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ABSTRACT

Education is a foundation right for every persokew to other human rights, the heart of
all developments and more production. This explawhy many countries all over the
world Kenya included increase budgetary allocatitmsards education in relation to
other government sectors. There is however confint@ncern over the number of
students who do not attend classes regularly wdolme do not complete school and
graduate especially at secondary level. This stuay set out to establish the effects of
social economic factors on students™ participaiiorpublic day secondary school in
Embakasi District in Nairobi County. The study as&mght to examine recommendations
on ways to enhance students’ participation in gubdhy secondary schools. From the
literature review a number of studies revealed ttet factors affecting students’
participation vary according to social economidiumal and geographical settings of the
regions. The target population was the class teach®e students and the parents of the
public day secondary schools in Embakasi DistridNairobi County. The students and
teachers’ sample were selected based on streantergand class determined by random
sampling. Questionnaires and interviews were usecdotlect data. Data was analyzed
gualitatively and quantitatively. The analysis bé tstudy revealed that there are socio-
economic problems affecting students’ participatieading the factors cited as causes of
absenteeism/drop out were: Lack of school fees,ilifaronflicts such as divorce, poor
grades, teenage pregnancies, domestic choresgtalignjobs to supplement family
income, taking up jobs like matatu touts/house $e@pd lack of money for bus fare.
Majority of the parents were found to have onlyibdsundation which is secondary
education. These trends were seen to demonstagealation between social economic
factors and students’ participation in public dagandary school. This study concluded
that there is need to address the social econantorks affecting students’ participation
in order to promote education in Embakasi distfldtis could be done by awarding of
bursary equally to needy students in high schoesteed of considering the bright
students only, increasing the number of public Bimgr schools and stiff penalties on
parents whose children drop out of school to beothiced. Every school to have an
effective guidance and counseling department tstag®e learners cope with problems
and parents to understand the needs of studettig jpublic day secondary schools. The
government through different stakeholders shoulp@mer parents by provision of
school-feeding programs. Based on the study firgifigis recommended that similar
research could be carried out in other parts ofyldesince different parts of the country
have different characteristics. Further researaldcalso include more research tools
such as document analysis for instance admissigistees, class registers and nominal
roles in KCSE examination to enable the researtbeget information on schools
attendance and cases of school dropout.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1  Background of the Problem

Education is a form of investment in human capahich yields economic benefits by
increasing the productivity of its people (Week863). Education contributes to national
and social development and reduces social inewslitt is for these reasons that
education was declared a basic human right glolaadtl recognized by article 26 of the
universal declaration of human rights in the ye248L(Council of African Ministers of

Education, 2000). Due to the aforementioned benefiteducation, governments in both
developed and developing countries allocate muctheif resources to education and
(UNESCO, 2005) notes that this has resulted intasicierable growth of educational
activities world over. However in developing cougsr such as Kenya socio-economic
factors affect the students’ participation and teag up failing to reap from the fruits of
education. This study therefore investigated th@oseconomic factors which affect the
participation of students in public day secondanyosls in Embakasi District of Nairobi

County. These included: parental factors such agpé#nental/guardian educational level,
the family size, type of family, the parental/guardincome/occupation and distance
from home to school. School factors such as sclesids/fees, uniform, meal charges,

examination fee and development fund were alsaidgsad.

Globally, Gross Enrolment rate (GER) for developedntries is close to a hundred per
cent while those for developing economies espeaciallAfrica, is lower than fifty per

cent. In the years 2002 and 2003, for instance(@tR) for Europe and South America



was a hundred per cent (UNESCO 2005). Africa rembithe lowest participation of less
than forty-five per cent. The situation is even seimn individual developing countries.
Kenya, for instance, recorded a low GER of 29.3%2005 and 42.5 % in 2008 (GoK,
2012) although the transition rate from primarysezondary school has increased from
29% in 2005 to 43% in 2008 the gender gap is \asias many girls drop out of school
due to poverty, sexual harassment, pregnancy, eatyiage and parents’ preference for
educating boys, ethnic minority status, low seteem, substance abuse, family
characteristics such as single parent families slaoh children. (UNESCO, 2007).This

affects the students’ participation in secondanycadion.

Rumberger and Thomas (2000) found that studentsmim@ often get low grades and
fail subjects are more likely to leave school ptwrgraduation. According to Holloway
(1990) in Japan and America, the learners’ homér@mwent is a factor contributing to
failure or success in education undertakings. tgestthat family practices related to
school achievement vary from within different sbcikasses. After controlling for social
level indicators of family social class in Japad #me USA he showed how the perceived
legitimacy and importance of school institution ghddy parents and their parenting
practices in the home strongly predicted schodioperance in a child’s first five years of

schooling.

UNESCO (2007) reported that the level student gigdtion in developing countries are
still low although the Kenya government has corgoshto show much commitment to
education sector by allocating more of its naticeaburces to education every year with
the aim of increasing participation, they are $&ll from achieving it. According to the

Kenya Government Economic Survey Report (2012), giess total allocation to the



ministry of education increased from Ksh.11.0 obiilin 2007/2008 to Kshs.15.5 billion
in 2008/2009. Closer analysis reveals that experaliin secondary education for this
period increased by three hundred and forty-two qaet, Kshs. 83.5 billion in 2010/
2011 to Kshs 233.1 billion in 2012/2013 (GoK, 201Dgspite these efforts many
challenges such as student participation stillai@mThis study is intended to determine
socio-economic factors that are frustrating theegoment’s efforts to enhance transition,

participation and completion of secondary education

The Kamunge report (1988) recommended the estamdish of public day secondary
schools as a more cost-effective way of expandind providing accessibility to

secondary education. Efforts of the government ofny@ to implement these
recommendations so as to increase access to segauiaation include the allocation
of bursary funds to public secondary schools thinotlge Constituency Bursary Fund
(CBF), building of more secondary schools and expman of the existing ones to
accommodate the increasing number of students gtiagurom primary schools and the
recent declaration of free tuition in all publicceadary schools. Furthermore many
constituencies have used their Constituency Dewedop Fund (CDF) to increase the

number of public day secondary schools which absigized by the government.

Despite all these, not all Kenyan children havenbabkle to access education and go
through the learning process successfully. Facfiesting participation of day scholars
have been identified by researchers such as MaXib}2 Njenga (2007), Mbani (2008),
Murai (2008) and Apida (2010) as socio-economiddiac categorized as parental and

school factors: such as size of the household,necof the parents, education level of



parents, type of family and level of interactiornvieen parents and children with regard

to school work, school levies such as fees, devedop fund and even meal charges.

According to Njeru and Orodho (2003) the cost-siwanpolicy implemented in 1988

which left the parents and sponsors with the burdgrovision of physical facilities and

other consumables created unevenness in the devetwmf schools. Public day schools

in rural areas and those neighbouring urban sluomdirme to deteriorate. Wambui

(2007), in her research, established that public skecondary schools have continually

registered poor results in KCSE examinations coeth@n other categories of schools.

Apida (2010) observes that factors leading to gmaformance in KCSE in public day

secondary schools in Nairobi County are low stugbamticipation which can be deduced

from chronic absenteeism, truancy and withdrawalropout before sitting for the form

four examinations. In the table below a total ofstédents registered for the examination

in public day secondary schools in Embakasi Disbit did not sit for it.

