuseful iin iproviding ithe ineeded 

iinformation ito istrengthen ithe iprogramme iand imeet ithe iintended iaim iof iexpanding iaccess ito 

isecondary ieducation iin iKenya iin iline iwith ithe iVision i2030 iand ieducation ipolicies. 

1.2 iResearch iQuestions 

1. What iwas ithe iperception iof istudents iand iteachers iunder iselected iday isecondary ischools ion 

isubsidized isecondary ieducation? 

2. To iwhat iextent iare iavailable iresources iadequate ifor ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized 

isecondary? 

3. Has iSDSE iaffected ithe iacademic iperformance iof istudents iin iday ischools? 

4. What ichallenges ihinder iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation? 

5. Are ithere imitigation imeasures ithat ican ihelp iimprove ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday 

isecondary ieducation? 

1.3 iMain iobjective iof ithe istudy 

The imain iobjective iof ithe istudy iwas ito iconduct ia ireview iof ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized 

iday isecondary ieducation iin ipublic isecondary iday ischools iin iKenya iusing ithe icase istudy iof 

iMakadara idistrict iin iNairobi, iCity iCounty. i 

1.3.1 iSpecific iobjectives i 

1. To iexamine iperceptions iof istudents iand iteachers ion isubsidized iday isecondary 

ieducation iand iresources iin iselected iday isecondary ischools iin iNairobi iCity iCounty. 

2. To idescribe ithe iperformance iof ischools iin ithe isubsidized iday isecondary ieducation 

iprogramme. 

3. To idetermine ithe iadequacy iof iresources iavailable ifor ieffective iimplementation iof 

isubsidized iday isecondary ieducation iin iNairobi iCity iCounty. 

4. To iidentify ifactors ihindering ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday isecondary 

ieducation iin iNairobi iCity iCounty. 

5. To iestablish imeasures ithat ican iimprove ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday 

isecondary ieducation. 
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1.4 iSignificance iof ithe istudy 

 iThe icentral igovernment iis iin icharge iof ithe iquality iof ieducation, icurriculum idevelopment, iand 

ipayment iof iteachers‘ isalaries. iExpansion iand imaintenance iof iinfrastructure ifalls iunder ithe 

icounty igovernments. iThe ifindings iof ithis istudy iwill iprovide ivery iuseful iinformation ifor iboth 

iNairobi iCity iCounty igovernment iand ithe iCentral igovernment. iThe icentral igovernment 

ithrough ithe iMinistry iof iEducation icould iuse ithese ifindings iin ievaluating iand istrengthening 

iaccess ito ibasic ieducation. iThe ifindings iwill isupport ithe icentral igovernment‘s iefforts iin 

iaddressing ithe ichallenges iconstraining ithe isustainance iof ithe iprogramme iincluding ithe ineed ito 

iraise ithe iminimum iallocation iper istudent ifrom ithe icurrent iKshs i10, i265 iper istudent. iThe 

igovernment ican iequitably iallocate ithe isubsidized isecondary ieducation ifund ito ischools ion 

icareful ianalysis iof ithe iimpact imade ion ieducation iand ipoverty ialleviation. iIt iwill ialso ibe iable ito 

icome iwith isuitable istructures ifor iensuring iinstitutional iaccountability. i 

For ithe iNairobi iCity iCounty ito iincrease iaccessibility ito isecondary ieducation, ipolicy imakers 

ineed ito idevelop ievidence-based ipolicies iaimed iat iensuring isustainable idevelopment iof ischool 

iinfrastructure. iThis ifinding iof ithe istudy istand ito iinform ipolicies iaimed iat iexpanding 

iinfrastructure ifor ibasic ieducation. iAdministrators icould iuse ithis ibody iof ievidence ito iaddress 

iweaknesses iin ithe ischool imanagement isystem iand iensure iutilization iof iresources iin isecondary 

ischools iis iprudent. iThe ievidence igenerated icould isensitize iparents ion igovernment isupport ion 

iSDSE iand iempower ithem iin idetermining ithe iamount iof iresources ithey ineed ito imake ifor 

ieffective iimplementation iof ithe iprogramme. iBy iso idoing, iparents imay ihave iincreased 

iinvolvement iin ithe imanagement iof ischools. iFinally, ithe istudy ihas icontributed ito ithe iexisting 

ibody iof iresearch iin ithe iarea iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation iin iKenya. iUpcoming 

iresearchers iwill iuse ithe iknowledge igenerated iby ithe istudy ifor ifurther iresearch. 

1.5 iThe iscope iand ilimitations iof ithe istudy 

The istudy ispecifically ifocused ion ithe ireview iof ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE iusing ithe icase 

istudy iof iMakadara idistrict iin iNairobi, iCity iCounty. iThe istudy iwas icarried iout iin ithird iterm iof 

ithe iyear i2012 ito ithe isecond iterm iof ithe iyear i2013. iMakadara idistrict iwas iinitially ia idivision 

ibefore ibeing ielevated ito idistrict istatus. iSpecifically, ifactors icovered iincluded ithe iperformance 

iof ischools iin iterms iof istudent iperformance, ithe iperception iof iteachers iand istudents iSDSE, 

iresource ilevels, ifactors ihindering iSDSE iand imeasures ifor imitigating ithem. iThe idemographic 

icharacteristics iof ithe istudents iincluded; iage, i igender, istudents‘ iclass, idistance ifrom ischool, 

iparental istatus, iand ioccupation iof iparents ior iguardians. i 
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 iKenya ihas imore iover i7,308 isecondary ischools idistributed iin iunique igeographical, isocio-

economic, iand icultural isettings. iTherefore, iadequate ireview iof ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE 

iprogramme iin ithe icountry irequired ia isignificantly ilarge isample iof ischools, iteachers, iand 

istudents. iHowever, idue ito ilimited iresources, ionly iselected ischools iin iMakadara idistrict iin 

iNairobi iCity iCounty iwere icovered. i 

1.6 iDefinition iof iOperational iTerms 

Gender: irefers ito ithe iascribed imeaning iof ieither imale ior ifemale. i 

Students’ iperception: iawareness iof ithe iadvantages iof iwaiver iof ituition ifees iby ithe 

igovernment iin ipublic iday isecondary ischools ior iawareness iof ithe iavailability/existence iof 

iclassrooms, ilabs, itextbooks, iand iteachers. 

Students’ iperformance: irefers ito ihow istudents ifair iin itheir iexaminations. 

Free iSecondary iEducation: irefers ito ithe iwaiver iof ituition ifees iby ithe igovernment ifor ithe 

isecondary ischool ilevel. 

Subsidized isecondary ieducation: ia isituation iwhereby ichildren iwho ihave icompleted iprimary 

ischool iget iopportunities ito ireceive isecondary ieducation iwithout ihaving ito ipay ifor ituition icost. 

Implementation: irefers ito ithe irealization iof ian iapplication, ior ithe iexecution iof ia iplan, ian iidea, 

idesign ispecification, istandard, imodel, ialgorithm, ior ipolicy. 
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CHAPTER iTWO: IA REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

2.0 iIntroduction 

This ichapter ireviewed iliterature irelated ito ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized iday 

isecondary ieducation iprogramme. iThe iliterature ireview icovered ihistorical iperspective iof 

iSubsidized iSecondary ieducation, ithe iavailability iof ilearning iresources, ichallenges iaffecting 

ithe ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized iday isecondary, iand imeasures ito iimprove 

iimplementation iof iSDSE. 

2.1 iHistorical iperspective iof iSDSE i 

 iGovernments iin iindustrialised iworlds‘ ioffered isome ieducation ifree i(Stevens iand iWeave, 

i2003). iIn ithe iUnited iKingdom, ielementary ieducation ibecame icompulsory iin i1870 iand iby 

i1907, ithere iwas ithe iintroduction iof ivery ilimited ifree isecondary ieducation. iThe iBritish 

iintroduced iuniversal ifree isecondary ieducation iin i1944. iUganda iintroduced iuniversal iprimary 

ieducation iin i1997 iand iexperienced ia i68% irise iin ioverall ienrolment irates ifrom i3.4 imillion ito 

i5.7 imillion iin ione iyear i(Avenstrup, iet ial., i2004). i iIn i2007, iUganda ibecame ithe ifirst isub 

iSaharan ination ito istart ifree iuniversal isecondary ieducation i(Asankha iand iYamano, i2011). 

iUnder ithis iprogramme, iparents iare irequired ito ipay iboarding iand imedication icosts. iSimilarly, 

ithe iNigerian igovernment iprovides ituition ifree isecondary ieducation, iyet iparents iare irequired ito 

ipay idifferent iforms iof ifees ito icover ithe icost iof irunning ithe isystem i(UNESCO, i2007). 

In iKenya, ithe iincreased idemand ifor igovernment ipersonnel iled ito ithe iclamour ifor iSDSE 

iimmediately iafter iindependence i(UNESCO, i2007). iIn i1971, ithe igovernment ihad iset iup iplans 

iincluding ifree ieducation ito idisadvantaged ipeople iliving ion iArid iand isemi-arid ilands iof iKenya. 

iSince ithe iintroduction iof ifree iprimary ieducation i(FPE), ithere ihas ibeen ia irapid iincrease iin 

ienrolment. iThe ienrolment iof iprimary ischool ichildren iincreased idramatically, iwith i1.2 imillion 

iadditional ipupils iin i2003 ialone. iBy ithe iyear i2004, ithe inumber iof ipupils ihad irisen iup ito i7.2 

imillion, iout iof iwhich i84% iwere iprimary ischool iage. iGiven ithat ithe ichildren ifrom ipoor 

ihouseholds iare iless ilikely ito ijoin isecondary ischools, ithere iare iestimates ithat ithe itransition irate 

iextended ito i60%. iThis isuggested ithat isix iin ievery iten ichildren iwho ienrolled ifor iprimary 

ischool ieducation iin i2003 iwent ion ito ienrol ifor isecondary ischool ieducation iin i2007. iOverall, 

ithe iincrease iof ienrolment iin ithe isecondary isector iis idependent ion ithe iincrease iin ipupils 

icompleting iprimary ieducation i(Lewin, i2005). iWith ithe iincreased ienrolment iin iprimary ischool 
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ieducation, ia igreat idemand iof isecondary ieducation iemerged. iThis iexplains ithe irationale ibehind 

ithe ioffering iof ifree iday isecondary ieducation iin iKenya. 

