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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to investigate theioseconomic factors
influencing students’ access to secondary educationRongo district.
Specifically the study sought to establish the mixt® which tuition fees
charged influence students access to secondaryols@ducation, other
objectives were to examine the influence of sizehofisehold on students
access to secondary school education, to deterthimenfluence of child
labour on students access to secondary educatibtoaxamine how the level

of income of the parents affect students’ accesetondary education.

The researcher employed descriptive study designdata presented in form
of frequency distribution tables, graphs and piertsh that facilitated
description and explanations of the study findingarget population of 15
secondary schools, 245 teachers, 15 head teachdr2,800 students in
Rongo district. The primary research instruments tois study were
guestionnaires and interview schedules. Questimmdor students and

teachers and interview schedule for head teachers.

The study findings indicate that some of the s@donomic factors that had
the highest effects in access of students in seggrathool education include
size of the family, income of parents, child labamd tuition fee. The study
found out that socio-economic factors were majarsea of low access of
secondary school students in secondary educafdso the findings revealed
other home based factors as HIV/AIDS, parentalllef/education school also

affected access of students in secondary scheol tir

Xii



CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background of the study
Education is the seed and flower of developmenis & powerful lever for
poverty eradication and economic growth, and it @wvgrs a person to take
charge of their lives and make informed choicescivhirings forth quality of
life. It further opens up a world of opportunitiesiuce the burden of diseases,
poverty and give greater voice in society. WoltemsWorld Bank (2003) for
nations, it opens doors to economic and socialpgnaty, dynamic workforce
and well-informed citizens who are able to compatd cooperate in global
arena (UNESCO, 2000). Education and training remtie foremost tool for
accelerating social and economic development fdustrialization, further it
also makes positive contribution in controlling asitaping of environment

and its degradation.

The greatest challenges facing different nation&esya in this 21 century
are ensuring school age going children access bdsication for all (BEFA),
achieve quality by eliminating all existing dispgaas with particular reference
to the education of girls, children with speciakds and those disadvantaged
regions (ASALS). This calls for different approaichthe provision, delivery
management and financing of education to ensureowveg access, equity,
relevance and quality within the content of newdfided goals and targets.
Many areas in the Country and outside have hyHrisbetacles to BEFA and

education for all goals in addition to poverty Bstample insecurity, low level
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of parental education, income of parents, size & household, gender
disparity and child labour. All these may affectess of students to secondary

education universally both in urban and rural areas

According to World Bank (2007) non-school factetsch as education of
parents, child rearing practices, nutrition, heatihe and pre-school education
have more effect on children access to educatidarther states that positive
school factors such as teachers and books have eff@ets in developed
countries than in developing countries. Thus, tpaseffects of school inputs
are frequently greater in children from lower see@mnomic background than
those from higher socio-economic background. Coar(fL996) reported that
pupils learning and behavior like that of adultdl we affected by a range of
interacting factors, some of which ride within fkearner, while others can be

traced to the curriculum or conditions within thevieonment.

Basically, access is not static and when a govenhfads to direct its massive
resources to particular regions such as in ASAkasrarban and in rural areas
with an aim of enhancing access, then they wilirigsing the target of BEFA
if not moving away from it. It's therefore logic# have a study of access in
regions that are said to have achieved 100% Grosslrgent Rate. The
introduction of subsidized tuition fee in publiecendary schools in January
2007 was expected to increase secondary schoaéremt to 1.5m in 2008
which was four times more than the position of 80,8tudents in secondary

schools. The government proposal was affectedattshate to transition rate
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of 70% from primary to secondary schools to catar those included by

poverty to assess education (East African Stantawmisday May 10, 2007).

In Europe they developed educational policy to fesedondary education to
its citizens through general tax system, an imtathat was adapted by all
European union (EU) member states; though the yates did not provide
adequate funds to sustain secondary educatioreimeiions among various
governments, to cater for the increase in cosgra¢governments had various
interventions to bridge the gaps. England for eXangeveloped a policy,

which formalized a relationship between companies $econdary Schools.

According to Millar (1996) all Caribbean countriesd introduced free tuition
policy in secondary school, which varied on différaspects of free tuition;
some governments provide text books, payment oimexation fee and
personal emoluments. This was done to increaseraidtain enrolment in
secondary education, but due to inflation the gowemt could not cope with
the rising cost of education hence this forcedginernment to introduce cost

sharing programmes which led to drop out of stuglent

In Uganda, the ruling party manifestoes (2007) emsf#ed on free secondary
education, with an aim of making education accésdid poor households
who could not meet the ever rising cost of educatlmmediately after the
implementation of the policy, schools realized @ased enrolment which led

to inadequate textbooks, decrease in teacher stualon coupled with poor
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remuneration of teachers which led to demoralized averworked labour

force. This affects their input into the implemediga.

For the benefit of education in itself must be cféctive and relevant to the
society. It should represent relevant educatiomgdodunities to those who
have acquired it. It is therefore important to pdevrelevant instructional
materials and physical facilities such as libralgboratory and size of
classrooms determine the cost of education (RepubliKenya, 1992). The
facilities in day secondary schools are not as ga®dhose of the boarding
public schools as they often lack books, qualitieaichers , desks and not to
mention distance from homes to school coupled wilecurity and cultural

beliefs of different communities (Gatende,2010).