Table 1.1:

Nairobi County with their mean scores for 2009, @10 and 2011.

K.C.S.E. Results of Public Secondary Bgols in Embakasi District

Secondary| Type | Entry | A-A- | B+C+ c -C D+-D- w| 2011 2010 | 2009
School M/sc M/sc M/sc
Komarock | MD 115 2 33 34 44 2 5.52p 5.269 4.5p4
Embakasi | GB 66 0 7 20 35 3 4.194 3,382 4.359
Peter MD 88 0 9 18 55 5 4.036 3.635
Kibukosya

Kayole MD 166 0 17 17 121 6 3.656 3.723

South

Total 435 2 66 89 255 16 4.352 4.002p5 4.4415

Source: PDE'’s office, Nairobi (September 2012)



Key: A-E Grades- MD —Mixed Day School, GB -Girls Boarghw-Withdrawals, M/sc-

Mean score

Table 1.1 shows that the public day secondary dshaoEmbakasi District registered

435 candidates in 2011 and only 157 got betweend&raand Grade C-, 16 students
withdrew or dropped out, while 255 students gotweein Grade D+-D-.It is in reference
to this background that this research tries to foud the factors constraining the
government’s efforts in enhancing participation stfidents in public day Secondary
schools in Embakasi district which recorded theivédst performance of 4.352 mean
score below average falling in the last positiomomber nine out of the nine districts in
Nairobi county in K.C.S.E 2011. Mwangaza and Embakarrison schools will do their

first KCSE in 2012 as they were new institutiongmgd up by the Embakasi Member of

Parliament using CDF.

A number of studies on economic factors contributio low participation among
students in public day schools such as Maku (20B&jat (2007), Murai (2008) and
Apida (2010) have been carried out in other paft&emya. Since there exists regional
disparities in the country, this study sought teryaut research on socio-economic
factors constraining the enhancement of studenicgeation in Embakasi district which

is in Nairobi County.



1.2 Statement of the Problem

A student’s participation in education is dependam many variables such as parental
and school factors. Quality education is an impurgart of a development strategy that
seeks to enable all people to escape poverty apobira their standards of living (World
Bank, 2002). Secondary education in effect detegmithe standards of living and
improves the quality of life for self and familyt promotes better decision-making and
increases social mobility. However there are seconomic factors that hinder learners’
participation in education in general and secondedycation in particular. On the
surface it would appear like all students are @m@aked to attend secondary education
successfully. Yet in reality parental factors cagphlwith school factors, greatly affect

students’ participation in many public day secogdahools.

The study sought to expose the relative effectsoaio-economic factors on students’
participation in public day secondary schools inbakasi district in Nairobi County.
This was prompted by the need to identify resoumefe homes and schools and the
ability of the parents and teachers to reinfordestlearning. It is important to establish
the reasons for absenteeism, dropouts and pooorperhce in examinations in public
day secondary schools with a view to improvingtipairticipation. The study was meant
to test the proposition that socio-economic factffect the student’s participation in

public day secondary school.



1.3 Purpose of the Study

The main purpose of this study was to establisheffext of socio-economic factors on
students’ participation in public day secondaryosdt in Embakasi District in Nairobi

County.

1.4 Objectives of the Study

The following objectives were formulated to fulfiiie purpose of the study:
i) To determine the level of students’ participatiorpublic day secondary education.

i) To establish whether parental factors affect stteleparticipation in public day
secondary schools?

i) To examine whether school factors affects studepssticipation in public day

secondary education.

1.5 Research questions

i) What is the level of students’ participation in palllay secondary school?

i) How do parental factors affect students’ partitga in public day secondary

schools?

i) How do school factors affect students’ participation public day secondary

education?

1.6 Significance of the Study
The findings of this study may benefit the Ministsf Education, the government and
policy makers on ways of improving the status dblpuday secondary schools in Kenya.

The study may also benefit the education admin@isaprincipals of secondary schools



and teachers to realize the true picture of thecedf of socio-economic factors on
students’ participation in public day secondary cadion hence enable them plan on
ways to mitigate them. To the students, the study provide an opportunity for them to
express their views on the effect of parental drost factors on their education. The
information may help the general public see thedn&® enhance participation in

secondary education for the future of their chitdr€o the parents of secondary school
students, the study may provide knowledge on hosupport their children despite their
economic situations. The findings may too contebtat the pool of knowledge regarding
the effects of the socio-economic factors on sttgleparticipation in public day

secondary education which is vital for present dmdire educational management.

Finally the study will form a base on which othesearchers can develop their studies.

1.7 Delimitations

The study was confined to Embakasi district in blairtCounty and since each region in
Kenya is unique depending on the level of develagmehe findings will only be
cautiously generalized. The study population wél lbmnited to teachers, students and
parents. The study did not include private secondahools as their ways of operations

are different.

1.8 Assumptions of the Study

The researcher carried out the research bearingnd the following assumptions:

i) That the sampled schools in the district do expeadow participation of students in

secondary education.



i) That the variables identified are the causes oiramts in participation of learners

in public day secondary schools in Embakasi distric

iii) The respondents will provide honest responseshi@r guestionnaire items without

bias

1.9 Definition of Significant Terms

Dropout: This refers to withdrawal or discontinuation frooheol before completing the

terminal stage of education.

Education cost: This refers to the cost of input/resources whick atlocated to

education such as building, desks, equipment, wops.

Participation: This refers to the chance an individual has to legamd fully get involved
in education opportunity within a formal settingjtiw emphasis on completion of

education level or cycle.

Participation rate: This refers to the increase or decrease in enrdlnagtendance and

students progress transition to completion of arcation cycle.

Public secondary school:This refers to the secondary schools that are eiaed or
assisted out of public funds from the governmeatgpts and community according to

Cap 211 and Cap 212 of the Laws of Kenya.

Socio-economic factors:n this study, these areariables that are of economical and

social nature that affect supply of resources ftacéive learning.



Parental factors: This refers to parent based factors that impede nedptve the

internal and external efficiency of public day schiearners.

School factors This refers factors that are school- based thakede negatively on the

internal and external efficiency of public day schiearners.

1.10 Organization of the Study

The report of the study is structured into five mieas. Chapter one will form the
introduction and will comprise the background almel $statement of the problem, purpose
of the study, objectives of the study, researchstijoies, significance of the study,
definition of terms and organization of the stu@hapter two will form the literature
review on what other researchers have done onréee @& study and to what extent.
Chapter three will deal with research methodoldwpt includes research design, target
population, sampling procedures, research instrtsnefata collection procedures and
data analysis methods. Chapter four of the study d@al with data analysis and
interpretations. Chapter five will present a sumynair the research, conclusions drawn

and recommendations. It will also include suggestifor further research.
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CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Introduction

This chapter focuses on the study variables maldfegences to studies that have already
been done in the study area. The study in particelated participation of students in
public day secondary education to socio-econonutofa that constrain the enhancement
of education. These factors are categorized asenpar factors and school factors.
Conceptual framework has been discussed and firmllgummary of the chapter

presented.

2.2 The concept of Student Participation in Seconag School

In many countries, student participation in secopdaducation is low and has been
described as scarce luxury. In Latin America, tisismainly attributed to the most
distinctive features such as financial constraamtd other factors which are attributed to
the social contexts, historical and political fastovhich usually contribute to regional
inequalities of opportunities of education (UNESC@005).Children are affected
academically if they lack parental support espsciaith regard to education due to

socio-economic factors such as poverty.