2.2 iThe iintroduction iof iSDSE iin iKenya 

Subsidized isecondary ischool ieducation iin iKenya istarted iat ithe ibeginning iof i2008 ibecause 

ipupils iwho icompleted iprimary ischool irisked ireceiving ilimited iaccess ito isecondary ischool 

ieducation. iThe imain iobjective ifor iSDSE iwas ito iensure ithat iall ichildren iwho iwere 

iacademically iqualified ifor isecondary ieducation ireceive ian iopportunity ito ipursue itheir 

ieducation. iSeveral ifactors iincluding ithe iMDG ipromise ito iachieve ia i70% itransition irate ifrom 

iprimary ito isecondary iby i2008 iinformed ithe ipolicy ion iSDSE i(MoEST, i2005a). i iIn iorder ito 

iimplement ithe ipolicy ion ifree isecondary ieducation, ithe igovernment iof iKenya icustomised ia 

iformula iused iin ilocal ischool ifinancial imanagement iin ithe iUnited iKingdom igovernment 

ifunding iof ieducation i(Downes, i1988). i iIn ithis iformula, ithe iallocation iof ifunds ito ipublic 

isecondary ischools iwas ias iper ithe inumber iof ilearners iin ithe ischool iat ithe irate iof iKES i10, i265 

iper istudent. iWhile ithe iparents iwere irequired ito imeet iother irequirements iincluding ithe icost iof 

ilunch, iuniform, itransport, iand iboarding ifees ibesides idevelopment iof ithe ischools. iThis iwas ithe 

igovernment‘s istrategy iof iensuring ithat ithe ieducation isystem iaddressed ithe ichallenges iof 

iregional ispecial ineeds iand igender idisparities i(Ohba, i2009). 

The iKenya iEducation iSector iSupport iProgramme i i2005-2010 iwhich iwas i ithe ibackbone ipolicy 

iframework ifor iimplementing iSDSE, ihad ia iclear istrategy ion ihow ito iintegrate isecondary 

ieducation ias ipart iof ibasic i ieducation i(MoEST, i2005a). iTo iaddress ilow itransition irates, ithe 

istrategy iaddressed ithe ifollowing ithematic iareas: ii) ithe iunit icost iof isecondary ieducation; iii) ithe 

istructure iof ituition ifees; iiii) inon-teaching istaffing inorms iand iwage iguidelines; iiv) iessential 

iversus iluxurious ineeds iin isecondary ieducation; iand iv) ituition ifee iwaivers iand itheir 

iimplementation ichallenges i(Abid, i2007). iHowever, ithe ipolicy ihad iassumptions ithat ithe 

iinfrastructure iwill ibe iadequate ito iaccommodate iadditional istudents ithat ithe igovernment 

iexpenditure ion ieducation iwas isustainable iand ithat ithe iFPE iprogramme iwas isuccessful i(IPAR, 

i2007). iKept iup iby ithese iassumptions, ithe ieducation isector ibudget isubstantially iincreased 

isince ithe iinception iof iSDSE i(Republic iof iKenya, i2012). iThe ieducation isectors‘ ipublic 

ispending iallocated icolossal iamounts iof imoney iwhich iincreased ifrom iKES i92.2, ibillion iin 

i2005 ito iKES i169, ibillion iin i2010 ito imeet ithe idemands iof ipolicies ion ifree ieducation i(Republic 

iof iKenya, i2010; iOrodho, iet ial., i2013). iOverall, ithe ieducation isector iaccounted ifor i28% iof ithe 

itotal ipublic iexpenditure iin i2005 ibut idropped imarginally ito i26% iin i2010 i(Republic iof iKenya, 
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i2013). iAlthough iefforts ito idevote imore iresources ito ieducation iare ijustifiable, istudies ishow i ia 

ipositive iand isignificant icorrelation ibetween iindicators iof iquality iand ifinancial iallocation 

i(Oketch, iand i iNgware, i2012). iHowever, ievidence ihas irevealed iserious iconstraints iaffecting 

ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidised ieducation iin iKenya i(Orodho, iet ial., i2013). 

2.3 iConstraints ito iSDSE iin iKenya 

 i2.3.1 iStatus iof iInfrastructure 

Generally, ithe ineed ifor iadequate isecondary ischools ito imatch iprimary ischools iemerged ias ia 

ikey ifactor iconstraining igrowth iin isecondary ischool ienrolment. iFor iinstance, iin i2003 iKenya 

ihad i3,661 ipublic isecondary ischools icompared ito i18, i081 ipublic iprimary ischools. iAfter ithe 

iintroduction iof iFPE, ilack iof iinfrastructure ibecame ia iserious ichallenge ito iexisting ischools 

i(USAID, i2008). i 

Lack iof iinfrastructural ifacilities ithat icarter ifor idifferent ineeds iof igirls igreatly iaffect ilearning iin 

ischools i(James iand iGerretson, i2012). iWith ithe icurrent igovernment ifunding iapproach, idensely 

ipopulated ischools ireceive imore ifunds icompared ito iless ipopulated ischools iirrespective iof 

istatus iof itheir iinfrastructure. iIn iaddition, istudies ihave ishown ithat iparents‘ iactual icontribution 

idiffer ifrom ione iregion ito ianother i(Republic iof iKenya, i1999). iAlthough, igenerally ihouseholds 

icarter ifor iabout i95% iof ischool irecurrent iexpenditure, iparents iare ialso iexpected ito icontribute ito 

iinfrastructural idevelopment iof ischools. iThis iarrangement iexacerbates ithe iproblem iof iregional 

idisparities iin ischools. iThe iofficial iparliamentary irecords iin i2008 irevealed ithat imany ichildren 

iin iurban islums iand iin iarid iand isemi-arid ilands iand iregions icould inot iaccess isecondary 

ieducation idue ito iinadequate iclassrooms iand iother ifacilities i(Kenya iNational iAssembly, i2008). 

iFrom ithis ireport, iit iis ivery iclear ithat ithere iis ia ineed ito ireview ithe iinadequate ifacilities iaffects 

ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE. 

2.3.2 iShortage iof iteachers 

Teachers iare iessential ifor ithe ieducation isystem iand ithe iattainment iof ithe igoals iof iKenya 

iVision i2030. iTo ithe inational igovernment iteachers iremain ian iimportant inational iresource iin 

ithe iteaching/learning iprocess iand itheir itraining iand iutilization itherefore irequires icritical 

iconsideration i(MoEST, i2005). i iTo iimprove ithe iquality iof ieducation, ischools ineed ito ihave ia 

ilow iratio iof ipupils ito iteachers i(Huebler, i2008). iIn iovercrowded iclassrooms iwith ia ihigh 

inumber iof istudents iper iteacher, ithe iquality iof ieducation iends iup ibeing ipoor. iUnder ithese 
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icircumstances, iteachers ido inot ihave iadequate itime ito idedicate ito ithe iindividual ineeds iof ieach 

istudent. i 

According ito ithe iglobal imonitoring ireport, iacute ishortage iof iteachers iis icommon iin imany 

ideveloping icountries i(UNESCO, i2008). iIn irecent iyears, ithere ihas ibeen ia iglobal iconcern iabout 

iteacher ishortages. iMany icountries iexperience isevere ishortages iof iteachers iand ian iincreasing 

igap ibetween idemand iand isupply iof iteachers ineeded ito iensure ieffective iteaching i(Santiago, 

i2002). iTeacher ishortages iremain ia imajor iconcern ito ieducational iauthorities, iand ipolicy 

imakers. iIn iKenya, iweaknesses iin ihuman iresource iplanning icontribute ito idistorted idistribution 

iand iutilization iof iteachers. iMost iteachers ihave ia ipreference iof iworking iin iurban, iperi-urban 

iand ihigh ipotential iareas iwhere isocial iamenities iare iavailable i(MoEST, i2005a), ithe ilack iof ia 

iproper iframework ifor idetermining ithe idemand ifor iteachers iexacerbates ithe iproblem iof iteacher 

ishortages. i iThe iTeachers iService iCommission i(TSC) ihas ibeen ion irecord iadmitting ithe ihuge 

istaffing ichallenge iemanating ifrom ithe irising inumber iof ichildren iunder ithe ifree ieducation 

iprogramme iand ithe iincreasing inumber iof inew ischools. i iFor iinstance iin i2011, ithe ienrolment iin 

iprimary ischools istood iat i7.8 imillion iand i1.6 imillion iin isecondary ischools iyet ithe inumber iof 

iteachers iremained iat i182,323 iand i58,869 ifor iprimary iand isecondary ischools irespectively. iIn 

i2016, ithere iwere iapproximately i8.1 imillion ichildren iin iprimary ischools iand i2.2 imillion iin 

isecondary ischools, iyet ithe iteaching iforce istands iat i211,809 iand i75,717 ifor iprimary iand 

isecondary ischools irespectively. iAccording ito iTSC, ithe icurrent iteacher ideficit istands iat 

i92,000. iThere iwere iprojections ithat ithis ifigure iw0uld iincrease ito i95,352 iby ithe iend iof i2016 

iand ishoot iup ito i116,513 iby i2019 i(Teachers iService iCommission iof iKenya, i2015). 