According to Njeru & Orodho (2003) although therashbeen a dramatic
increase in students’ enrolment in absolute nunaiesecondary levels in
Kenya, there exists a very deep and severe regamhigender disparities in
access to and patrticipation in secondary educdtactors responsible for low
access vary across the various regions. Thoseethatto be common in many
areas are high cost of secondary education, poeéttpusehold, family size,
child labour, occupation of the parents and incavhé¢he parents and weak

government policies among others are major detemténof demand.

The issue of poverty is one of the central factioas can affect the demand for

education in the socio-economic status of the tlieiheducation system
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UNICEF (2004) poor households are out rapped iy cycle and lack
capacity and resources to enable them to afforduste and balanced food,
consequently the inability of the poor to meet tlost of education for their

children.

As the level of poverty rises, children labour bmes crucial for family
survival (Abagi, 1997). Child labour is increadingmployed in domestic
activities, agriculture and petty trade in bothatuand urban centres and in
some cases children themselves have to analyzeogpertunity cost of
education. As a result parents have continuecetml gheir children in the

labour markets mainly as domestic workers in urteEmtres.

Children from poor households drop out of schowltleeir parents fail to
equate the cost incurred and the value of educatimy see it as waste of

resources and time (Gatende, 2010).



Table 1.1 Enrolment of students in Rongo District

Form 1 No of students Form 4 No of students
Year Enrolled Year completed
2003 1245 2007 1164
2004 1304 2008 1269
2005 1432 2009 1303
2006 1526 2010 1404
2007 1206 2011 1567
2008 1340 2012 1301
Total 6713 6746

Source: District Education Office, Rongo District

Ideally the number of students who enroll at thgitneing of level one (form
1) should be the number that complete the finat y€arm 4) this is however
not the case in Rongo District. The school dropatd is a major challenge of

level of school, which is attributed to home ankdast characteristics.

1.2 Statement of the problem

The overall research problem addressed in thisysisidhat despite high
enrolment of students in Secondary Education dferintroduction of FPE
and FDSE little has been done to analyze the samimomic factors affecting
access of Secondary Students education. Studigedccaut by PCAN (2005)

noted that the child out of school especially ie tbrevailing situation of



poverty of the household level and the governmelity of FPE and FDSE,

there are still upto 1.9 million children who dotaacess education.

Pupils learning and behavior like that of adultlveié affected by a range of
interacting factors, some of which ride within tlearner while others can be
traced to the environment and the government gdi¢Charlton, T. 1996).
The goal of schooling is to provide access to ciidof school going age on

equitable basis thus ensuring education for athiea (MOEST, 2003).

In many developing countries the rate of accesslols is low and has been
described as a scarce industry (Murungi, 2006)is mainly attributed to
the most distinctive features such as historical anlitical factors which
usually contribute to the regional inequalities @pnities in education. The
problem of low access in Secondary Education igefbee worth investigation
due to the fact the lives of many students aras&taf being wasted. This
study therefore sought to establish the underlyaegors that militate against
access of students in Rongo District in the hope ¢timce they are identified

solutions will be found to reverse the trend.

Nevertheless, the socio-economic factors affectingess on education has
hardly been analyzed particularly in Rongo Distritftthe issue access among
students is not treated with the seriousness érdes and its increase curbed,
the opportunities that would have otherwise beeailabvie to students to

access education and advance academically willlhedoreclosed.
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1.3 Purpose of the study

The purpose of this study was to investigate theioseconomics factors

affecting student’s access to secondary schoolsagidm in Rongo district.

1.4 Objectives

1.

To establish the extent to which tuition fee chdrgéfect students’
access to secondary school education in Rongaadistr

To examine the influence of size of household emiestts’ access to
secondary school education in Rongo district.

To determine the influence of child labour on stideaccess to
secondary education in Rongo district.

To examine how the level of income of parent affgadents’ access

to secondary school education in Rongo district.

1.5 Research questions

To what extent does tuition fee charged affect esttidaccess to
secondary school education in Rongo district?

How does child labour influence students’ accesssézondary

education in Rongo district?

How does the size of the household affect studecess to secondary
school education in Rongo district.

To what extent is the level of income of the paseaffect student’s

access to secondary education in Rongo district.



1.6 Significance of the study

The findings of the study may be useful to varienstitutions, education
authorities, parents, politicians and policy makees community and country
at large who may use the findings to raise acdemshas remain wanting in
certain regions despite the introduction of FPE®3. The study may be of
significance to quality assurance and standardseo$f to improve on access
of students and general education standards. Tleypoakers may use the
findings to formulate policies enhancing accesg ®g. policies regarding
promotion from one grade to another. The educaplamners may use the
findings to advice the government on budget alioca@nd necessary cause of
action to facilitate access in public secondaryosth The findings of the
study may be used by all stakeholders to minimizeradicate low access

resulting from any quarters.

1.7 Limitations of the study

They are hurdles that a researcher anticipatesvaich they have no control
over. They are conditions beyond the control ofrdeearcher and may place
restriction on the conclusion of the study and rttegplications for other
situations. The research study dealt with teachedsstudents whose schedule
of work was tight to fill the questionnaires in ttspecified time so the
researcher made several trips in order to colleetduestionnaires from the
schools and this made the research difficult andeesgive. Because of
language barrier the inability of some of the rexfsmnts to express themselves

fully in writing and speaking the language usedmythe interview process.
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1.8 Delimitations of the study

This is a deliberate and purposeful narrowing doivthe study so that it can
be manageable by researcher. The study was cauwuctpublic day and
boarding secondary schools in Rongo District. Thadhteachers, teachers and
students in the selected schools were involvedhénstudy. This study only
dealt with issue of socio-economic factors affegtiaccess to secondary
education in Rongo District. The findings cann& ¢enerated to other
secondary schools in Kenya because factors aftpatigess in the District in
guestion may vary in other areas. The study thezefeas done in Rongo

District schools and confine itself to variableghie objectives.