Studies by Castle (1966) in East Africa revealeat tsome students who are living

happily with their parents have to walk up to ftemiles a day to school. In the evening

they study in very unfavourable conditions in seygirowded and noisy rooms with poor

11



lighting. Furthermore, not all day schools providél-day meals; hence students who

cannot afford packed lunch go hungry throughoutdidne

According to Kalter (1989) home environment comhifi positively or negatively
influence a child’s participation and retentionsichool. He further asserted that children
whose parents are divorced presented an evaluatibrfour most occurring problems in
the family and the community namely: poor gradegrades below ability at fifty-six per
cent, aggression towards parents forty-three pet, gsychologically stressed at sixty-
nine per cent and academic problems forty-one pat.d.ack of a father figure in a
family makes children suffer psychologically whielads them to all sorts of behavioural
problems. Such children may fail to fit in the soheocial set up and frequently stay
away from school, or worse still end up dropping. athis therefore called for socio-
economic factors that may be constraining the etdraent of participation in public day

secondary schools to be looked into.

2.3 Parental Factors

2.3.1 Parental Level of Education

Retention of children in school up to completidrttee registered education cycle has a
correlation with the family background. Parentaterests and aspirations for their
children also influence participation. The pareréatel of education plays a significant
role in the enhancement of participation in edweati(Kibera & Kimokoti, 2007)
observed that educated parents with high incomeldeare able to provide for their

children with a conducive home environment, allassary school requirements and pay

12



for extra tuition, hence enhancing participatioarddtal education determines the value

that parents attach to education.

UNICEF (2007) observed in a research carried ofiftyifive countries that if educated
women become mothers, they are likely to send tteidren to school, thereby passing
on and multiplying the benefits both for themsehasd for society in a positive
integrated manner. This means an educated paréringi education more meaningful
and therefore strive to educate his children mom@ encourage them to pursue further
education through award of tokens and guidance. driklren of parents with low
education level and huge families are not well lagd in community and school
activities. They drop out from school earlier thi#weir colleagues from other types of

families.

Studies by Kamwilwa (2007) found out that thereaisstrong relationship between
student’s aspirations and parental level of edanatihat if one’s parent is a teacher, the
children will be inclined towards the teaching @sdion. Parents who are in business are
more likely to make their children assist in thaming of the business from an early age.
This may impact negatively on the student’s pgrtition especially in day schools in
terms of absenteeism. He also observes that pandmisare unskilled are more often
than not of low educational attainment. They také&linterest in the education of their
children or their children’s school work. They haege families and live in grossly
overcrowded homes lacking amenities and tend td sesir children to schools which

are ill-equipped and this affects their participati
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2.3.2 Parental/Guardian’s Level of Income

Abagi & Odipo, (1997) observed that poverty is teading factor that discourages
parents from investing in their children’s educatidMost of the poor families who
cannot hire workers sometimes withdraw their cleiidfrom school to help on the
families’ farms or look after cattle. Hungry chir from poor families who cannot
afford food all the time fail to attend school fusatly. They say further those children
from broken homes average one more day per morgngbmore discipline problems
and show a double dropout rate than children frotact families. The stability of the
family is a very important factor in determiningetiparticipation rate of children in

school.

According to World Bank (2002) lack of food resodf from poverty and decline in food
production due to bad climate in Africa has affdctee nutritional status and human
survival resulting into sickness, disease, andtetumgrowth. Due to restlessness and
bodily weakness, poor attendance and academic actidevement, many children
succumb to this predicament and develop chroniergbsism while others drop out of

school never realizing the benefits predicted wwae from education investment.

UNICEF (2007) notes that distance from home to sthad students’ participation are
related. The report points out that students areerhikely to be absent on the grounds of
safety or economy. The findings revealed distarag & strong influence on regular
attendance of school ultimately affecting studeptsticipation. Studies by Murai (2008)

in Gatundu District found that parents feel tha fburney to school is perilous and too
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long, putting girls at risk of sexual assaults atiger forms of violence. School distance
adds unnecessary costs incurred by parents oralrigizen to students as they commute

everyday to school hence a reason for studentgnabsism.

Chimombo (2005) observed in her studies in Maldnat basic education in developing
countries reveals that the necessity for childceartgage in tasks that support household
survival limits their school participation. This é&specially in rural and urban squatter
groups. Further, even where schools are accessitnleaffordable households have to
realize a net benefit to them, apart from the ddimexctivities school age children at

times engage in economic activities.

2.3.3 Family Type

Syombua (2007) noted that emotional and psychabgeoblems found in fatherless
families are complicated by the loss of his ecomomiipport and this has many
implications for the children’s schooling. Trian®900) pointed out in his studies that
lack of one parent in the family tends to influertice behaviour patterns of children. He
indicates that children from broken families premnaly take on adult roles at home and
most of the time they are at odds with their schrot#¢s. They tend not to burden their
single parents with their feelings or problems. Tiede children in particular tend to play
the fatherly role in the family. This affects theghool attendance and performance while
quite a number drop out. Boys, in the absence eir tfather tend to show their
masculinity in aggressive behaviour. They showraléacy to exhibit more anger and

disobedience, resulting in more discipline proble@ach boys, the study concludes,
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have difficulties in delaying gratification of negddisplay poor skills for coping with
frustration and lack ability to handle long termmooitments and responsibilities and that

is why they irregularly attend school.

2.3.4 Family Size

Schiefelbein & Wolff (1992) found that large fanedi are more prevalent in low socio-
economic groups, whereas small families occur ghlsocio-economic groups. They
report that family size was correlated to the sgmdormance among secondary school
learners. Murai (2008) cites parental lack of imemhent as a factor which may be
determined by family size. Parent-child relatiopsénd parental cooperation has a lot to
account for the student’s participation in eduaatioability to afford the direct costs has
a heavy bearing on girls’ education as it bars tfiemm successful participation as many
parents believe that it pays to educate boys thds &ducation opportunities for girls
have tended to be lower than boys at every leveldofcation. This contributes to child

labour, low grades and chronic absenteeism at estage leading to high dropout rates.

World Bank (2002) reported that due to poverty hddten from are large families are
forced by their parents to take up temporary lalousupplement household income.
Parents tend to be reluctant to send children hodaegularly or just do not give them
enough time for school activities. The high demé&mdchildren at home contributes to
their low participation and even in some cases pirgp out before completion. It is

reported that in Zambia, girls spend four times entime than boys in direct production

work. Gender disparities are associated with tlmergaliscrimination and cultural factors
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on opportunity cost of educating a daughter as @vetpto a son. GoK (2005) reported
gender parity index of 0.97 with a female transitrate of 48.6%. This shows that most

households prefer to take the male child for furdgiucation.

2.4  School Factors

2.4.1 School Levies/Fees and Distance from HomeSohool

World Bank (1988) recommended a transition fronystesm of boarding school to one of
day schools which should be established withinaealsle walking distance. It observed
that expenditure per a student is much higher arding secondary schools than in day
schools. Day schools will reduce parental and comiyplurden and enable the nation to

expand accessibility to secondary education.