2.4 iSecondary ischool icompletion irates iin iKenya 

Acquisition iof isecondary iEducation icontributes ito iincreased iindividual iearnings iand ieconomic 

igrowth iin imany icountries. iHowever, ia i2012 itaskforce ireport ion ithe ire-alignment iof ithe 

ieducation isector ito ithe iConstitution iof iKenya iuncovered ivarious ichallenges iand igaps iin ithe 

iKenyan isystem. iFirst, ithe igross ienrolment irates iin iprimary ischools iremained iabove i100 iper 

icent, iwhile ithe inet ienrolment irates ihad igrown ito ialmost i90 iper icent. iAlthough ithe inumber iof 

ichildren icompleting iClass i8 irose ito iover i800,000, i(Kenya i iEconomic iSurvey, i2009) irevealed 

ithat iapproximately i30 iper icent iof iprimary ischool ipupils ifail ito itransit ito isecondary ischools. 

iThis imeans ithat iabout i250,000 iKenya iCertificate iof iPrimary iEducation i(KCPE) iexam 

icandidates ifail ito ijoin isecondary ischools iannually. iThe i70 iper icent iwho iproceed ito isecondary 

ieducation iend iup ifailing iin ithe iKenya iCertificate iof iSecondary iEducation i(KSCE). iOn 
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iaverage, i60 iper icent i(approximately i200,000 istudents) iof istudents iwho isit ifor iKCSE iend iup 

iscoring ibelow i49 iper icent i(C-), ithus ireducing itheir ichance iof iacquiring iuniversity ieducation 

2.5 iImpact iof ithe iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation ion ienrolment irates iin iMakadara 

iDistrict 

Through ithe iCDF ifund, iFree iPrimary iEducation i(FPE) iand ithe iaffordable iday isecondary 

ieducation idubbed ithe iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation iprogrammes ithe iKenyan igovernment 

ispends ibillions ion ieducation iof iall iKenyans iirrespective iof itheir igender, iage, iand icreed, isocial 

ior ipolitical iaffiliations. 

The iimpact iof ithe iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation ifund icuts iacross ithe iwhole icountry, iwith 

ithe irates iof idevelopment ivarying ifrom iregion ito iregion. iIn iparticular, ithe iMakadara iDistrict 

iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation ifund ihas ihelped ienhance iaccess ito ieducation iat ithe 

isecondary ischool ilevels, iwith irealization iof iincreased irates iof iretention iand itransition iand 

ireducing idropout irates. iThe imassive isensitization iprogrammes ito ithe icitizens iin ithe idistrict iby 

ithe ivarious inon-governmental iorganizations ihas ialso ihelped ielevate ithe ilevel iof iawareness. 

iChildren ifrom ipoor ifamilies ihave ibeen iable ito iaccess ieducation, ipay ifees iincluding imock iand 

icontinuous iassessment ifees ithrough ithe iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation ifund. iSecondary 

ischools iin ithe idistrict ihave ibeen iable ito ireceive ifunding ifrom ithe igovernment ithrough ithe iSSE 

ibased ion ithe ilevels iof ienrolment. iThis iled ito ia isurge iin ithe ienrolment irates icausing ipressure ion 

ithe iexisting iresources iin ischools iincluding iclassrooms, ilaboratories, ifields, iand ieven ithe 

iteaching iforce. 

Mmbaka i(2008) icarried iout ia istudy ion i‗Community iand ischool ibased ifactors itowards iaccess 

iand iequity iin isecondary ischool ieducation‖ i.The istudy ifindings iindicated ithat i40.3% iof ithe 

istudents ilack ifunds ialthough, ithere iare ichallenges itoday, ithe iscenario ihas isince ithen ichanged. 

iTherefore, iit iwill ibe iof iinterest ito ifind iout ihow iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation ihas 

iinfluenced isecondary ischool ienrolment iand ispecifically icompletion irates iin ithe isprawling 

iEastland‘s iarea, iwhich iproduces ithe ibulk iof ithe istudents iin iMakadara iDistrict. 

2.6 isummary iof iliterature ireviewed 

In iview iof ithe imentioned iliterature, iit iis ievident iand ialmost iobvious ithat iin iorder ito ienhance 

iaccess ito, iretention iand itransition irate, ihuge icapital iinvestments imust ibe imade iin ithe 

ieducation iof iKenyan icitizens. iThat iis iif ithe iKenyan igovernment itotally icommits iitself ito 

igiving ifree icompulsory iquality ieducation ito iall ithe istudents iin isecondary ischools. 



 

12 

 

In ithe iinterim iguidelines ion ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation, ithe 

ipermanent isecretary iministry iof ieducation inoted ithat iparents iwill icontinue ito imeet ithe 

ifollowing icosts iof ieducation; ischool iuniform, iboarding irelated icosts, ilunch ifor iday ischolars, 

iexpansion iprojects iand iclearing ifee ibalances ifor iprevious iyears i( iMOE/H/9/144.5). 

iResearchers ialso iagree ithat ithe ieffects iof isocio icultural, ieconomic iand ischool ibased ifactors ion 

ia ichild‘s iaccess iand iretention irequire imore iinvestigation. 

From ithis iliterature ireview, iit iis iquite ievident ithat ia ivariety iof iconstraints ito ithe ieffective 

iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation iwill ipredetermine iaccess ito ieducation. iThe 

istudy iwill itherefore iidentify ithe iextent ito iwhich isubsidized isecondary ieducation iis ieffectively 

iimplemented ito iprovide ieducational iopportunities iin ithe ieducation ilevel. iIt iis iexpected ithat 

isuitable imethods iand itechniques ibe iidentified iin iorder ito icome iup iwith isuitable istrategies ithat 

iwill iensure ithat isubsidized isecondary ieducation iis ieffectively iused iin isecondary ischool 

ieducation. 

2.7 iTheoretical iFramework. 

 iSocial iCapital iTheory, iCommunity iParticipation iTheory, iand ithe iEquality iof iEducational 

iOpportunity iFramework iguided ithis istudy 

 iSocial iCapital iTheory ican ibe idefined ias ithe isocial iresources ithat iexist iin ithe irelationships 

ibetween iindividuals iand igroups iwherein isuch iresources ican ibe iaccessed iand iused ito ireach 

iindividuals ior icollective igoals.[Bourdieu; iColeman i1988;Lin1999;Putman i1993, i2000] 

iColeman i[1988] isaw iSocial iCapital ias iessentially iresiding iin ithe isocial istructure iof 

irelationships iamong ipeople. iColeman isaw iSocial iCapital ias ia ipublic igood iwhere ithe iactions iof 

iindividuals ibenefit ithe iwhole. iAs isuch iColeman iconceptualised iSocial iCapital ias ia icollective 

iasset iof ithe igroup imade ilittle iprovision ifor iinequality ithat iresults ior icauses idifferential ipower 

istatus.. iIn ischools, istudents iget ian iopportunity ito iescape ifrom ithe ilimitations iof ithe isocial 

igroup iand ibeing iexposed ito ia ibroader ienvironment. iSocial icapital iinvolves iparticular iforms iof 

isocial iinteraction iand icommunity ilife, ithe iinteraction ibetween ieducational iinstitutions iwith 

icitizens iboth iindividually iand icollectively, iand ithe ipotential ire-shaping iof ithese iinstitutions ito 

imeet icollective ineeds. i iThe ithree ikey iaspects iof isocial icapital iare iobligations iand iexpectations 

i(which idepend ion ithe itrustworthiness iof ithe isocial ienvironment), ithe iinformation-flow 

icapability iof ithe isocial istructure, iand ithe ipresence iof inorms iaccompanied iby isanctions. iSocial 

icapital iincludes iaccess ito iinstitutional iresources i(Bourdieu i1986) iand inorms(Singh iand iDika, 
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i2002). iStanton-Salazar iand iDornbusch istudied ieducational iattainment iand isocial icapital 

iconsidering istudents‘ iown isocial inetworks iand itheir i―bridging‖ iaccess ito iinformation-related 

isupport i(Stanton-Salazar iand iDornbusch, i1995).Social icapital iseems ito ibe iclosely i iassociated 

iwith ieducational ioutcomes.( iBaron, iField iand iSchuller i2000) ilinked isocial icapital iwith ian 

iindividual‘s ieducation iachievements i( igrades ipoint, igrade iretention, idropout irate, ienrolment iin 

isecondary ischools ietc) iThe icurrent istudy ithus isought ito ifind iout ihow ithe istudents 

icharacteristics iand iavailability iof iresources iinfluence ithe iimplementation iof i iSDSE iin iNairobi 

iCity iCounty. 

The itheory iof iCommunity iParticipation iis ipremised ion ithe ifact ithat iwhile iresponding ito ithe 

ilimitations iof ihighly icentralized istate, ithe istakeholders iintroduce ivarious iforms iof icommunity 

iinvolvement iinto ieducational iaffairs i iwith irelatively ivarying ipowers i(Bray, i2000). iDivision iof 

ilabour iin ia ipartnership ivary. iFor iexample, igovernments iprovide ifor ithe iteachers iwhereas ithe 

icommunities ibuild iinfrastructure ifor ischools. iIncreased istakeholder iinvolvement igreatly 

ienhances ithe ioperations iin ithe ieducation isector i(Colletta iand iPerkins, i1995). iThis 

iarrangement ithus ihelps iin iincreasing ithe iquality iand irelevance iof ieducation, imobilize 

iadditional iresources, ibuild iconsensus iimprove iownership iand ibuild iconsensus, ireach iremote 

idisadvantaged igroups iand ialso ibuild iinstitutional icapacity. iStakeholder iparticipation iis 

itherefore ivital ifor ieffective iimplementation iof iSDSE ias iall istakeholders iare iactively iinvolved 

iin ithe idecision imaking iprocesses iin ischool iand ieducation idevelopment. iParents ihave ithe 

ichance ito idirectly iparticipate iin itheir ichildren‘s ilearning. 