1.9 Assumption of the study
These are things taken for granted in the studgt Ethey are important facts
presumed to be true or taken for granted. The iallg assumptions were
made;
a) The respondents gave accurate and honest resgortees
guestionnaires.
b) The school going students are vulnerable to sooim@mic factors
affecting access in schools.
c) That the head teachers, teachers and studenta@nmdekigeable on the
guestions and they responded to many questionsragebu and

positively.
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1.10 Definition of significant terms

Access refers to make education available or affordatdethe targeted
groups.

Child labour: refers to a situation where children under the age of
twenty one years and below are not employed (United Nation
convention) on the right of the child.

Drop out: refers to pupils leaving school before complgptiertain stage of
education or leaving at some intermediate or nomiteal point in cycle of
education/school.

Education stakeholders refers to members of community who are directly o
indirectly involved in execution and managementdfication activities and
are affected by output of educational system.

Enrolment: refers to a process of registering students hoaic

Household refers to persons or groups of people living tbge under one
roof or within the same compound and sharing themanity way of life and
resources.

Participation: refers to the decrease or increase in enrolmeattendance,
pupils progress/transition to complete of educaiaycle and generally being
in school.

Transition: refers to pupil’'s movement from one educatiorakl or grade to
the next level.

Wastage refers to learners who do not complete seconedngation in time

or drop out of school.
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1.11 Organization of the Study

The study has five chapters: Chapter one coverbdbkground of the study,
the objectives, research questions, statementeoptbblem, limitations and
delimitations of the study, significance of thedstutand assumptions of the
study. Chapter Two consists of literature revighile chapter three covers
research methodology design of the research, tgygptilation, sampling
procedure, research instruments and data collegronedures and finally
data analysis methods. Chapter four involves dasdysis and description of
findings. Chapter five provides a summary of fig# conclusions and

recommendations.
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CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Introduction

This chapter focuses on discussing the study asalmaking references to
studies that have been done in the study area.sfudy relates to socio-
economic factors affecting access in secondaryashsuch as parental level
of education, income of parent’s, child labour, $&hold size, and tuition fee.
The chapter ends with summary of related literaturé¢heoretical framework

and conceptual framework.

2.2 Effects of tuition fee on students access toc®adary School Education

According to Schultz (1963) the cost of educatdetermine affordability

whatever the benefit of education, cost really erattentify cost of education
in terms of fees and other related charges as t# onitical factors hindering
student’s access and participation in schools.estigdfrom poor families lack
parental stimulant while those from rich familiestronly have economic
superiority over the others but they also have vatitig environment back at
Amuga & Wasike, (2008). Unequal consumption of edion is caused by
income inequalities leading to stratification oty into “haves” and “have

nots”.

13



Despite critical role that the secondary educatmay in development,
Wachiye (2010) states that access to secondaryagdmcremains strongly

associated with household wealth.

In Rongo District the chances of the poorest beimglled relative to the rich
have not improved substantially despite the comeiimpolicies by the
government, such as introduction of bursary funeiefday secondary
education and others. The school fees chargecaisahools are high there are
several levies impost on uniforms fees, activitgsfdoliday tuition fees text
books and stationery. The inability to meet schexgpenses by low income
parents make their children to be sent away fronoalcand such frustration
affects student’s academic performance and at twigsdraw them from

school.

The government’s financial effort to reverse thentt of the enrollment rate
through the introduction of subsidized tuition fdess been inadequate such
that students from low income earners have becarmesable to drop out of
school. Though investment in education by the goothe long run would
help reduce inequality, create awareness, and wapliging standards. Its
against this background that Kenya drafted secgrefducation strategy paper
(2005) called for containing the unit cost of edigathrough innovation not
only to meet the supply side of “accessibility” ergion needs for resources
as classrooms and finances but also address thendeside of “affordability”

pressure that are preventing low social groupsnfaccessing secondary

14



education. In view of the foregoing discussionah be concluded that many
Kenyans students cannot access secondary edudagcause of the cost
factor. This cost may also affect student’s acdasRongo district which

negate student’s enrolment in school. This study teafind out the extent to
which tuition fees as a socio economic factor affesmccess to secondary

education.

2.3 Effect of family size on access to secondaryusétion

This is a factor in determining whether studentst@school or not. Large
families at times face problems in educating tlegitdren. When faced with
economic hardships, great number of parents edlyettia poor and illiterate
are forced to educate boys at the expense of gjila & Olutola (2012)
observces that in more conservative communitieslitt&ain ASAL areas it's
still argued that man is the “bread winner” and deerboys need more
education than girls who will get married and gehan to take care of them.
Some parents send their children to school laténenschool term when they
have acquired some money to buy the necessitigshdmause the children
have missed out so much in school, they perfornrlp@nd eventually drop

out.

According to Rutter (1980) large family size is tgustrongly associated with
socio-economic disadvantages. He further indicttatithere is probably less
intensive interaction and less communication betwe parents and children

in large families because parental time has to lakelw distributed. Further

15



more parental discipline and supervision may beendglifficult when there are
a lot of children to look after. The large familyzes therefore limits the
parental involvement in the academic welfare ofheauld. This leads to low
participation of child in school activities and mayentually lead to drop out.
According to Otunge (2004) under working class ¢makls, parents with too
many children often suffer financial hardships Hermore with the rising
household poverty level, families with many childrencreasingly find it
difficult to enroll their children in secondary sl and those enrolled are
likely to drop out. From the foregoing, it's cleghat the size of the family is a

determining factor whether a child will be enroliedsecondary school or not.