Sessional paper No.6 of 1988 observes that thdaj@went and maintenance of physical
facilities in those schools by communities, pareatsl sponsors should continue. Parents
therefore have a duty to meet some school costdeWie Government of Kenya is fully
committed to implement free public day secondarycation as a measure of curbing
dropouts, parents are however obliged to bear aivect user charges/school levies.
These include uniform, registration fee for bothermal and external examinations,
payments for lunch time meals and other schooleptsj Children of parents who are
unable to afford these direct user charges mayugndropping from school or being
absent frequently or even repeating due to poodegaThese socio-economic factors

therefore affect a student’s participation in edioca
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Mingat (2002) observed in his findings that of thelhest 205 households, seventy six per
cent of their children attend school compared t& 40 the poorest twenty per cent
households. This means that children from poor éloolsls have much lower attendance
than children from richer households. It is in thdarge poor families that girls have a
higher risk of not attending school. He furtherusg that countries with low attendance
rates overall tend to have higher gender, regiandlwealth disparities. Although public
day secondary schools play an important role imeiaing access to secondary school
education especially to needy children whose paremay not afford the luxury of
boarding school, the parents who are poor encouwftalienges still which affect the

student’s participation.

2.5 Summary of the Literature Review

The above studies reveal that a lot has been dorsoco- economic factors affecting
student participation in education. They range fisindies in Kenya, Africa and the rest
of the world. This study makes a contribution tadgasuccessful education standards in
Kenya by examining the effect of socio-economicddes on students’ participation in
public day secondary schools in particular Embalkastrict of Nairobi County. The
whole district is served by only five mixed pubtlay secondary schools. There are two
broad categories of factors to examine namely: miareand school based factors.
Parental factors include: parental level of edueatihe size of the family, the type of
family and family income/occupation The school éastinclude: Distance from home to

school and school fees/levies.
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2.6 Conceptual Framework

Figure 1.1 Conceptual Framework Showing Socio-econic Factors Affecting

Students’ Participation in Public Day Secondary Scbols

Independent Variables

Parental/Guardian Related Factor

UJ

School Related Factors

v

Parental level of education

Parental income/occupation
Family size/type

Distance of residence to school

A

A 4

Facilities and resources

Funding

Input

Participation by parents and p8takeholders

Provision of quality services

A 4

Schooling process

Feedback

Source: Researcher

Student ParticipaitioRublic Day Secondary

Education

Output

Schevieis/fees il
Uniform and melhames
Exeation fees
School projects fund
!
v
Feedback

Dependent Variable

2013

19



There are various socio-economic variables whichimeract and affect learners’

participation in public day secondary educatione Thariables identified are summarized
in the above conceptual framework. It shows thaicseconomic factors may have a
positive or negative influence on a student’s pguétion in education. Students whose
parents have low income, low levels of educatiod are not in high status employment
may not get parental support for their secondarycation. This leads to absenteeism,
high dropout rates and poor grades. The reseaticbiefore viewed this as a roadmap to
the study of socio-economic factors that affecttip@ation of students in public day

secondary schools.
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CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Introduction

This chapter presents a description of researclhadetogy which was adopted during
the study. It contains the Research design, tapggulation, sample and sampling
procedures, research instruments, their reliabditgt validity, methods of collecting data

and finally data analysis.

3.2 Research Design

A Descriptive Survey Research Design was adoptedhis study. According to
Krishnaswami 2001), this Design is a fact findirigdy which involves collecting data
directly from a population thereof at a particuleme. This design was found ideal for
this study because it was conducted in a natutdhgeit sought direct responses from
the respondents, covered a very large populatiah ardefinite geographical area.
Similarly, the design augured well with the resbarstruments in this study because it
investigated a phenomenon that existed without pudaiing the variables. This design
allowed the participants to describe and providartbpinions regarding the variables

studied in detalil.

3.3 Target Population
Target population is that population to which aesgsher wants to generalize the results
of the study (Mugenda & Mugenda, 1999).In this gttlte target population consisted of

all students in all public day secondary school&€mbakasi district, their parents and
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teachers. According to the information availablettee PDE’s office Nairobi County

Embakasi district has a total of 5 public day seleoy schools namely: Komarock,
Kayole South, Mwangaza, Peter Kibukosya and Embakasrison. There are about
1500 students and their parents and 40 class teaghdéhe 5 schools and the study

targeted all of them.

3.4 Sample Size and Sampling procedure

Sampling means selecting a given number of subjiot® a target population as
representatives of that population. According taxfb@ and Tromp (2005) in purposive
sampling, the researcher successfully targets apgud participants believed to be
reliable for the study. The study purposely tarddtee public day schools in Embakasi
District. They further state that in random samgliall the individuals in the defined
population have an equal and independent chanbein§ selected as a member of the

sample size. The two methods were used.

According to Mugenda & Mugenda (1999), the largee sample the smaller the
sampling error and a twenty to thirty percent @ thrgeted population are sufficient to
make a generalization. Thus, for this study twesgscent of the population was utilized.
The sample was selected by employing random sagqfirensure representation of all
groups. All the five public day schools were saddctThe study sampled sixty students
include from each school to participate. The recemded class size according to the
Ministry of Education’s CBE (Curriculum based edistiments) is forty-five students.

The average streams per school being two, the notaber of form one to form four
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students in the five schools is approximately dreisand and five hundred students and
20% of 1500 is 300 students. A total of 10 classchers and 10 parents were selected

randomly to be participants.

3.5 Research Instrument

This researcher utilized two research methods nan@@uestionnaire and interview.
Mugenda and Mugenda (1999), note that questiorm@re commonly used to obtain
important information about population. Each itenthe questionnaire was developed to
address a specific research question. The quesir@sncontained both open and closed
ended questions. The questionnaire can cover fagelations within a short time using
few personnel. These questionnaires were self astared to class teachers and
students. The information was analyzed in relatoostudents’ participation in public day

secondary schools in Embakasi secondary schodlaimobi County.

The study also employed an interview schedulewlaat self- administered to ten parents
only. This tool was suited to parents since itléxible, adaptable and can be used on
many people. The interview was an oral questioeniat gave immediate feedback and
administered face to face. The parents are nornibalby and may not have time to sit
down to answer a questionnaire some are evenrallde Kombo and Tromp (2006)
observe that interview schedule gives in-depthrimftion on specific issues. This is
time saving since the respondents simply answet s been asked by the researcher.
The data collected is also quantifiable. The rditgtof the information gathered is high

as it is done systematically. The interview quesiwere the same for all parents.
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3.6 Content Validity

Njeru & Orodho (2003) define validity as the degteevhich results obtained from the
analysis of data actually represents the phenomendar investigation. Content validity
is determined by expert judgments. Validity conedtaelf with establishing whether the
research instrument is measuring what it is sugpéseneasure. It is a non statistical
method used to validate the content employed imtiestionnaire; therefore questions in
this study were scrutinized and approved by thautec supervisor to determine whether
the items in the questionnaire were validly repmésteve. The framing of items in

research instruments was done by examining thergseobjectives and questions so
they examined the crucial variables in depth. Thgesvisor's recommendations were

incorporated in the final questionnaire.