The iEquality iof iEducational iOpportunity iframework iemphasizes iequal irights ito ieducation 

iirrespective iof isex, iethnic, isocio ieconomic, iorigins iand ilevels iof ieducation i(Chinapah, i1984). 

iChildren ineed iequal iopportunities iand itreatment iin ischool iin iterms iof iteacher ilearner irelations, 

iinteractions, iand iaccess ito iavailable iresources iwithin ithe ischool ienvironment. iThe itheory 

iidentifies ischool iinputs ias iteacher ieducation, itraining iand istability, iclass isize iin iterms iof 

istudent iteacher iratio, iadequacy iof iteaching imaterials iand iresources ias iwell ias ischool 

iadministration ias ivital ifactors iin iaccess iand iretention iof istudents iin ischool. iThese iprovide ia 

ilevel iplaying iground ifor iacademic iachievement iirrespective iof itheir ibackgrounds. iTherefore, 

iaspects iof iSDSE iincluding ithe iprovision iof iequal iopportunities ito iall ithe ichildren iin iorder ito 

ienhance iaccess, iretention irate iand itransition irate ican ibe iguided iby ithis itheory. i i 
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2.8 iConceptual iFramework 

According ito iOrodho, ia iconceptual iframework ican ibe isaid ito ibe imodel iof ipresentation 

iwhereby ithe iresearcher irepresents ior iconceptualizes ithe irelationships ibetween ivariables iin ithe 

istudy iand ishows ithe irelationships igraphically ior idiagrammatically i(Orodho, i2009). iThe istudy 

ideveloped ithe iconceptual iframework ifrom ithe iliterature ireview iand ithe iresearch iobjectives 

i(Figure i1). iThe iindependent ivariables iincluded ithe idemographics, iboth istudents‘ iand 

iteachers‘ iperceptions ion iSDSE, iresource ilevels, ifactors ihindering iSDSE iand imeasures ifor 

iimproving iSDSE. iThe idependent ivariable iwas iperformance iof ischools ior istudents iat ithe 

ischool ilevel. i 

The idemographics iincluded i igender, i iparental ioccupation/income, iclass, iage iand ieducational 

ilevel iof ithe iparents. iThese idetermine ithe iperformance iof isecondary ischool istudents ifrom 

idisadvantaged ihouseholds iand iaccess iand iretention iof istudents iin isecondary ischools. iThe 

iconceptual iframework iset iout ithe iinterrelationships ibetween istudent icharacteristics, ischool 

icharacteristics, iand iperformance ilevels iof istudents ithat iinfluence iimplementation iof ithe 

isubsidized isecondary ieducation. iThe iframework iidentifies ischool icharacteristics ilike 

iavailability iof iadequate iinfrastructure iand iadequacy iof iteachers, iteaching imaterials iand 

iresources. iThe iquality iof ilearning iand iteaching ialso idepends ion iavailability iof iinstructional 

iresources iand imaterials iand ithe ischool iadministration. iThese iwere ivital ifactors iin ienhancing 

iaccess iand iretention iof istudents iin ischool. 
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Figure i1: iA iconceptual iframework iillustrating ithe irelationship ibetween idependent iand 

iindependent ivariables i  
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CHAPTER iTHREE: IRESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

3.0 iIntroduction 

This ichapter ipresents ithe iresearch imethods, iwhich iinclude iresearch idesign, istudy isite, iunits iof 

iobservation iand ianalysis, isampling iprocedures iand idata icollection iand ianalysis. 

3.1 iResearch idesign 

Orodho i(2004) idefines ia iresearch idesign ias ia ischeme, ioutline ior ia iplan ithat iis iused ito igenerate 

ianswers ito iresearch iproblems. iKerilinger i(1973) ialso icomments ithat ia idesign iis ia iplan; 

istructure iand istrategy iof iinvestigation iwhich iseeks ito i i ielicit ianswers ito ivarious iresearch 

iquestions. iThe iresearch idesign ifor ithis iwas idescriptive isurvey. iThis ibeing ithat idescriptive 

isurvey iis ia ikind iof iself-report, iwhich ican ienable ia iresearcher, i i iobtain iinformation ithat 

idescribes ithings ithe iway ithey iare. i i(Mugenda iand iMugenda, i2003). i iThe icollection iof 

iinformation iis ithrough iinterviewing ior iadministering ia iquestionnaire ito ia isample iof 

iindividuals i(Mugenda iand iMugenda, i2003). iIn iorder ito iestablish ithe istatus iof iSDSE iin 

iNairobi iCity iCounty, ithe isurvey iaimed iat icollecting iopinions ifrom iSecondary istudents iand 

iteachers iin iday isecondary ischools ion ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday isecondary 

ieducation iin iKenya iusing ithe icase istudy iof iMakadara idistrict iin iNairobi iCity iCounty. 

The istudy isought ito ifind iout ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE iby ilooking iat ivariables isuch ias 

iperformance iof ischools ior istudents i(dependent ivariable) iand ithe i istudents‘ idemographic 

icharacteristics, istudents‘ iperception iof iSDSE, ifactors ihindering iimplementation iof iSDSE, iand 

imeasures ifor iimproving iSDSE i(independent ivariables) 

3.2 iStudy isite 

The istudy isite iwas iin iMakadara iDistrict ilocated ion ithe iEast iof iNairobi iCity iCounty. iIn i2008, 

ithe iGovernment iof iKenya ielevated iMakadara idivision iinto ia idistrict ihence imaking iit ione iof 

ithe ieight idistricts ithat iconstitute iNairobi iCity iCounty. iMakadara idistrict iis ia icosmopolitan 

idistrict iwith i10 ipublic isecondary ischools. iIt ihas ia iwide irange iof ivariation iin iterms iof istudent 

icatchment, imajority iof iwho iare ifrom ithe islums iof iMakongeni, iKaloleni, iMbotela, iofafa 

iKunguni, iMukuru iKwa iNjenga iamong iothers. iThe istudy iselected iMakadara idistrict ifor ihaving 

ia ihuge ipopulation iof istudents iwho ibenefit ifrom ithe isubsidized isecondary ieducation ikitty 

ibeing ithat ia imajority icome ifrom idisadvantaged ihouseholds iand itherefore, imore ilikely ito igive 

ia ivivid ipicture iof ithe iactual iimpact ion ieducation. 
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3.4 iUnit iof ianalysis 

According ito iBabbie, ia iunit iof ianalysis istands ias ithe iobject iof iattention iin ia istudy i(Babbie, 

i2004). iThe idetermination iof ithe iunit iof ianalysis idepends ion ian iinterest iin iexploring ior 

iexplaining ia ispecific iphenomenon. iTherefore, ithe iunit iof ianalysis iis iwhat ior iwho iis ito ibe 

ianalysed. iA ireview iof ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday isecondary ieducation i iwas ithe iunit 

iof ianalysis. 

3.5 iUnit iof iobservation 

The itarget ipopulation iof ithe istudy iwas ipublic iday isecondary ischools iin iMakadara idistrict. iThe 

iunits iof iobservation iwere iindividual istudents, iclass iteachers, iand ihead iteachers. iThe istudy 

ichose iteachers iand istudents ibecause ithey iare ithe imain istakeholders iand iare iknowledgeable 

iabout isubsidized isecondary ieducation. iThe istudents idirectly ifeel ithe ieffects iof iincreased ior 

idecreased ifunding. iThe iteachers iare ithe icore icurriculum iimplementers idealing idirectly iwith 

ithe istudents ifrom ithe iperi-urban islums iin ithe iarea, ithus iable ito iidentify ichallenges ithe istudents 

iface iat ischool. i 

3.6 iSample isize iand isampling iprocedures 

For idescriptive istudies, isample isizes iof ibetween i10%-30% iof iaccessible ipopulation iare 

iadequate i(Mugenda, i& iMugenda, i2003). iGiven ithat ithe itarget ipopulation iis iheterogeneous 

idue ito ithe inature iof ischools iin ithe idistrict, ithe istudy iused istratified irandom isampling ito isample 

ischools iaccording ito itypes iusing irecords ifrom iMakadara idistrict ieducation ioffice. iThe istudy 

iselected ifour ischools irepresenting iabout i25% iof ithe itotal ipopulation. iThere iwere i325 istudents 

iin ithe ifour ischools. iTaking ia ilimit iof i25% iagainst iaccessible ipopulation iof i325 istudents, ithe 

istudy iused ia idesired isample isize iof i80 istudents. 

The ianalysis icalculated ithe isample isize ifor istudents iin ithe ifour ischools iusing ithe iK
th

 iperson iof 

iunit. 

The iformula iK i 
                           

            
 

 i i i i i i i i iK 
   

  
= i4 

Therefore, isystematic irandom isampling ifor istudents iwas iconducted iat ievery iforth istudent 

iusing iform itwo iand iform ifour iclass iregisters ias ithe isampling iframe. iFrom ieach iregister i20 

irespondents iwere iselected ifrom ieach ischool. 
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 iUsing ipurposive isampling i20 iteachers iwere iselected i.These iincluded iprincipals i(n=4), isenior 

iteachers i(n=16). i iThis ibrought ithe isample isize ito i100 irespondents. 

3.7 iData icollection i 

Responses ifrom ithe isampled irespondents iwere icollected iusing iresearch itools ithat iincluded 

iquestionnaires iand ikey iinformant iinterviews. iThe iquestionnaires iadministered ito istudents 

icovered ibiographic idata iand ithe ifive isections ibased ion ithe iresearch iobjectives. iThe 

iquestionnaires ihad istandardised iopen iended iand iclosed iended iquestions. iData icollection 

iapplied ithe iclosed iended iquestions isince ithey iare ieasy ito ianalyse iand iadminister, ieconomical 

iin iterms iof imoney iand itime, iand ithey ienable icollection iof ilarge iamounts iof idata. iOn ithe iother 

ihand, ithe iopen-ended iquestions iwere ieasy ito iformulate iand ithus ihelped iin icollecting imore iin 

idepth iresponses ifrom ithe istudents. iOpen-ended iquestions iare ieasy iand iare ithe imost inatural 

iway iof iexpressing ia iquestion iin ievery iday iconversation, igiving ithe istudents ifreedom iof 

iexpression. i 

 iThe istudy iused iinterview iguides iin idata icollection ifrom ithe ischool iprincipals iand ithe isenior 

iteachers. iInterview iguides iprovide i ithe iability ito iprobe iand iclarify iresponses iand inon-verbal 

icommunication, iflexibility iand ihave ia ihigh iresponse irate i(McMillan iand iSchumacher, i2001). 

iThe iinterview iguide ifor ithis istudy icontained igeneral iquestions ion iSDSE isuch ias ifacilities, 

iperformance, ishortages iof iteachers, ichallenges ifacing ithe ismooth iimplementation iof iSDSE 

iand iremedial istrategies. i 

The istudy icollected iinformation ifrom isecondary isources iin iorder ito icomplement ithe istudent 

iquestionnaire iand ithe iinterview iguide ifor ithe ikey iinformants. iThese itechniques iwere isuitable 

iin iallowing ia imore icomprehensive iview iof ithe istudy, ienabled ithe iresearcher ito igain ia imore 

iobjective iview iof irealities iof ithe iinvestigation, iand idetached iobserver ifrom ibias iavoiding 

isubjectivity. iThe iresearcher ipersonally icarried iout iobservations iof iexisting iresources iin ithe 

ischools iincluding iclassrooms, itextbooks, ifees ipayment iregisters ibefore iconducting istatistical 

iinferences. 