A study by Schiefelbain and Wolf (1992) in Ameriaad Europe found that
large families are prevalent among low socio-ecanamoups, whereas small
families occur in high socio economic group. Theparted that family size
was correlated to test scores performance amonidgspup India and several
African countries in large families of boys andlgirural girls seldom
participation on schools because they must dravenvarepare food, gather
firewood, attend to younger siblings and help inrfaactivities (Lockheed,
1991). When working children do not attend schdalyt have little time to

study which weaken their academic performance.

2.4 Effects of income of the parents on access tueation
Studies by World Bank (1995) indicate that due ighHevel of poverty in

rural and urban areas, many Kenyans can no lormer Access to education
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because they are unable to meet its cost. Thisastal declining income and
escalating cost of education materials which hasdemmost parents unable to
educate their children even though they are williagdo so. The fact that
households are expected to provide instrumentatniadg and put up physical
facilities, places heavy burden on households.Wst hits are students from

low income households as captured by (Njeru andi@rp2003).

In addition, since low income communities are nbteato contribute to
education effectively in the provision of physidackilities, this has led to
inequalities in secondary education. These inetigslrange from the quality
of buildings and instructional materials, espegiaéixt books and reference
books to numbers and quality of teachers. Becpaserty is often linked to
the limited education attainment and low occupaiastatus of the parents,

poor families do not reinforce the value of edumati

In Egypt parents most frequently cite the costatfosling as the reason for
not taking their children to school Robinson (1988judies in Liberia and
Philippines found that the parent’'s education attents, income level and
attitudes towards schooling were the most importetéerminants of children
attendance Lockheed (1987). The inability of loweame parents to meet
school expenses make their children to be sent dway school and such
frustrations affects academic performance and wativdearners from school.

The government effort to reverse this trend hasnbewdequate by

introducing tuition fees, such that students from Income earners, who have
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become vulnerable to dropping out of school, maly faccess and participate
in learning process. According to research coretlgh Tanzania on cost
sharing revealed that lack of school fees due teeyyp lead to drop out of
secondary students. In this regard the reseasdeks to find out the effects

of income of the parents on access of student®g& District.

2.5 Effects of child labour on students access tecndary education
According to Mutegi (2005) the convention of thghti of the child defines a
child as any one below the age of 18 (African Geritr Women, 1997).
These groups of less than 18 years have been gwatvchild labour either
paid or not paid. These phenomena adversely imeerfeith children’s
participation in education by denying them accesschool or dropping from
school if already enrolled. Child labour at leawsits worst forms is on the
wane globally and the vice increase marginally s€rBub-Saharan Africa in
the past years. According to the Central Burea8tafistics (2005) nearly two
million children between the ages of 5-17 are eadag exploitative labour.
About a third of the children are in commercial iagiture and fisheries.
Republic of Kenya (2004) recognizes child labourthe worst form of
exploitation and laments that it's a major problemthe country. Koech
Commission, TIQET (1999) also found that child labs a rampant practice
that continues to keep children out of school, eislg in the prevailing
situation of poverty at the household level. Chafdin different parts of the
country are involved in activities as fishing, prul of coffee, tea and miraa

hawking and petty trade. In addition many schodkgire employed as house
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girls in urban and rural areas. Such children catweospared for school as
presently organized work prevents many childremfigaining or benefiting

from education.

According to Daily Nation (May, 2006, p. 11) growirrural poverty has
pushed many more youngsters out of their homes altldough the
introduction of universal education in 2003 offeeethy of hopes to thousands
of children who could afford to pay fees, it's fedrthat poverty and
desperation has kept many out of school. Childualthrives in many parts
of the country, from the plantation of tea to tli@gstone mines of Kisii and
sugarcane cutting in sugarcane belts where childreriaking tasks meant for
adults up to the beaches of Kisumu where childrensaen casting their nets
or parading their little bodies in the streets ddlividi awaiting for rich men to
take her/him somewhere. According to Central BuraaStatistics (2003) use
of household survey data to explore the socio-ewdmadeterminants of
enrolments, reveals that the strongest determinahtboth primary and
secondary school enrolment are the economic backdrof this child and
mother’s schooling. The empirical results also ¢até that the care of
younger siblings is a chore that keep girls frotarating primary or secondary

level.

It is clear from the forgoing discussion that dhiabour paid on not keeps
students out of attending school and low partiogmain education. Rongo

district is also be affected with this high rateabiild labour and household
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chores which are stumbling block to students whoy mash to be in
secondary school. This study will find out the ext® which child labour as a

socio economic factor affects access to secondhrgation in Rongo district.

2.6 Summary of literature review

Noor (2001) in his study in influence of parentavél of education on

student’s performance found that there is a reiah@p between parental level
of education and child enrolment and performancgchool. Onyango (2000)
in study on parents socio economic background amlesit access rate
revealed that prevailing cost of education negate®ss to and participation
of students in secondary education, but they didstress on socio-economic
factors specifically income of the parents, chiébdur, education level of

parents and family size which this study proposdsetdone in Rongo district.