Piloting is important as it helps identify misunskanding, ambiguity and irrelevance.
The researcher pre-tested the instruments throulgking with a few subjects. The
researcher carried out a pilot study test on tencgeat cases drawn from the target
population outside Embakasi district which did patticipate in the final study. This was
in Kamukuniji District of Nairobi County. (Mulusa988) recommends ten per cent of the
cases for a pilot test in a descriptive study.his tase one public day secondary school,
two class teachers, 8 students and 2 parents veexd as respondents. After piloting,
each question item was discussed with researchiaipexs and the supervisor to
determine suitability, clarity and relevance foe thurpose of study. Items found to be
inadequate in measuring the variables were excladedothers modified to improve the

quality of the research.
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3.7 Instrument Reliability

Gay (1976) defines reliability as the degree to alvha test consistently measures
whatever it measures. An instrument is reliablemihean measure a variable accurately
and consistently and obtain the same results uhédesame conditions over time. In this
study the researcher used the half split methodmetended by researchers such as
Nachmias and Nachmias (1996) for measuring religitmf a test. The advantage of this
technique is that it requires only one sessions Tinvolves splitting the instrument into

two; one half of even numbered items and the athedd numbered items.

The correlated result provides the internal coesisy of one half that is the degree to
which the two halves of the test are equivalentanmsistent in terms of items. This
method has been chosen because of its ability tomsuize the direction of the
correlation that is whether it is positive or negat An instrument is reliable when it can
measure a variable consistently if used in sinatardition. Split half method was used at
piloting to determine the reliability of the questnaire. This study expected a closer
relationship of about +1. A Correlation coeffici@ftone was considered high enough to
judge the instrument as reliable to the study,dbser the correlation (r) is to +1 or -1
the closer the relationship between the variablée. reliability yielded a coefficient of

0.08 hence the instrument was deemed reliable.

3.8 Data Collection Procedures

The researcher first got authorization before adstening the questionnaires. The

researcher proceeded to seek permission from therdé Council for Science and
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Technology; she then wrote letters to the publig stzhools in Embakasi District to seek
permission to carry out research in their schodlse highest ethical standards were
upheld during the quantitative and qualitative datdlection. The researcher first

identified herself and declared the main purposéhefstudy. To ensure anonymity the
teachers and the students were asked not to Wwatertames on the questionnaires while
the interviewed parents were assured that theiresarould not be marched with their

information for identification. Informed consent svasked from the respondents before

data was collected.

The researcher trained all the questionnaire asdsstand interviewers on the proper
administration of informed consent prior to admiragson and how to debrief the
participations after the completion of the intewiand filling in of questionnaires with
assurances of confidentiality and the fact thatr istormation was purely for academic
purposes. After permission had been granted thearelser proceeded to administer
guestionnaires to class-teachers and studentsfilldtein questionnaires were collected
the same day. The researcher visited each schooltéoview two parents. This is
because parents are responsible for the generakppi students and for the day school
scholars parents/Guardians provide accommodatal, transport or daily bus fare. The
parents were therefore in a position to give reasmto why any of his/her children left
school pre-maturely or was regularly absent. Thpaeents whose children were in
school also had information on the challenges thegd in maintaining them in school

and gave suggestions as to what could be dondpdbter manage day school learners.
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3.9 Data Analysis Procedures

The data collection instruments were checked fompleteness and errors, the
guestionnaires were arranged, coded and data énitetiee Statistical Package for Social
Sciences (SPSS) for analysis. The information femoh item on the questionnaire was
processed and reported through descriptive naerakior the Pearson’s Chi-Square test
(P-Value=.005) was used to test significance betwbe variables to show the effect
each independent variable had on the dependerdl@riThis enabled the researcher to
explore the strength of the relationship betweeresé¢ independent variables on the
dependent variable. It was therefore possible &lyae the variables of the constants
using the computer statistical analysis. This da#s used to draw inferences which
formed the basis of the research findings of thiresiprocess. Cross tabulations were
used to summarize categorical data to make comaygebles. Custom tables were used

to compare and check on the association betweevatiables.

The audio-taped interviews were transcribed vembaitito separate word-proposed
computer files for each interview. The researcheadrthese files several times and
listened to the tapes to make sure that the trgntigers were accurate. All the interviews
were conducted in English and Kiswabhili. From trenscribed interviews and from the
stated objectives of the study, the researcherabésto develop a list of codes for the
gualitative data. The data was coded and summatizdatically. Qualitative method

was used to report the findings of the interviews the parents. The interviews were

summarized in group statistics so that no one tedrtineir individual answers.
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CHAPTER FOUR

DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION

4.1 Introduction

This chapter contains detailed description of theults obtained after data analysis. It
includes demographic information of the respondedtdia interpretation and discussion
on the findings. Tables, bar graphs and pie cladsused to present the findings while

frequencies and percentages are used to discubsdings.

4.2 Questionnaire Return Rate
As per the study sample design a total of 320 medgiats were to be used in the study. A
summary of the questionnaire return rate is showthe Table 4.1 below.

Table 4.1: Questionnaire Return Rate

Respondents Expected responses Actual responses deart
Class teachers 20 20 100%
Students 300 273 91%
Total 320 293 91.6%

As shown above, a total of 20 teachers were gikergtiestionnaire and there was 100%
return rate. However, out of the 300 targeted sitgleonly 273 returned their
guestionnaires dully filled forming a total of 91%eturn rate. Therefore the total
percentage return rate was 91.6%, which was comsldes providing a relatively valid

and reliable representation of the target poputafidulusa, 1988)

28



4.3 Demographic Information of Respondents

Table 4.2: Gender of Students

Gender frequency Percentage
Male 142 52%
Female 131 48%
Total 273 100%
Figure 4.2: Gender of Class Teachers
Male

65%

Table 4.2 and Figure 4.2 show distribution of teepondents who participated in the
study by gender. Class teachers comprised of 65%alés and 35% males. On the part of

students, male respondents were 52% whereas feesglendents were 48%.

Table 4.3: Class Teachers’ Duration in their Currer School

Duration Frequency Valid percent
Below 5 years 19 95.0%
Above 15 years 1 5.0%

Total 20 100.0%
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According to Table 4.3, majority of teachers hadved between 1-5 years. This is

because most schools investigated had been inepgestfor only 5 years except one

school where a teacher had served for over 15 y&hese respondents had served long

enough and were therefore in a position to givialbé information.

Table 4.4: Duration of Students in Current Schools

Number of years Frequency Percentage
2 years 91 33.3%

3 years 75 27.5%

4 years 107 39.2%
Total 273 100%

The study sought to establish the duration theomdents had spent in their current

schools. From the finding in Table 4.4 above, mgj@f student had spent four years in
the current schools 39.2%. Other students had sp@drs (27.5%) while 33.3% had

spent 2 years. The students were also asked twabedineir class and gender .The data is

presented in Figure 4.3.

Figure 4.3 Class and Gender of Students’ RespondertCross Tabulation
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Figure 4.3 showed that 34.5% of forms twos wereesathile 34.1% were females. In
form three 33.1% were males while 20% were femateform four 32.4% were males

while 45.7% were females.

4.4 Parental Socio- Economic Factors Affecting Stlent Participation
4.4.1 Parental/Guardian Level of Education
The students were asked the level of educatiomeaif parents/guardians. The findings

are shown in Figure 4.4.

Figure 4.4: Parental / Guardian Level of Educatio
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Figure 4.4 showed that 1.7% fathers and 2.3% mothere illiterate while 9.4% fathers
and 15.8% mothers were primary level leavers weitoadary level fathers were at 32.2
% and mothers at 39%. Of the fathers (25.8%) aothens (27.8%) had attained tertiary
level. Only 15.1% of mothers and 30% fathers hawaisity education. The findings

revealed that majority of the parents had seconamsi of education which results into
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low paying occupation hence low participation cdrieers because most of them could

not afford to take their children to school.