3.8 iData iAnalysis 

The idata ianalysis iprocess iinvolved iusing ithe iSPSS i(Statistical iPackage ifor iSocial iSciences) 

iprogramme ifor iMS iwindows ifor ideveloping ia icodebook, ifrequency itables iand idrawing 

istatistical iinferences. 
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The iresearcher ifirst iitemized ithe iquestionnaires iby inumbering ithem. iThe iSPSS iprogramme 

iprepared ia icodebook ithat ihad ivariable ilabels iand ivalues. iAfter ientering iof ithe iraw idata iinto ithe 

icodebook, ieach ivariable iwas ianalyzed iusing ifrequency itables, ithen ipresentation imade iusing 

itables, ipie icharts iand igraphs. iThe icomputation iof ifrequencies iand ipercentages igenerated 

itabulations ifor ithe ianalysis. iThe ianalysis iconducted istatistical iinferences iusing i0.05 

iconfidence ilevel. iData ifrom iinterviews iand isecondary idata ipaid iparticular iattention ito 

icomments, iideas, iand iconcerns ifrom ithe iparticipants. i 
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CHAPTER iFOUR: IDATA ANALYSIS, INTERPRETATION AND DISCUSSION. 

4.0 iIntroduction 

This ichapter ipresents idata ifindings iand ianalysis. iThese iinclude ifindings i iof istudents‘ iand 

iteachers‘ iperception iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation, ifindings ion iadequacy iof i iresources i 

iavailable ifor ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation; ihow iSDSE ihas 

iaffected i istudents‘ i iacademic iperformance, ithe ichallenges ithat ihinder ithe ismooth 

iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation iand imitigation imeasures ithat ican ihelp 

iimprove ithe iimplementation iof isubsidised iday isecondary ieducation. iThe iresearcher icompiled 

itheir iresponses iin ifrequencies, ipercentages iand ipresented iin icross itabulations, ipie icharts, iand 

ibar igraphs. 

Seventy-six iout iof ithe iexpected i100 irespondents iparticipated iin ithe istudy. iThe iresponse irate iof 

ithe iparticipants iis iin iTable i4.1. 

Table i4.1 iResponse iRate i 

Category Sampled Responded i i i i i i i i i i i i i Response iRate i(%) 

 

Head iteachers 4 2 50 

Senior iTeachers 16 14 88 

Students 80 60 75 

Total 100 76 76 

 

4.1 iDemographic icharacteristics iof ithe istudents 

The ifirst iobjective iof ithis istudy iwas ito iexamine iperceptions iof istudents ion isubsidised iday 

isecondary ieducation iand iresources iin iselected iday isecondary ischools iin iNairobi, iCity iCounty. 

iThe icharacteristics iof istudents iwere iage, idistance iof ihome ito ischool, iparental istatus iand 

ioccupation iof iparent i/ iguardian.. 

Approximately i85.9% i(51) iof istudents iwho iparticipated iin ithe istudy iwere iof ithe ifemale 

igender. iThe istudy ifound iout ithat i41.7% iof ithe isampled istudents iwere iaged ibetween i18 ito i19 
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iyears iwhile i40% iwere iaged ibetween i16 ito i17 iyears i(Table i4.2).There iwas ionly ia isingle 

istudent iaged ibelow i14 iyears iold. i 

Table i4.2: iDistribution iof iage iof ithe istudents 

Age i(Years) Number iof iStudents Percent i(%) 

Below i14 1 1.7 

14 i-15 iyears 6 10 

16-17 iyears 24 40 

18-19 iyears i 25 41.7 

20 iyears iand iabove i 4 6.6 

Total 60 100 

 

 iFifty ifive ipercent i(55%) iof ithe isampled istudents iwere iin iform ifour, iwhile i45% iwere iin iform 

itwo. iThe istudy ifound iout ithat i55% iof ithe istudents iresided inear itheir ischools i(< i5 ikms), iand 

i11.7% iresided i11 ikms iaway ifrom itheir ischools i(Table i4.3). 

Table i4.3: iApproximate idistance ifrom ithe ischool 

Distance i Frequency Percent i 

≤ i5 ikms 33 55 

6-10 ikms 8 13.3 

≥ i11 ikms 7 11.7 

No iResponse 12 20 

 

The istudy ialso isought ito ifind iout ithe iparental istatus iof ithe istudents. iApproximately i65% 

i(n=39) iof ithe istudents ihad iboth iparents ialive, i6.7% i(n=4) iwere irecorded ias itotal iorphans, iand 

ipartial iorphans iincluded istudents iwho ireported ithat ionly ithe imother iwas ialive i(20%; in=12) 

iand ithose iwho ireported ithat ionly ithe ifather iwas ialive i(8.3%; in=5). iAll ithe istudents iwho iwere 
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itotal iorphans ireported ito ilive iwith itheir iaunts. iRegarding ithe ioccupation iof iparents iand 

iguardians, i58.3% iof iparents iwere iin iinformal iemployment iand iabout i21.6% iof iparents iwork 

ias icivil iservants i(Table i4.4). i 

Table i4.4: iParental istatus ias ireported iby ithe istudents 

Occupation Fathers 

n i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

Mother 

n i i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

Guardian 

n i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

Teachers 1 i i i i i i i i i i i1.7 1 i i i i i i i i i i i1.7 0 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i0 

Civil iservants 8 i i i i i i i i i i i13.3 5 i i i i i i i i i i i8.3 0 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i0 

Informal iemployment 27 i i i i i i i i i i45 8 i i i i i i i i i i i13.3 0 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i0 

Private isector 2 i i i i i i i i i i i i3.3 1 i i i i i i i i i i i1.7 9 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i15 

No iresponse 22 i i i i i i i i i i36.7 45 i i i i i i i i i75 51 i i i i i i i i i i i i i85 

It iis iclear ifrom ithe idata ithat imost istudents iin isubsidised isecondary ieducation ihave iparents iwho 

iare iin iinformal iemployment. 

4.1.1 iStudents’ iperception iof iSDSE 

The isecond iobjective iof ithe istudy iwas ithe istudents‘ iperception iof ithe ibenefits iof iSDSE. 

iFollowing idescription iof ithe ibenefits iof isubsidised isecondary iday ieducation i(SDSE) iby ithe 

istudents, i46.6% iof ithem ireported ithat ithey ihad iexperienced iimprovement iin ithe iacquisition iof 

iskills iand iquality ieducation. iAbout i11% iof ithe istudents iindicated ithat iteaching iwas iwell iin 

ischool, iwhile i13.3% ireported ito ihave ibecome icomputer iliterate. iVery ifew istudents i(3.3%) 

istudents iobserved ithat iSDSE ihelped ito iimproved itheir iknowledge iand iself-esteem i(Table i4.5). 

i 

Overall, ithe istudents iwere iof ithe iopinion ithat iSDSE ihad itangible ibenefits iand ithat iall istudents 

ibenefited, ias iit igives ian iequal iopportunity ito iall istudents iirrespective iof ithe isocial istatus, 

igender ior iaffiliations. 
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Table i4.5: iBenefits istudents iderive ifrom iSDSE 

Benefit i i Frequency i Percent i Valid ipercent 

 

Skills iand iquality ieducation 28 46.6 46.6 

Taught iwell 7 11.7 10.9 

Gained iknowledge iin iICT 8 13.3 13.3 

Fees ipaid iby iADB 4 6.7 6.7 

Sponsorship ifrom iCDF 4 6.7 6.7 

Knowledge iand iself iesteem 2 3.3 3.3 

No iResponse i 7 11.7 11.7 

Total i i 60 100.0 99.2 

 

After irecording ithe istudents‘ iviews ion ithe iavailability iof iresources, ia imajority iof ithem 

iindicated ithat itextbooks i(53.3%), iteachers i(53.3%), iequipment i(50 i%), iand iclassrooms 

i(46.6%) iwere iadequate i(Table i4.8). iStudents i(53.3%) iindicated ithat ithe iavailability iof 

ilaboratories iin ischools iwas iinadequate. iInadequate iresources, iwas icited iby i54.7% iof ithe 

istudents ias ithe imain ireason ithat ilead ito ipoor iperformance iin itheir ischools. 