2.7 Theoretical framework

The study embraces Human capital theory based tiporwork of Schultz
(1971), Psacharopoulos &Woodhall (1997), humantahpieory tests on the
assumption that formal education is highly instrataband even necessary to
improve the product capacity of population. In $hahe human capital
theorist argues that an education population i®dyztive population. Human
capital theory emphasizes on how education incréaseproductivity and
efficiency of workers by increasing the level of godive stock of
economically productive human capability, which d@sproduct of innate

abilities and investment in human beings. The miowi of formal education is
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seen a productive investment in human capital, whie proponents of the
theory have considered as equal or even more gquatthwhile than that of

physical capital.

On one hand the conventional theory of human dagéaeloped by Becker
(1962) and Mincer (1974) viewed education and ingiras the major sources
of human capital accumulation that in turn havedimand positive effects on
individual's lifetime earnings. On the other han8chultz and others
emphasized that investment in human capital weraagr contributor to
economic growth on the basis of this theory, thiglg seeks to establish the
socio-economic factors influencing students accesssecondary school
education. The theory guide this study becauseratiges a basis for
considering socio-economic factors which promotacation in the country
for sufficient and efficient human capital availéli An educated population
is productive population and hence there is needetaove barriers for
population to access education. Its socio-econdautors are managed, they
will lead to enhanced enrolment retention, redudeap out and increase

competition and graduation rate.
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2.8 Conceptual framework
Figure 2.1: Conceptual framework on relationship between variable

of socio-economic factors and access
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According to Mbwesa (2006) conceptual frameworla isypothesized mood
showing the variables under study as conceptualgethe researcher. The
independent variables represent the socio-econtamtors, which influence
access to education. These include child labouengal level of education,
and income of the parents and cost of educationth&ke factors influence

enrolment level, drop out rate, repetition and atesism, achievement, high
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rate of grandaunts and low rate of drop out raté rapetition. If they lead to
high level of enrolment and achievement, high mitgraduates and low rate
of drop out and repetition, they impact positively access in the school
system. If they lead to low enrolment and low agéieent levels, high drop

out and repetition, the system will be internalhyglaxternal inefficient.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1 Introduction
The section focused on research design, target lgqtopu sampling and
sampling procedures, research instruments validitg reliability of the

instruments, data collection and data analysisiigcies.

3.2 Research design

Research design is a plan structure and a strai@gyerned so as to obtain
answers for research questions and control vasallerlinger (1973). A
research design helps to control the experimergatraneous and error
variables of a particular research problem beingestigated. According to
Kerlinger (1973) research design is invented tdoenanswering the research
guestions as economically as possible. A reseasslynl sets up a framework

for adequate tests of the relation among variables.

In this study, the researcher employed descrigiveey design to assess the
socio-economic factors influencing access in seapndchools. Njeru and
Orodho (2010) assert that, descriptive survey isnethod of collecting
information by interviewing or administering quesinaires to a sample of
individuals. Since the study sought to establish tlegree of relationship
between the dependent variables as access andemdbg variables as
parental level of education, income of the parefdasjily size and child

labour.  Descriptive survey design is intended tadpce statistical
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information about the aspects of education thagrédt policy makers and

educators.

3.3 Target population

Baker (1998) define target population as a largputadion from which a
small population selected for observation and amslyAccording to Keya
(1989) a target population consists of all casesndividuals or things as
elements that fit into researchers specificatioftse researcher targeted a
population comprising of 15 secondary schools inndRo District, 245
Teachers and 15 Head teachers. According to Roisgictl statistics officer,

the student’s population in the 15 secondary schisd®500 students.

3.4 Sample size and sampling technique

Orodho (2009) define sampling as a process of wefea subset of cases in
order to draw conclusions about the entire setleadhsample is a small part of
a large population. For the purpose of this studdlyschools were used as a
sample, and all the Head teachers of these scipaolipated in the study.
Random sampling was used to sample teachers adenssy 40 teachers and
210 students, translating to 21 students per schidw respondents were

selected as follows:
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Table 3.1. Selection of respondents

Target Population Projected Sample Size
Head teachers 15 10
Teachers 245 40
Students 2,500 210

The researcher ensured high degree of correspandbetiveen a sampling
frame and the sample population as the accurattyeofample depends on the
sampling frame. Further, Patton (2002) argues tf@atsample size depends
on what one wants to know, the purpose of inquittyat is at stake, what will
be useful, what will have credibility and what daendone with available time
and resources. Ngechu (2004) asserts that samglmgignificant technique
in research in that it's not possible to study gvelement in the whole

population because of cost and time constraints.

A sample is a subject of the target population kictv the researcher intends
to generalize the results Wiersma (1986) while G#B9) refer sampling as a
research technique for a given number of subjeota fa large population as a
representative of such population. To obtain pgdints in the study, the
researcher used purposive sampling to select Sokcimm 2 divisions (10
schools) in the district to cater for varied ecatadjzones and selection based
on type/status of the school i.e. mixed, pure baygirls’ schools. Also 40
teachers and 10 head teachers were selected brased and work experience

participated in the study.

26



The students sample was selected based on strganter and class through
random sampling. For the students the study tedg210 students that is 21
students per school form two’s and three’s weresehdecause of their long
stay in the school and had information regardingdia influencing access.
These sample sizes were deemed adequately fotutie & Neuman (2000)
indicates that a sample size 10% of target popmulas large enough as long
as it allow for reliable data analysis by crossutation provide desired level

of accuracy in estimate of large population.

3.5 Research instrument

The study used two instruments for data collectiguestionnaire and
interview schedule. Questionnaires were used as megiearch instruments.
For the Head teacher, the researcher used intersodwdule to elicit more
information from the respondents. The teachersstioenaire had open ended
guestion which elicited more information from tlea¢hers about the parents
and management of the school in relation to fadtttsencing participation
in their respective schools.