4.4.2 Parental/Guardian Level of Income/Occupation
The students were asked the education level of thaients/guardians. The data is

summarized in Figure 4.5.

Figure 4.5: Occupation/Income of Parents
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The figure showed that the effect of the parens@idian’s income/occupation on
participation of students was assessed using fearsian d it revealed that 7.1% fathers
and 16.5% were unskilled labourers while 17.8 %deg and 28.1% were semi-skilled
labourers. Majority of the parents were skilleddaters with the fathers at 42.2% and the
mothers at 38.2%.This indicated that their inconas wot very high to cater for school
levies of the learners and therefore majority tdlodir children to public day schools

which are subsidized by the government. The fathdrs were professionals were at
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32.9% against 17.3% mothers. The students werelasieehighest level of education

they would like to attain. The findings are in Higu.6.

Figure 4.6: The Educational Level the Students wodllike to Attain.
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The findings in Figure 4.6 showed that 90% of thedents opted to attain university
education 8.1% aspired to go up to PHD level atuhieersity while 1.5 % hoped to

attain tertiary level with only 0.4 % aspiring teach secondary level where most
parents reached. This implied that the educatival lattained by parents did not affect

the level of education a student aspired.

4.5 Family Type

The students were asked to state whether both tganeme alive or not. The findings are

in Figure 4.7.
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Figure 4.7: Those Students with Parents

The data revealed that 26% children did not havh parents while 74% said they had.
These meant that not all students stayed with patlents. The researcher was further
interested in establishing which one of the parem&s missing .Their responses are

presented in figure 4.8.

Figure 4.8: The Missing Parent
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Figure 4.8 showed that 66.7% of fathers and 23.2fbathers were missing while 10.1%
had both parents alive. It was therefore evideomnfthe findings that not all students
stayed with both parents and this had a negatieetedn student participation especially

day scholars.
4.6 The Size of the Family
The study wanted to establish whether the size hef family affected students’

participation in school. This is summarized in TEabl5.

Table 4.5 Number of Children in the Family

Valid N Children Mean Standard error of mean
257 Boys 2.444 .084
250 Girls 2.516 .089

It is evident from the v findings in figure 4.5 ththe average number of children in a
household is five (mean score 5.0). This numbéigsor skilled labourers with meagre

earnings to sustain secondary schooling.
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Figure 4.9 Average No. of Children in School
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The findings revealed that Figure 4.9 the averageber of children in a household was
five. It is evident from the table that majority students were attending primary,
secondary and tertiary institutions. Mean averafédays and girls is two to three
respectively in each household indicating that demise had five children in total. This
is a big number for a family whose parents areleskilabourers with low income to

sustain especially in secondary education.

4.7 School Related Factors

Students were asked to rate the reasons why ttieoks experienced absenteeism and

dropout. The data is summarized in Table 4.10.
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Figure 4.10: Reasons for Student’s Absenteeism amfopout
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The findings revealed that the leading cause oémtiegism and dropout was lack of
school fees with 31.8% followed by long distancewa®n home and school at
13.0%.The other factors were taking care of silslifyl.6%), teenage pregnancy in
school (10.6%), home chores (10.3%), lack of schumifiorm (6.8%), cultural practices

(6.8%), indiscipline (5.5%), peer influence (3.1%0)d the least cause was health
problems at 0.3%.The Chi-Square test result in &ab6 showed that there was

significant relationship between school factors ahsgenteeism /drop out.
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Table 4.6: Chi-Square Test

Test statistics Absenteeism / dropout
Chi-square 37.594

df 1

p-value .001

4.8 Students’ perspective of Socio-Economic FactoAdfecting Student Participation
The students were asked to rate the socio econactiars affecting the participation of
students. The data is summarized in Table 4.6.

Table 4.7: Students’ Perspective of Factors Affeittg Students’ Participation

Reasons for absenteeism/

often | Often | Rarely | Never | mean Rank
Parents/Guardian's failure to pay schpdl0ol 66 53 37 186.25 1
levies
Teenage pregnhancies 66 50 65 69 153.25 | 2
Discouraged by persistently attainindg?2 50 72 66 152 3
poor grades
Girls opting to get married instead pf34 47 85 83 132.5 4
continuing with education
To help parents in domestic chores 39 41 76 94 25831. 5
Family conflicts e.g. Divorce of parents 31 41 73 001 123.25 6
To take up temporary labour 1019 45 83 100 119.25 7
supplement house hold income
Lack of money for bus fare 25 39 74 112 119.25 | 8
To take up jobs such as 'Mataj25 48 61 109 118.75 9
touts/house helps
To help in Family business 13 45 77 108 112.25 | 10
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The findings in table 4.7 revealed that schooldewvere rated the most often reason for
absenteeism / drop out. Other reasons includedyfde@nage pregnancies, poor grades,
early marriages, domestic chores, family conflgtish as divorce, temporary labour, lack

of bus fare and touting. The least rated was hglfamily business.

4.9 Class Teachers’ Perspective of Socio- Econonrfiactors Affecting Student
Participation
Class teachers were asked to rate the factorstiaffestudents’ participation. The

findings are summarized in Table 4.8.

Table 4.8 Class Teachers’ Perspective of Sociodimmic Factors Affecting Student

Participation

Reasons for absenteeism/ Most | Often | Rarely | Never | Weighted Rank
dropout often mean
Parents/Guardian's failure to payl0 7 1 16.0 1
school levies

Family conflicts e.g. Divorce of 2 11 5 13.3 2
parents

Discouraged by persistently3 7 6 12.3 3
attaining poor grades

Teenage pregnhancies 1 5 12 11.3 4
To take up temporary labour tol 4 13 11.0 5
supplement house hold income

Help with domestic chores 1 5 12 11.0 5
To take up jobs such as 'Matatul 3 13 10.5 6
touts/house helps

Lack of money for bus fare 0 8 7 10.5 6
Girls opting to get married insteddl 4 9 10.0 7

of schooling

To help in family business 0 1 10 8.0 8
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The findings in Table 4.8 showed that school lewess the most rated reason for
absenteeism /dropout followed by family conflicteels as divorce. Other reasons were
poor grades, pregnancies, child labour, domesticesh touting, lack of bus fare, early

marriages and the least rated cause was helpifgfamily business. During interview

with parents it was also established that othetofacalongside the above mentioned
included: Exposure to drugs such as alcohol byrmstguardians, parents / guardian’s
negative attitude towards education, physicallyllenged parents/guardians and others
suffering from chronic diseases like cancer, HIND&I, Diabetes, peer pressure and lack

of role model at home.

4.10 Ways of Enhancing Students’ Participation in Bblic Day Secondary School as
Reported by Students

Students were asked to consider the given alteesmatnd select appropriate ways of
enhancing student participation. The findings amammarized in Figure 4.11

Figure 4.11 Ways of Enhancing Students’ Participatin
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The findings in figure 4.11 showed that the mayoot the students rated giving bursaries
to needy students highest at 47.3%. Other waysiaomtt included food programmes to
be introduced for the poor 20.4%, discarding soofu@l practices at 12.9% increasing
the number of boarding schools at 7.3%. Teachirgrttportance of school education at
6.7%, counseling on importance of education 2.0fayipion of books 1.4%, provision

of sanitary towels at 0.6% and least rated wast $tilow up of rules and regulations at

0.2%.