Students iattributed ithe iinadequacy iof ischool iresources ito ithe ifollowing ispecific ifactors: i 

Lack iof ipenalties ito ipunish iindividuals iinvolved iin imisplacement iand imisuse iof ischool 

itextbooks 

The iever iincreasing ihigh ipopulation iof istudents iin ischools 

Lack iof istandardised iequipment ifor iscience iin ischools 

Lack iof ipriority iin ithe iprocurement iof irevision ibooks, icourse ibooks iand iscience iequipment 
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Table i4.6: iStudents‘ iperception iof iresources iof iin ischools 

4.1.2Students’ iacademic iperformance 

The ithird iobjective iof ithis istudy iwas ito idescribe ithe iperformance iof ischools iin ithe isubsidised 

iday isecondary ieducation iprogramme. iThe istudy ianalysed ithe istudents‘ iacademic iperformance 

ibased ion itheir iKCPE iperformance iand iperformance iin iclass. iAt ithe itime iof iadmission, i80% iof 

ithe istudents ihad iscored iless ithan i300 imarks iin ithe iKenya iCertificate iof iPrimary iEducation 

i(KCPE). iOnly i16.7% iof ithe istudents ihad iattained i>300 imarks i(Table i4.6). iThis iindicates ithat 

imajority iof ithe istudents iwere iaverage istudents, iexcept ifor i15.6% iwho ihad iscored i301-350 

imarks. i iHowever, i3.1% istudents ireported ihaving igot i351-400 imarks. iAt ithe itime iof 

iadmission, ithe iperformance iof i45% iof ithe istudents iwas iaverage. 

Table i4.7: iStudents iperformance iin iKenya iCertificate iof iPrimary iEducation 

KCPE iScore i  Number iof iStudents i Percent i 

≤ i150 imarks 2 3.3 

151-200 imarks 0 0 

201-250 imarks 19 31.7 

251-300 imarks 27 45 

 i≥301 imarks 10 16.7 

Resources i Very iAdequate i 

No. i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

Adequate i 

No. i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

Inadequate 

No. i i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

Classrooms i 9 15 28 46.6 23 38.3 

Equipment i 7 11.6 30 50 23 38.3 

Textbooks i 10 16.7 32 53.3 18 30 

Laboratories i 4 6.7 24 40 32 53.3 

Teachers i 12 20 32 53.3 16 26.7 
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No iresponse 2 3.3 

Total i i 60 100.0 

 

Class iperformance iwas ianalysed ibased ion ithe istudents‘ iperformance iin ithe imost irecent ithree 

iterms, iwith ian iaim iof iascertaining iwhether ithe isubsidized ischool ifees ipayment iwas iaffecting 

istudent iperformance i(Table i4.7). iPerformance iin iclass iwas ierratic. iStudents iin iposition i1-5 

iimproved ifrom i11.6% iin i2012 ito i13.3 i% iin iterm ione iof i2013. iHowever, ithis iperformance 

ireduced ito i8.3% iin iterm itwo iof ithe isame iyear. iThe iresults ialso ishowed ithat istudents iin 

iposition i6-10 iincreased ifrom i21.6% iin iterm ithree iin i2012 ito i25% iin iterm ione iin i2013, ithen 

idropping iby ia ismall imargin iof i15% iin iterm itwo iin i2013. iStudents iin ipositions i11-20 idecreased 

ifrom i31.6% ito iin iterm ithree iin i2012 ito i28.3% iin iterm ione iof ithe ifollowing iyear iand idropped ito 

i23.3% iin iterm itwo. iOn icurrent ilevel iof istudents‘ iperformance, i82.8% iof ithe istudents irated 

ithemselves ias igood, i17.2% ias ipoor iand inone ias ivery igood. 

Table i4.8: iStudents iperformance iin iclass iin ithe imost irecent ithree iterms 

Position 

in i 

Class 

1
st

 iTerm: 

Term ithree iin i2012 

No. i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i% i i 

2
nd

 iTerm: i 

Term ione iin i2013 

No. i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

3
rd

 iTerm: 

Term iTwo iin i2013 

 iNo. i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i% 

1-5 7 11.6 8 13.3 5 8.3 

6-10 13 21.6 15 25 9 15 

11-20 19 31.6 17 28.3 14 23.3 

≥21 21 35 20 33.3 12 20 

Total i 60 100 60 100 40 100 

Other ireasons imentioned iby ithe istudents ias ipossible ipositive ieffects iof iSDSE ion iclass 

iperformance iinclude: 

SDSE ihelps ito iimprove istudents‘ iconcentration iand ihence igrades iin iclass 

Students iare imotivated ito ispend imore itime ireading 
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SDSE ihelps ito iimprove ithe istudents‘ iattitude iin isciences 

SDSE iimproves istudent-teacher irelationship i 

However, istudents ialso icited ithe ifollowing ifactors ias ihaving inegative ieffect ion itheir 

iperformance iat ischool: 

Lack iof iproper iteaching iskills 

Lack iof iproper ifeeding iprogrammes iat ischool 

Walking ilong idistance ito ischool 

Teachers istrike 

Lack iof imoney ito ipay ifor iextra ischool icharges 

Employment iof iunqualified istaff ipersonnel 

Poor irevision ihabits 

Demographic icharacteristics iof iteachers 

The istudy isampled isenior iteachers iwho iteach iform itwo iand iform ifour istreams. iA imajority iof 

ithe isampled iteachers i(94%) iwere ifemale iteachers. iThe ianalysis iof ithe iage idistribution iof 

isenior iteachers ishowed ithat i25% iof ithem iwere iaged i30 iyears ior ibelow iand i25% iwere iaged iat 

ileast i45 iyears i(Table i4.9). iRegarding ithe ilength iof iservice iin ithe icurrent iduty istation, i43.8% 

i(n=7) iof ithe iteachers iindicated ithat ithey ihad iworked iin ithe icurrent istations ifor iat ileast i1-4 

iyears. iAnother igroup iof iteachers i(37.5%; in=6) ihad iworked ifor i5-9 iyears iin ithe isame istation 

iand ionly ione iteacher i(6.25%) ihad ibeen iat itheir icurrent istations ifor imore ithan i10 iyears. i i 

Table i4.9: iAge iDistribution ifor isenior iteachers 

Age i(years) Senior iTeachers 

Frequency i i Percent i i 

25 iyears  2 12.5 

26-30 iyears 2 12.5 
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31-35 iyears 0 0 

36-40 iyears 1 6.3 

41-45 iyears 2 12.5 

>45 iyears 2 12.5 

 

Teachers‘ iperception ion ithe iavailability iof iresources 

Generally, iteachers iwere iwell iaware ithat iSSDE iinvolved iwaiving iof ituition ifees iby ithe 

igovernment iand ithe icatering iof ithe icost iof idevelopment iprogrammes iby iparents. iMore ithan 

i60% iof ithe iteachers iindicated ithat iclassrooms iand itextbooks iwere iadequately iavailable ifor ithe 

ismooth iimplementation iof iSDSE i(Figure i4.1). i 

 

  

Whereas iabout i45% iof ithe iteachers ifelt ithat ithere iwere iadequate iteachers, i30% iof ithe iteachers 

iindicated ithat ithere iwere iinadequate iteachers ito isupport iSDSE iin itheir ischools. iOther 

iinadequate iresources icited iby iteachers iincluded ischool iequipment i(55%) iand ilaboratories 

i(75%). 



 

28 

 

4.2.2 iTeachers’ iperception iof iperformance iin ischools 

More ithan ihalf iof ithe iteachers, i(54%) iwho iparticipated iin ithe istudy iindicated ithat ithe 

iperformance iof ischools iwas ipoor i(Figure i4.2). iAfter iconsidering icircumstances iaround ithe 

ischools, i38% iof ithem ithought ithat ithe iperformance iwas igood. 

 

 

Figure i4.2: iSchool iperformance iaccording ito iteachers 

Suggested imeasures ifor iimproving ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE 

In iorder ito iimprove ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE iand ilessen ithe iburden iof iextra ifees ipaid iby 

iparents, i66.7% iof ithe iteachers isuggested ithat ithe igovernment ishould iincrease ifunds iallocated 

ifor ieach istudent. iAbout i33.3% iwere iof ithe iopinion ithat ithe icommunity iand ithe ischool iboards 

iof imanagement ibe iinvolved iin iraising ifunds ifor ithe ischools iwhile iat ithe isame itime iensuring 

ithat iteaching ilearning iresources iare iavailed iin iall ischools. i 

Additional imeasures isuggested ifor ithe iimprovement iof iSDSE iprogramme iinclude: 

Proper ifinancial iplanning 

Cut idown ion icorruption 

Equitable idistribution iof ischool iresources iincluding iteachers i 

Prompt idisbursement iof ifunds  
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CHAPTER iFIVE: iSUMMARY, iCONCLUSIONS iAND iRECOMMENDATIONS 

5.0 iSummary 

In ithis istudy, ithe iresearcher iconducted ia ireview iof ithe iimplementation iof isubsidized iday 

isecondary ieducation i(SDSE) iin iKenya iusing ithe icase istudy iof iMakadara idistrict iin iNairobi 

iCity iCounty. iIn iorder ito iachieve ithis ibroad iobjective, ithe ifollowing iresearch iquestions iguided 

ithe iresearch: i 

What iwas ithe iperception iof istudents ion isubsidized isecondary ieducation? 

What iresources iare iavailable iadequate ifor ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary? 

Has iSDSE iaffected ithe iacademic iperformance? 

What ichallenges ihinder ithe ismooth iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary ieducation? 

Are ithere imitigation imeasures ithat ican ihelp iimprove ithe iimplementation iof isubsidised iday 

isecondary ieducation? 