The questionnaire was to be used for studentseauhérs. The questionnaire
was to have two parts demo graphic informationhef tespondents and on
factors influencing access of students in publid private schools in Rongo
district. The interview schedule was used for thift's used because it
provides intensive information that would not haween found by use of
guestionnaires. It was also used as they wouldhave enough time to

respond to the questionnaires due to their busyddbs.
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3.5.1 Validity of Research instruments

Validity refers to the extent to which an instrurnean measure what it ought
to measure. It also refers to the extent to whichinstrument asks the right
guestions in terms of accuracy. Mugenda & Mugeld@89) define validity as
an accuracy and meaningfulness of inferences waiehbased on research
results. A researcher performed a pilot test in $wbools outside the sample

population.

An appropriate change was to be made on the rés@@stument depending
on the responses. Secondly the researcher discussedtems in the
instruments with supervisors/lecturers from departmand colleagues.
Advice given by these people helped the reseanthéetermine validity of
the instruments, advice include suggestions andificition. These

suggestions used to make necessary changes.

3.5.2 Reliability of research instruments

Reliability is a measure of degree to which a regeamstruments yields some
results after repeated trials (Mugenda & Mugend#9). To establish the
reliability of the questionnaire, pre-testing thgbupiloting was done. The
instruments are then administered to the same asbgter a period of one
week. These techniques are to be used becausteitilees the stability of
the research instruments. Pears and products mesrmoemtlation(r) is used to

determine coefficient stability of data collectiamstruments. Franken and
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warren (2000) says that Pearson products momeatfaent of correlation is
one of the best known measures of association. reelation coefficient of
about 0.8 shall be considered high enough to jukdgenstruments as reliable

for the study Orodho (2008).

3.6 Data collection procedure

A research permit obtained from the National Coun8cience and

Technology to conduct the research in the selesthdols in the District. An
introductory letter was prepared and sent to Rdbigtrict Education Officer,

and all Heads of selected schools. The researchstributed the

guestionnaires to the selected schools for teaclsd students. The
guestionnaires were collected after administerardihal analysis from all the

respondents.

3.7 Data analysis techniques

Data from the field were first sorted out to chdatlall the items in the
guestionnaire were answered. Questionnaires whiele wiot answered,
incomplete are termed as spoilt. To analyze datspanses were coded and
processed by either computer using the statistiaekage for social sciences
(SPSS), or manual. This derives frequencies (f) petentages (%) were
used to analyze data. Data was analyzed qualitatidedescriptive method
was employed and data presented in the form otiegjes distribution table,
graphs and pie- chart that facilitate descriptiond $acilitation of the study

findings. SPSS was used to generate frequencyhdistm tables.
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CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSIS, PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION
4.1 Introduction
This chapter deals with data analysis, presentatimhthe interpretation. The
data analysis and presentation is based on respdonséhe items in the
guestionnaires.  The data presentation begins Wit demographic
information’s of the respondents followed by prdaéaon, interpretation and

discussion of research findings based on the relseprestions.

4.2 Questionnaire return rate

Questionnaire completion/return rate is the praportof the sample that
participated as intended in all the research prnoe=dof the 10 head teachers
sampled, 7 were interviewed which was 70% retute, 130 teachers returned
their questionnaires out of 40 teachers which wa% teturn rate. The
students return rate of the questionnaires was 83% students returned their

guestionnaires. This return was deemed approgoatée study.

4.3 Demographic information of the respondents

The main purpose of this study was to find out $beio-economic factors
influencing students’ access to Secondary Schoot&ibn in Rongo District.

As such, the study found it paramount to find twet demographic information
of the students, teachers and head teachers, thiegeform the basis under

which the interpretation of the data collected vddu justifiably made.
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The researcher found it necessary to establisgeheral characteristics of the
respondents under which the researcher would ipistyf make inferences
from their responses. The demographic informatibrthe respondents was
based on their gender, age, marital status, acadgudlifications and the

duration in the learning institute.

4.3.1 Demographic information of the head teachersnd teachers

The demographic informations of the head teachails@achers was based on
their gender, age, academic qualification, duratiorthe current institution
and duration of teaching for the teachers. Theadgaphic information of the
head teachers and teachers is presented in thisrsed@ he head teachers and

teachers were asked to indicate their gender.dakeeis presented in table 4.1

Table 4.1 Gender of head teachers and teachers

Gender Head teacher Teacher

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage

Male 4 57.2 20 67
Female 3 42.8 10 33
Total 7 100 30 100

Data on the gender of teachers indicated that 6é% wales while 33% were
female. Data on the head teachers showed tha#bxete male while 42.8%
were female. This shows that there was gendenbalamong the teachers

and head teachers but there were more male amawetes. The gender
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distribution was deemed approproately to give im@tion about socio-
economic factors on access in the selected schobfe head teachers and

teachers were asked to indicate their ages. Tlaeisglaresented in table 4.2.

Table 4.2 Age distribution of head teachers and tehers

Age Head teachers Teachers

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage

Below 30 yrs - - 8 26.7
31-40 1 14.3 13 43.3
41 - 50 2 28.5 8 26.7
Above 50 4 57.2 1 3.3
Total 7 100 30 100

The study findings on table 4.2 indicates that migjoof teachers (43.3%)
were aged between 31 — 40 years, while 4 (57.2%¢ \wead teachers aged
above 50 years. It's clear from the table thatthodshe teachers are young
and strong and can be able to deliver the conteoé shey are active. Head
teachers and teachers were asked to indicate #ue@ic qualifications. The

data is tabulated in table 4.3
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Table 4.3 Head teachers and teachers’ academic gifedations

Qualification Head teachers Teachers

Frequency Percentage Frequency Percentage

Master of Education - - - .