4.11 Class Teachers perspective on enhancing stutimparticipation
The researcher sought to find from the teachers thiews on enhancing student

participation. The summary of the findings is iguie 4.12

Figure 4.12 Ways to enhance students’ participatioas reported by teachers
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According to Figure 4.12 on ways of enhancing stisleparticipation teachers ranked
giving bursaries to the needy students highest 286.40ther ways that followed
respectively included increasing the number of Owo@r schools 18.0%, food
programmes to the poor 16.0%, stiff penalty on p@revhose children drop out of school
14.0 %, basic equipment 8.0 % and discarding soufteiral practices was the least
ranked with 2.0%. This agrees with interview withrgnts who also suggested that the
government should build many of the public day sdemy schools and those students
who attend the schools should come from the lgcahid so the problem of long distance
and lack of fare can be addressed; Initiate fre¢ @mot just subsidized secondary
education for all students; Schools to introdu@®me generating programs such as dairy
farming, crop production to improve food securitydater for students’ lunch meals;
Sponsors to help the needy and not only the bnghtly; Poor parents to be employed by
the schools as cooks, cleaners to supplement stéwvek; The government to enforce

the policy of readmission of young mothers for ctetipn of their schooling.

4.12 Summary of Findings

The study found out that there is a significanatiehship between the socio-economic
factors and student’s participation in public d@gandary schools. These factors were:
parental factors such as the parental educatienal,|parental income / occupation, the
family size and the family type. School factorsluaed the school fees / levies and the
distance from home to school. Other factors indudbe drug abuse, teenage

pregnancies, home chores, uniform, cultural prastiand family conflicts and taking
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care of siblings. It is evident from the findindst Class teachers and students felt that

students’ absenteeism and drop out were frequent.

Teachers, students and parents suggested the ifuglomays of improving students’
participation in public day secondary schools: Wiown of boarding facilities for the
public day secondary school learners; Governmeptdwide bursaries for all the needy
and not only the poor bright students; Provisioffeefding programmes to the students in
public day secondary schoolBeaching of the importance of education to botrepir
and the student®rovision of sanitary towels to all girl studemspublic day secondary
schools. They also suggested guidance and cougdelive available to both parents and

students.
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CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Introduction
This chapter presents the summary of the findiegsaclusions, recommendations and

suggestions for further research.

5.2 Summary of the study

The purpose of the study was to investigate thecefbf socio-economic factors on
students’ participation in public day secondaryosds in Embakasi District of Nairobi
County. These factors were categorized into twaemtal and school based socio-
economic factors such as educational level of gaygrarental income and occupation,
family type and family size, school fees / leviasjform, distance between school and

home.

The target population included: The five public degcondary schools in Embakasi
District, the students, class teachers and paréhtsy were selected as respondents for

they were in a better position to give reliableomhation about the study area.

Purpose sampling was used to select the publicsgapndary schools in Embakasi
District of Nairobi County. Random sampling was dise get the number of teachers,
student and parents who participated in the stddydescriptive survey design was

adopted for this study. Data was collected by medirtgiestionnaires for class teachers
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and students and interview schedule for parentsa Baalysis was done by statistical
package for social sciences and the results pegeaentthe form of tables, percentages,

bar graphs, pie charts, cross tabulations and mutstbles.

5.3 Summary of the Major Findings

On parental factors, the analysis revealed thaerRalr level of education, Parental
income and occupation, Family size, Family type laadegative effect on students’
participation. Other factors included family cooflsuch as divorce, teenage pregnancies,
girls opting to get married early, engagement wWamily chores, touting, running of

family business and taking up temporary laboumnggpéement household income.

On School factors the study established that schemd/ levies, distance from home to
school and poor grades had an effect on the stsidesnticipation. The findings revealed
that school fees/ levies as a result of povertyaiamnfluential factor on student

participation in public day secondary school in Ekdsi District of Nairobi County.

The findings revealed the following ways suggested respondents to enhance
participation in public day secondary schools: mivibursaries to needy students,
introduction of food programmes, stiff penalties parents whose children drop out
school, discarding some cultural practices, indrgathe number of boarding schools,
teaching the importance of school and educatiorsuremg that the guidance and
counseling teachers are in every school, provisicsanitary towels to all the girls in the

public day secondary schools.
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5.4 Conclusion

From this study of socio economic factors it isacléhat parental and school related
factors have an effect on the students’ partiogpatAnalysis of parental factors such as
parental level of education, level of income, typ®l size of family revealed that they
affect the students’ participation. On school festih was also established that school
levies, poor grades and distance from home to $ciso affect a learners’ participation.
Among the ten factors that affect the studentstigaation which were rated by both
teachers and students school levies was higheswkd by distance from home to
school. Other reasons included: family conflictehsas divorce, teenage pregnancies,
taking up temporary labour to supplement houselmédme such as touting, family
business and house helps, domestic chores andneaintiages, poor grades in school and

lack of money for bus fare.

The strategies highlighted by teachers, student$ parents to enhance students’
participation included: giving bursaries to needydents, increasing the number of
boarding schools, food programmes to be introduocedoor, stiff penalty on parents
whose children drop out of school, basic equipmamd discarding some cultural
practices. Other ways suggested by the respondemésteaching parents the importance

of education and provision girls with sanitary tdsve

This study has shed light on the parental and dcteated socio economic factors

affecting student participation in public secondamghools in Embakasi District in

Nairobi County. The findings have created awarermssmminent loss in terms of
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human capital accumulation likely to be realize@ tim absenteeism and drop out if these
factors of poverty, child labour and school levags not addressed. On socio cultural
factors such as early marriages, family problenms] house chore the findings are
signaling the government and other stakeholdersvddk together to root them out.

Finally on sufficiency of subsidized public secondachools the government should
review the funding and make it totally free so @asatldress the problem of absenteeism

and drop out.

5.5 Recommendations

Based on the findings the following recommendatioage been made:

The study found that most parents were poor, htdnat only basic education which
made them qualify for low paying jobs and therefeveuld not pay school levies
promptly for their children. Bursary should beaaded equitably to all needy students
but not bright needy learners and is the case @dept. This will improve student
participation. There is need to enhance econortuatsons of the parents so as to be able

to carter for the educational needs of their cbkidr

The study also found that there were learners whrewnot staying with both parents.
The ministry of education should put in place smes to address school feeding
programmes to cater for orphans and other needs¢asnake secondary education free

from meal levies. This will make them participateetively.
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The study Found that some students commute frorarfd at times absent themselves
because of lack of bus fare. The ministry in calla@bon with other stakeholders such as
Non Government organizations and private sectouldhbuild more public day

secondary schools closer to the learners.

The study also found that among the factors afigcttudents’ participation is family
conflicts such as divorce of parents. Parents shbelgood role models and have ability
to motivate their children. School guidance andnsaling department should listen to

and assist such learners alongside their paretsp® with pressures of life.

The study found out that some of the students wevelved in child labour to
supplement household income; jobs such as matats, te’ouse helps, helping in running
family business. The community should be educatethe need to encourage students to
complete the school programme through role modeliige civil society and parents
should be sensitized in school parents meetingsniorace the importance of education.
Awareness campaigns on benefits of education sHmltbnducted, levels of motivation
raised and guidance and counseling programmes sifiegh amongst all education

players/stakeholders.