The iresearcher‘s istudy idesign iwas ia isurvey iin iwhich isampling itargeted ifour ischools, iwith ia 

isample isize iof i100 iparticipants icomprising, i80 istudents, i16 isenior iteachers, iand i4 ihead 

iteachers. iThe istudy iemployed isystematic irandom isampling ito iallow igeneralization iof ithe idata 

ito ia imuch ilarger ipopulation. iThe iresearch itools iused iin ithe istudy iincluded iinterview iguide ifor 

ithe iprincipals iand isenior iteachers iand iquestionnaires ifor istudents. iThe istudy icoded ithe 

icollected idata, ianalysed ithem iinto ifrequencies iand ipercentages ibefore itabulation. iThe ifindings 

ican itherefore ibe isummarised ias ifollows iaccording ito ithe iresearch iquestions ithat iguided ithe 

istudy: 

On ithe iquestion iregarding ithe iperception iof istudents ion isubsidized isecondary ieducation, ithe 

istudy ifound iout ithat i46.6% iof ithe istudents ihad iexperienced iimprovement iin ithe iacquisition iof 

iskills iand iquality ieducation. iOverall, istudents inoted ithat ithey iexperienced itangible ibenefits iof 

ithe iSDSE iprogramme. i 

Concerning ithe iavailability iof iresources ifor ieffective iimplementation iof isubsidized isecondary, 

istudents irecorded ithat ithe iavailability iof ithe ifollowing iresources iwas iadequate: itextbooks 

i(53.3%), iteachers i(53.3%), iand iequipment i(50%). iHowever, istudents inoted ithat ithey ihad 

iinadequate ilaboratories i(53.3%) iin itheir ischools. iMore ithan i60% iof iteachers iindicated ithat 

itheir ischools ihad iadequate iclassrooms iand itextbooks ifor ithe ismooth iimplementation iof iSDSE. 
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Based ion ithe iresearch iquestion ion iwhether ithe iacademic iperformance ihas ibeen iaffected iby 

iSDSE, ithe istudy ifound iout ithat iat ithe itime iof iadmission ito iform ione, i80% iof ithe istudy 

iparticipants iwere iaverage istudents iwho iscored iless ithan i300 imarks iin iKCPE. iAt ithe itime iof 

iadmission, i45% iof istudents iwere iaverage istudents. iThe istudy ifound iout ithat ithe iperformance 

iof ithe istudents iin iclass igenerally iimproved ibetween ithe ilast iterm iin i2012 iand itwo iterms iin 

i2013. iThe ipercentage iof istudents iin ipositions i21 iand iabove idropped ifrom i35% iin ithird iterm iof 

i2012 ito i20% iin isecond iterm iof i2013. i 

According ito ithe iresearch iquestion ion ichallenges ihindering ithe ismooth iimplementation iof 

iSDSE, ithe istudy iidentified iseveral ireasons iincluding ilack iof iteaching iskills, ifeeding 

iprogrammes iand imoney. iAdditional ireasons iincluded iwalking ilong idistances ito ischool, 

iteachers‘ istrikes, iemployment iof iunqualified isubordinate istaff, ilack iof ipenalties ito ipunish 

ipeople iwho imisuse itextbooks, ilack iof iresources, idelays iin idisbursement iof igovernment ifunds, 

ithe iescalating ipopulation iof istudents iand ilack iof ipriority iin iprocurement iof iresources. i 

Regarding isuggested imeasures ifor iimproving ithe iimplementation iof iSDSE, ithe iparticipants 

irecommended ithe ifollowing imeasures: iadequate ifinancial iplanning, izero itolerance ito 

icorruption, iequitable idistribution iof iresources iand iprompt idisbursement iof ifunds. i 

The idemographic icharacteristics iof istudents ibenefiting ifrom ithe iSDSE iin iMakadara idistrict, 

iNairobi iCity iCounty, irevealed ithat imost istudents iwere ineedy. iApproximately i58.3% iof 

iparents iof ithese istudents iwere iin iinformal iemployment. iThat imeans ithe iparents icannot 

isustainably imeet iall ithe ieducational ineeds iof ithese istudents. iThis iresponsibilities iend iup 

iconstraining ithem ifrom ipaying iother ieducational ineeds iincluding ithe icosts iof ischool iuniform, i 

ilunch ifor iday ischolars, iexpansion iprojects iand iclearing ifee ibalances ifor iprevious iyears. iThe 

ifindings iof ithis istudy, isupports ifindings iin ian iearlier istudy ithat iassociated ipoverty iwith 

ieducation i(Onsomu, iet ial., i2006). 

The istudy ifound iout ithat iinadequate iresources iincluding ithe iteaching istaff iand ilaboratories 

ihinder ithe ismooth iimplementation iof iSDSE iin iMakadara idistrict. iThis isituation iin iturn iends 

iup imaking iit idifficult ifor ithe ilearners ito ihave iequal ieducational iopportunities. iResults iof ian 

iearlier istudy iemphasized ithe iimportance iof ihuman iresource iin isuccessful iimplementation iof 

ischool iprogrammes i(Onyango, i2001). iFurther, iin ithe ipresent ifindings, i53.3% iof ithe istudents 

iindicated ithat ilaboratories iwere iinadequate iin ithe ischools iwhile i75.8% iof ithe iteachers ithought 

ilikewise. iWhile i35.2% iof ithe istudents iresponded ithat ithe ischool ilacked iequipment ithe 
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iteachers iconcurred ibut iat ia ihigher ipercentage iof i56.1%. iThe istudents iattributed itheir ipoor 

iperformance ito ilack iof iresources. iTheir iteachers iwho ihad ia ibetter iperspective iby ivirtue iof 

ihaving ia ivantage ipoint iin iterms iof iminimum iresources ineeded ifor iperformance iconfirmed ithe 

istudents‘ iview. iWhereas ilack iof itextbooks iwas ipointed iout iby i30 i% iof ithe istudents, iover i60% 

iof iteachers iwere iof ithe iopinion ithat iclassrooms iand itextbooks iadequately iavailable iin ithe 

ischools. iThis iis ibecause ischools isteadily iprocure itextbooks iusing ia iportion ifrom ithe iSSDE 

ifunds. iSchools itherefore imust ibe iaccountable, iwhile iensuring iproper iutilization iof iprocured 

ibooks iand ithat ithere iis ia ireplacement iof ilost ibooks. 

The istudy ifindings iindicated ithat ischools ihave iattempts ito iemploy iteachers ion iBoard iof 

iManagement iterms iand iconditions. iThis ihas inot ibeen ivery isuccessful, ias ithe iBOM iteachers 

ihave ilow iincentives ito iremain iin ithe ischools. iInvolvement iof ithe iparents iin ithe idecision 

imaking iprocess iis icritical ito ithe isuccess iof ithe iSDSE iimplementation iprocess iin ischools. iWith 

ischools iseeking imore icollaboration iwith idonor iagencies, ithe ischool imanagement ishould 

iencourage ithe iinvolvement iof iparental iin itheir ichildren‘s ieducation. i 

Although, igovernment iefforts ihave ibeen ito iensure ithat iall ithe ischool iage igoing ichildren ihave 

ian iopportunity ito iaccess isecondary ieducation, ifunding iof ithe iprogram iremains ia igreat 

ichallenge, ithus ithe icontinuous ineed iand ieffort ito iensure ithat ithe ischools iget imaximum 

isupport. iThe ico-operation iof iall istakeholders iis iof icritical iimportance iin iensuring ithat iSDSE 

ireceives imaximum isupport. iUNICEF ipoints iout ithat imore iof ithe iteachers‘ ieffort ishould ibe 

itowards iimproving ithe ilearner‘s ilevel iof iperformance, irather ithan isoliciting ifor ibetter ipay ithat 

imay inot ibe iin itandem iwith ithe ioutput ilevels i(UNICEF, i2009). i 

The imajority iof ithe istudents i(80%) iin ithe iparticipating ischools iscored iless ithan i300 imarks iin 

itheir iKCPE. iThis iindicates ithat ithe imajority iof ithe istudents iwere iaverage istudents iin iclass 

ibefore ithey ijoined isecondary ieducation. iAs ia irule, iteachers iensure ithat ithey iadd ivalue ito ithe 

istudent‘s ilevel iof iperformance iirrespective iof itheir iKCPE igrade. iThe ichallenge iremains iwhen 

imost iof ithe ischools ido inot ihave iadequate inumber iof iteachers iwho ican iensure ithat iall ithe 

istudents ihave ian iequal iopportunity iin iaccessing ieducation. iThe iSDSE iprogramme ishould iseek 

ito iprovide imore ifunds iso ithat ischools ican ialso ihire iteachers iwho ican iensure ieffective 

iimplementation iof ithe iprogramme. iThe ismall ipercentage iof ithe istudents iwho icome ito ithe 

ischools ihaving iscored imore ithan i301 imarks ishould ibe icarefully iencouraged ito imaintain ihigh 

ilevel iof iperformance iin ischool. 
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The ianalysis irecorded igood iperformance iin i82.8% iof ithe istudents iand ipoor iperformance iin 

i17.2% iof istudents. iAlthough, inone iof ithe istudents irated ithemselves ias ivery igood, i50% iof ithe 

iteachers irated ithem ias iexcellent iand i33.3% ias iaverage. iThis icontradicted ithe irating iperformed 

iby ithe istudents. i 

In igeneral, ithe iperformance iof ithe istudents iwas ierratic ias ifound ifrom itheir iindividual iclass 

iperformance. iNone iof ithem imaintained ian iupward itrend. iFor iinstance, iperformance iof 

istudents iin iposition i1-5 iimproved ifrom i40.6% ifor istudents iin ithird iterm iof i2012 ito i54.7% iin 

ifirst iterm iof i2013. iHowever, ithis iimprovement idropped ito i40.6% iin isecond iterm iof i2013. iIn 

iorder ito iimprove ithe iperformance, i66.7% iof ithe iteachers isuggested iallocation iof imore ifunds 

ito ischools, ito ilessen ithe iburden iof ifee ipayment iby ithe iparents. iWhile i33.35 iwere iof ithe 

iopinion ithat ithe icommunity iand ithe ischool iboards iof imanagement ibe iinvolved iin iraising ifunds 

ifor ithe ischools, iwhile iat ithe isame itime iensuring ithat iteaching iand ilearning iresources iare 

iavailed iin iall ischools. 

Results iof ithe istudy iindicated ithat imost istudents iperceive iSDSE ipositively. iHowever, ithey istill 

ibelieve ithat ischools icharge ia ilot iextra icharges idespite ithe igovernment‘s iallocation iof iKshs 

i10,265/- iper iannum iper istudent. iThe ilearners ifelt ithat ithe ifund iis iinadequate iand itherefore 

ithere iis ineed ifor iprovision iof iadditional ifunds. iAlthough iteachers ifelt ithat ithe idistribution iof 

iSDSE ifunds iwas ifair, i33.3% ithought ithat idifferent ischools idepending ion ienrolment irate 

islightly ireceived islightly imore ifunds. i 

5.1Conclusions iof ithe iStudy 

Students iperceive ithe iSDSE iprogramme ipositively, ihowever iaccording ito ithem imost iof itheir 

iparents iare iunable ito imeet ithe ifee irequirements iand iseek ialternative isources iof ifunding. 