Bachelor of 5 714 22 73.3
Education
Bachelor of Scienc 1 14.5 4 13.c
Diploma of 1 14.3 4 13.3
Education

Total 7 100 30 100

The study findings indicate that majority of thexdbers (73.3%) and head
teachers (71.4%) had Bachelor of Education Degsetheir highest level of
education. None of the teachers and head teadtatsMasters Degree.
These findings show that most of the teachers aedd hteachers are
professionals who may understand and have knowlefltiee socio-economic
factors affecting access of students to secondatycation. School
administrators and teachers need various skillskanwledge in order to cope
with the emerging issues, schools and environnaatbfs and demands of the
teaching task. Such skills and knowledge can kbeainad through formal
training. Head teachers and teachers were alsedaskindicate their work

experience. The data is tabulated in table 4.4
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Table 4.4 Head teachers and teacher’s experiencetime field

Years of experience Head teachers Teachers

Frequency Percentage Frequency percentage

1-3years 1 14.3 8 26.7
4 — 6 years 2 28.6 6 20.0
7 —9 years 3 42.8 10 33.3
Over 8 yeat 1 14.¢ 6 20.C
Total 7 100 30 100

Findings on table 4.4 revealed that a greater ptmpo (42.8%) of head

teachers had between 7 — 9 years experience orgingrschools on the other
hand 33.3% of teachers had teaching experience-d years. Based on this
result it can be concluded that majority of thepmxlents had worked for
along time, so they had enough experience to do werk accordingly and

were in a position to give useful insights into ttieallenges experienced by
the students in accessing education. They wethefluasked to indicate the

duration of service in current stations. Thisaisulated in table 4.5

Table 4.5 Duration of Head teachers in current stabn

Duration Frequency Percentage
1-5years 2 28.6
6-10 years 2 28.6
11-15 years 2 28.6
16-20 years 1 14.3
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Date presented on table 4.5 revealed that most tessdhers (28.6%) have
been in the current schools for duration of betw®&en8 years. This shows
that most of the head teachers had been in theemustations for a long time
and so could give enough information on studentseas in relation to the
environmental, school and home factors that negateoromote student

enrolment.
4.3.2 Students’ demographic information
The demographic information of the students wesetan their age, level of

education and the type of school.

Table 4.6: Class of the students

Class Frequency Percentage
Form 1 37 21.7
Form 2 33 19.4
Form 3 49 28.6
Form 4 51 30.0
Total 170 100

Data on table 4.6 revealed that greater propodfahe students (58.8%) were
in form 3 and 4 which was appropriate for the stadythey had experience of
some of the socio-economic factors which affectseas of students to
education. They were able to provide accuraterinédion for the study. The

students were asked the type of school they lerithis is tabulated below.
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Table 4.7: Type of School of the Students

Type of school Frequency Percentage
Boys Boarding 81 47.6
Girls Boarding 30 17.6
Mixed Boarding 17 10.0
Mixed Day 42 24.8
Total 170 100.0

From the table, it can be revealed that large ptapws (47.6%) of the
respondents are from boys boarding schools wittO@a) of the respondents
are in mixed boarding schools. The distributionsofools according to the
type is deemed appropriate for the study as diftestudents from different
types of schools and will provide appropriate déeetinformation for the
study. The students were asked to indicate the #gesresponses were

represented on Figure 4.1

Figure 4.1: Age of the Students

W 0-12Years
W 13-15 Years
16 and Above
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The figure revealed that majority (55.9%) of thedeints are aged between 13
-15 years. The data shows that majority (92.0%)hef students are in
adolescent stage coupled with peer pressure whee tequire careful
handling or else some may drop out of school. Tgetaacket of most of the
respondents was deemed appropriate for the stuthyegsare grownups with

relevant information for the study.

4.4 Data analysis on factors influencing access

Access of students in public secondary schoolsRango District are
dependant on factors as education and institutipnatesses, school based
factors household/community-based factors and stsdattributes. It was
therefore paramount for the researcher to investigese factors and the

extent to which they influence access in Rongorigist

4.4.1 Tuition fee and its effect on access

The research questions were analyzed by frequetigystand percentages of

the responses.
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Table 4.8 Head teachers’ responses on effect oht@bution of subsidized

tuition fund on student enrolment

Contribution of subsidized tuition funds Yes% No %
Enhance students’ secondary school completion rate 80 20
Increased enrolment in school 100 -
There are learners who drop out as a result of fees 75 25
Government disburssubsidized tuition funcin time 20 80
Improve students performance 30 70
Improved students attendance in school 60 40

The head teachers were asked on the effect ofdimbdituition funds by the
government on access of students as a supplemaiitiom fee on secondary
education. Table 4.8 revealed that 100% of thed hieachers reported
increased enrolment in schools by students. Theesaroportion cited that
the government does not disburse subsidized tuitiods on time. Seventy
five percent of the head teachers indicated theethre learners who drop out
as a result of fees, 25% however did not admihis. t The findings further
revealed that subsidized tuition funds enhanceesii’gl secondary school
completion rate by 80% of the head teachers, 50%eafl teachers cited that
subsidized tuition funds does not improve studpaetéormance in the schools.
This findings concurred with Herz &Other (1991havnoted that there was
shortage of critical learning whose cost have bewmeasing while the
funding of the secondary education is constant éieraaising inadequate on

resources in the long term. A similar observatvas made by World Bank
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(1995) on access where the rate of enrolment iseckan Vietnam and

Mongolia though there was a decline after sometime.