5.6 Suggestions for Further Research
* This study was conducted in only one district inirblai County. A similar study
should be conducted in other districts in ordeestablish whether these findings are

valid for those districts.
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* The target population of the study was studengsscteachers and parents in public

day secondary schools, future studies could tgngelic boarding schools.

* Whilst these study is narrowed itself to a fewlwd socio-economic factors related to
parents and schools, there is need for a comprefeengsearch on school

administration and the role of the community indetot participation.
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Appendix 1
Letter of Introduction to the Head Teacher to Carry Out Research in Schools
Adagala Catherine Inziani,
P.O Box 55145,
NAIROBI.

Date:

To the Principal

.......................... Secondary School,
NAIROBI.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: permission to collect data in your School

| am a post graduate student at the University afrdthi undertaking a Master of
Education course in Sociology of Educational. | earrying out research in Public Day
Secondary Schools in Embakasi District as a remerg to complete the course.

Your school has been randomly selected for thiglystilease allow me to carry out

research in the school among teachers, studentgaaadts.

This research is purely for academic purpose aretetbre be assured that the
information collected will be treated with utmosinidentiality and will not be used

anywhere else beyond this study. Thank you in Adgan

Yours Sincerely,

Catherine Adagala.
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Appendix 11

Questionnaire for Class Teachers
Dear Respondent,

The purpose of this questionnaire is to enabledkearcher to obtain information about
socioeconomic factors affecting participation afdgnts in public day secondary schools
in Kenya. Kindly answer the questions honestly acclrately by tickingy) the
appropriate choice given. Confidentiality is guaesal.

Section A: Background Information

1. What is your Gender? Male [ ] Femal{ |

2. What is the type of your school?

Girls Day[ ] Boys Day[ | Mixed D |

3. For how long have you been a teacher in this séhool
)] Below 5 years
i) 5-10 years

i) 11 - 15 years

Jout

iv)  Above 15 years
4. In which class are you a class teache ]
5 What s the total number of students in yousgta [ ]

6. Are there cases of students in your class who daweped out of school before
Completing the course?  Y{__| N ]
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7. If your answer to question 6 above is yes, whaeiee reasons?

i) Teenage pregnancid |

ii) Poverty [ ]
i)  Divorce of parents [ ]
iv) Use of drugs [ ]
V) Others please specify

SECTION B: Factors Affecting Student’ Participation
The following are some of the factors affectingdstots’ participation in public day

secondary schools. Please give your opinion byrtick(N ) appropriate column

No. | Reason for absenteeism / | Very Often Rarely Never
dropping out of school often
1. | To take up temporary labour
to supplement house ho|d
income

Help with domestic chores
3. | To take up jobs such as
‘Matatu’ touts/house helps
4. | Discouraged by persistently
attaining poor grades

5. | Family conflicts e.g
Divorce of parents

6. | Lack of money for bus fare

N

7. | Parents/Guardian’s failure fo
pay school levies
8. | Girls opting to get married
instead of schooling

9. | To help in Family business

10. | Teen age pregnancies
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8. What can be done to enhance participation in puaicsecondary schools? Please

consider the alternatives given below

i) Discarding some cultural or religious practices
i) Giving bursaries to needy students
i) Increasing the number of boarding schools

iv) Stiff penalty on parents whose children drop ousafool

J o ool

V) Food programmes to be introduced to the poor

Vi) Any other please state

Thank you for your cooperation
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Appendix 111
Questionnaire for Students

Dear Respondent,

The purpose of this questionnaire is to enabladkearcher to obtain information about
socioeconomic factors affecting participation afdgnts in public day secondary schools.
Kindly answer the questions honestly and accurdteliicking () the appropriate choice

given. Confidentiality is guaranteed.
Section A: Background Information
1. What is your Gender? Mald | Fema| |

2. What is the type of your school?

Girls Day [ ] Boys Day|:| Mixed Da|:|
4. What class/fformareyouin?[ ] [ ] 3[ ] 4 ]
5. Are both your parents alive? Y[ ] ]

6. If your answer to question 5 above is No, pldadewhich of your parent is not

alive. Father [ | Mother [ ]

7 What is the Education level of your parents?

Education Level Father Mother
[lliterate — no education

Primary Level
Secondary Level
Tertiary Level
University Level

olalolo| o
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8.  What is the occupation of the parents? Pleakenimat is appropriate to you.

Occupation Father Mother
a. Unskilled Labourer
b. Semi skilled Labourer
C. Skilled Labourer
d. Professional

9. What is the highest Level of education you widike to attain?

Education Level
a. Secondary level
b. Tertiary Level
C. University Level
d. Others

10. How many are you in family?Boy| | Girls [ ]

11. Please fill in this table to give the levelsediication of your brothers and sisters

Gender Primary Secondary College

Girls

Boys
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12. Are there cases of students in your class wdwe ldropped out of school before

completing the course? Yes[ | N{ ]

13.  Are there days you miss to come to school?[ ] ]

14. If your answer is yes in 13 above give reas®lease choose by ticking  all

that apply from the alternatives.

i) Long distance between home and scho[ |

ii) Lack of school uniform [ ]
i) Home chores [ ]
iv) Taking care of siblings [ ]

V) Any other please state

SECTION B: Socio-Economic Factors Affecting Studets’ Participation

The following are some of the factors affectingdstots’ participation in secondary
schools.

Please give your opinion by ticking J appropriate column.

No. | Reason for absenteeism/droppindery often | Often Rarely | Never
out of school

1. | To take up temporary labour o
supplement house hold income

2. | To help parents in domestic
chores

3. | To take up jobs such as ‘Matafu
touts/house helps
4. | Discouraged by persistently
attaining poor grades
5. | Family conflicts e.g. Divorce ¢
parents

—
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6. | Lack of money for bus fare

7. | Parents/Guardian’s failure to pay
school levies

8. | Girls opting to get married instead
of continuing with Education

9. | To help in Family business

10. | Teenage pregnancies

15. What can be done to enhance participation in pwaicsecondary schools?

i) Discarding some cultural or religious practices

i) Grant bursaries to needy students

iii) Increasing the number of boarding schools

iv) Stiff penalty on parents whose children drop outafool

o0 UL

v) Feeding programmes to be introduced in schools

vi) Any other please state

Thank you for your cooperation
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Appendix 1V

Interview Schedule for Parents

The purpose of this interview schedule is to endfsderesearcher to obtain information
about socio-economic factors affecting studentigpetion in public day secondary
schools in Embakasi district, Nairobi County, Kenyéndly answer the questions

honestly and accurately. Confidentiality is guaeaalt

Section A: Background Information

Respondent Sex

1.  Whatis your occupation?

2. What is your educational level?

SECTION; B Socioeconomic Factors Affecting Particiption in Public Day
Secondary Education

1. What are the parental (socio-economic) factorsctiffg student’s participation in

public day secondary schools?

2. What are the school factors that affect the stusigudrticipation in public day
secondary schools?

3 What is the distance between your home and yaid’slschool?
4 What can be done to enhance students’ partiompati public day secondary
schools?
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Appendix V

Research Authorization from National Council for séence and technology
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Appendix VI

Research Clearance Permit
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