The iCDF ibursary igreatly icontributes itowards imaintenance iof ithe istudents iin ischools. iNGOs 

iand iinternational iagencies iincluding ithe iAfrican iDevelopment iBank ihave imade igreater 

icontribution itowards ipayment iof ifees ifor ithe istudents. 

Both ithe iteachers iand istudents iperceive ithe iSDSE ias ihaving ia ipositive icontribution; ihowever, 

ithey ifeel ithat ithe ifunds ishould ibe iincreased iand ireleased ion itime. iTo isustain iSDSE 

iprogramme, ithe igovernment imust iincrease ithe ifunds iand iensure itransparency iin ithe iuse iof ithe 

ifunds. 
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Despite ithe ifact ithat ithe igovernment iprovides ithe iSDSE, imost ischools ido inot ihave iadequate 

iresources iincluding iclassrooms, itextbooks, iand ilaboratories, ithus ithe ineed ito ifind iout iways 

iand imeans ifor iimproving ithe iutilization iof iSDSE ifunds. 

5.2 iRecommendations iof ithe iStudy 

5.2.1 iPolicy iRecommendations 

The istudy irecommends ithat ithe iGovernment ithrough ithe iMinistry iof iEducation ishould iput iin 

iplace isuitable imeasures ito iensure itimely idisbursement iof ifunds iand iefficient iutilization iof ithe 

ifunds. iThe istudy ifurther irecommends ifor iregular iauditing iof ibooks iof iaccounts iin ischools ito 

iensure itransparent iutilization iof ifunds. 

To iimprove iaccessibility ito isecondary ieducation, ischool iprincipals ishould ibe idiscouraged 

ifrom icharging iunregulated iextra ifees. iThe iextra ilevies icharged iby ithe ischools iare ihigh iand 

ithus ithe ineed ito isource ifunds ifrom iwell-wishers iand iother iagencies ias iit iaffects inegatively ion 

ithe iretention iof istudents iin ischools. 

5.2.2 iRecommendations ifor ifurther iResearch. 

Based ion ithe istudy ilimitations, ithe istudy irecommends ithat; 

A inationwide istudy ion ithe iimplementation iof iSSE iin isecondary ischools iin iKenya. 

A istudy ion ithe ialternative isources iof ifunding iof isecondary ischool ieducation. i 

Assessment iof ithe iimpact iof ithe icost iof isecondary ieducation ion iaccess iand iretention iof 

istudents iin ischools. 

Teacher iperceptions iand ipreparedness iin ienhancing ieffective iimplementation iof iSSE iin 

isecondary ischools iin iKenya. 
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APPENDICES 

Appendix i1: iQuestionnaire ifor iStudents 

The ipurpose iof ithis iquestionnaire iwill ibe ito icollect iinformation iabout ithe iprogress imade iin ithe 

iimplementation iof ithe isubsidized isecondary ischool ieducation iin iMakadara iDistrict, iNairobi 

iCounty, iso ithat iappropriate iintervention iprogrammes ican ibe icarried iout ito ihelp iin ieffective 

iimplementation iin iorder ito ienhance iperformance. 

Dear istudent, 

This iis inot ito itest iyou ibut ito ihelp idevelop ian iunderstanding iof ithe iprogress iof ithe 

iimplementation iof ithe isubsidized isecondary ischool ieducation iin ithe idistrict iof istudy. iYour 

iresponses iwill ibe itreated iwith iutmost iCONFIDENCE. iFor ithis ireason, ido inot iwrite iyour iname 

ion ithe iquestionnaire. 

Name iof istudent i………………………………………School……………………………… 

Section i1: iCharacteristics iof istudents ibenefiting ifrom isubsidized isecondary ieducation 

Fill iin ithe ispaces iprovided 

Class: i i i i i i i iForm i1 i i i i i() i i i iForm i2 i() i i i i iForm i3 i() i i i i iForm i4 i() 

Age: i i i i i i i i i i i≤ i14 iyears i() i14 iyears i() i i i i i15 iyears i() i i i16 iyears i() i i i i 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i17 iyears i() i18 iYears i() i i i i19 iyears i() i i i i20 iyears i() i i i i≥ i21 iyears i() 

Gender: i i i i i i i i i iMale i() i i i i i i i i i iFemale i() 

Approximate idistance ifrom ihome ito ischool………………………… i(Kms) 

Indicate iwith ia itick i(√) iif iyour iparents iare: 

Both iAlive i i i() iFather iAlive i() iMother iAlive i() iboth ideceased i() iFather ideceased i() iMother 

ideceased 

If iboth iparents iare inot ialive, ispecify iguardian(s)……………………………… 

How imany isiblings ido iyou ihave? 

If iparents iare ialive ior iif iyou istay iwith ia iguardian iwhat iis itheir ioccupation? 
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Father……………………………………………. 

Mother…………………………………………… 

Guardian………………………………………… 

Section i2: iStudents‘ iperception iof ibenefits ifrom isubsidized ifund 

How imuch ischool ifees ido iyou ipay?...................................................Kshs 

What iother icharges ido iyou ipay ifor?..................................................Kshs 

Would iyou isay ithe ifees/charges iare? 

High i[ i] i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iAverage i[ i] i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iLow i[ i i] 

If iaverage iand ilow, iwhy iis ithis iso? 

If iaverage iand ilow, iare ithey isubsidized? i iYes i( i i) i i i i i i i iNo i i i i( i) 

Are iyour iparents/guardians iable ito iafford ithe ifees iand icharges? i iYes i( i i i) i i iNo i( i i i) 

If ino, iwhy? 

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Have iyour iparents iat iany itime iraised ischool ifees/ icharges ithrough: 

Harambee ifund iraising i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iYes i( i) i i i i i iNo i( i) 

Constituency idevelopment ifund i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iYes i( i) i i i i i i iNo i( i) 

Other iexternal isupport i(specify)………………………………………………. 

………………………………………………………………………………… 

What iwould iyou isay iare ithe ibenefits iyou ihave ireceived ifrom ithis 

ischool…………………………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

……………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Section i3: iPerformance iof istudents iand ischools ibenefiting ifrom isubsidized isecondary 

ieducation 

What idid iyou iobtain iin iKCPE iexaminations, i(√ iTick ione) 

Low i150 imarks iand ibelow i( i) 

151-200 imarks i( i) 

Average i201-250 imarks i( i) 

251-300 imarks i i i i( i) 

High i301-350 imarks i( i) 

351-400 imarks i( i) 

401 iand iabove i( i) 

For ithe ipast ithree iterms, ihow ihave iyou ibeen iperforming iin iyour iclass? 

Position i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i iTotal ino. iin iclass 

Third iTerm iof ilast iyear i i i i i i i i………….. 

First iterm iof ithis iyear i i i i i i i i…………. 

Second iTerm iof ithis iyear i i i i i………….. 

Kindly irate iyour icurrent ilevel iof iperformance iin ischool 

Very igood i( i i) 

Good i i i i i i i i i( i i) 

Poor i i i i i i i i i i( i) 

If iyour iperformance iis ipoor, iwhy iis ithis iso?.............................................................................. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
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In icase iyour iperformance iis ipoor iin iwhich iways ihave iyou ibeen imaking ieffort ito iimprove 

iit……………………………………………………………………………………………. 

……………………………………………………………………………………………… 

……………………………………………………………………………………………… 

What ido iyou ithink iis ihindering iyour ibetter iperformance iin ithis ischool? i(√ iTick ione) 

Lack iof ischool ifees i( i i) 

Inadequate iresources i( i i) 

Poor iperformance i( i i) 

Mismanagement iof ithe iprogramme i( i) 

None iof ithe iabove i( i i) 

If iany iother ireasons ispecify…………………………………………………………………… 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Section i4: iStudents iperception iof iresource iavailability iin ischools 

Availability iof iresources iin iyour ischool i(Kindly itick iappropriately) 

Resources Very iAdequate Adequate Inadequate i 

Classrooms    

Textbooks    

Laboratories    

Equipment    

Teachers i i    
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Which iof ithe iresources iare inot iavailable? 

Exercise ibooks i( i i) i i iLaboratories i( i) iEquipment i( i i) i i iClassrooms i ( i) 

Textbooks i( i) i i i i i iAll ithe iabove i( i) iNone i( i) i i i 

Comments i(if iany)…………………………………………………………………………….. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

Thank iyou ifor iyour icooperation 
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APPENDIX i2: iInterview iGuide ifor iteachers 

Instructions 

You iwere iidentified iand iselected ias ione iof ithe irespondents ito iprovide iinformation irequired ifor 

ithis istudy ion ithe iabove-mentioned itopic. iYour iresponses iwill ibe itreated iwith iutmost 

iCONFIDENTIALITY iand iANONYMITY. iTo iensure ithe isame iyou iare inot irequired ito iwrite 

iyour iname. iThe ifindings iof ithis istudy iwill ibe iused ito imeet ithe irequirements ifor ia iMaster iof 

iArts iin iSociology. iAnswer ithe iquestions ito ithe ibest iof iyour iknowledge iwhere inecessary. 

1) iHow iis iyour ischool iequipped? 

2) iHow iis ithe istaff iestablishment i(teachers) iin ithe ischool? 

3) iWhat iare ithe imain iconstraints ithat ithe ischool iencounters iin irelation ito ithe iimplementation 

iof iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation? 

4) iWhat iare isome iof ithe ieffects iof iSubsidized iSecondary iEducation isince iit iwas iimplemented 

iin iyour ischool? 

5) iSuggest isome ipossible isolutions ito ithe iconstraints iin irelation ito iSubsidized iSecondary 

iEducation? 

 

 

 i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i 

 