Table 4.9 Teachers’ responses on reasons for studisriow enrolment

Reasons Frequency Percentage %
Pregnancy 5 16

Motor bike “boda boda” 3 10

School levies (tuition fee) 10 33.3

Fear of repeating class 2 6.6
Indiscipline 3 10

Distance from home to 4 13.0

school 3 10.0

Poor performance

Total 30 100%

The main purpose of this study was to find out ihiguence of socio —
economic factors on students access in secondargagdn. One of the
objectives of this study was to find out the extentvhich tuition fee affects
student’s access to education. The study findind&ate that majority 10
(33%) of the respondents supported that schoadbtuitee was one of the
reasons that was keeping students at home, howeueh the government
subsidize the cost through subsidized tuition funfise findings also revealed

that 10% drop out to engage in ‘boda boda’ busindssh is offering cheap
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monies for boyswho do not access education due to its 13% of the
respondents said distance from home to school tsratecess of day studel

as day schools are few in some ai

4.4.2 Extent to which family size affect access in secoary school
education

The objective of this study was tcssess the socio economic factor
affecting the access of students in secondary $oddwcatior In order to
achieve the objective of this study, the study &bug find out the influenc
of family size on student acce The research question was analyzec

graphsand percentages of responses by students and tte

Figure 4.2Number of respondents sibling

M 10 and above mbers
M 4-5 siblings

3 orless

The findings on figurd.2 revealedhat 52.9% of the students stated that
have 4-5 siblings in schotwhile 29.4% of the learners have 3 or less sibli

in school.From the findings it's clear that the majority ofidents70.5% have

40



more than 4 siblings in their families who are ain@ol and require basics of
education and other levies paid for financing ofieation process. Students
were asked the number of people living in their desuof residence when

school was in session. This is revealed in figuBe 4

Figure 4.3 Number of residents in a home

M 10 and above members

M 0-4 members

52.00% 5-10 members

The findings on figure 4.3 revealed that majoritf students 52% of
households have between 5 - 10 members and 36%owdeholds have
betweenl - 4 members. 64% of the students have than 5 members in
their households an indication that many househaldsovercrowded and.
Large family sizes are quite strongly associatedhvdocio — economic
disadvantages. This concurs with Otunge (2004) wtaded that under
working class conditions, parents with many chitdreoften suffer financial
hardship and with household poverty level they findifficult to enroll their

children in secondary schools and those enrolledilely to drop out.
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4.4.3 Income of the parents and its effect on acees
According to available statistics, about 56% of ams live below poverty
line. The researcher looked into the parent’s oatiop in order to establish

their economic status. The findings are showniguré 4.4 below.

Figure 4.4 Distribution of parents by occupation
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From the figure 4.4, it's clear that most studeimgrviewed showed that the
occupation of most of their parents is small sdalsinesses which are
represented by 37.33%. Farmers represented b%6381@ minority were the
fishermen represented by 6.7%. This concurs sifitities by World Bank
(1995) indicating that due to high level of pdyen rural and urban areas,
many Kenyan students can no longer have accesduiagon because the

level of income of their parents being low to sirseducation cost.
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4.44 The extent to which a child labor affect aces to secondary
education

The question on child labour as a reason for drop ar low access to
schooling. 68% of responses stated child laboarr@ason for low access.
According to respondents more girls (80%) than bays affected and
engaged in one form of child labour or another,astaking unpaid related
activities or paid employment or petty businessddoreover, when girls
engage in paid employment it's the gender roleestgpical work of being
house maids. This phenomenon was reported byynatirthe respondents.
This is an indication that the girl child is mongbgected to child labour than

the boys.

4.4.5 Domestic work as a hindrance to girl's perfanance

It was noted that the girls are more affected wiiesomes to helping with

domestic work at home than boys. This was a miague that most of the
respondents openly admitted as a hindrance tosgpkrformance often
depriving them of private studies at home and latkoncentration in class
and due to fatigue and weariness. The students asked how frequent they

help with domestic work at home and their respomgs® as follows.
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Table 4.10 Response on how often students do assisth domestic work

at home
How often Frequency Percentage
Very often 48 28.2
Often 58 34.1
Rarely 36 21.1
Never 29 17.05
Total 170 100%

From table 4.10, majority of students more frequesip their parents with
domestic work at home. Very often are represeme®8.2% and 31.1%
summing up 62.30% of students who assist with domegork at home.
Most of those who assist with domestic work mosippen to be girls who
are day scholars. This is a result of societakstgpe job description based
on Gender, indicating that the girls are more afféc The head teachers also

confirmed that the drop out of girls is much higtiean that of boys.

4.6 Education level of the parents

Influence of parental level of education on access

Parental interest and aspirations for their childedso influences access.
According to Kibera and Kimonoti (2007) parentaldeof education plays a

significant role to enhancement of access in edutatThis is consistent with

the findings of this study which found that 48.7% tbe parents have

secondary education and above 51.3% have primangagidn and below.
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This implies that there is a strong relationshipwieen parental level of
education and access to education by students. patents would support
their children to attain level of education samethasrs or higher than what

the parents achieved.

Table 4.11 Students responses on their parents/guians level of

education

Level of Father Mother Guardian

Education Frequency % Frequency % Frequency %
Primary 75 44.7 95 55.8 60 40.5
Secondary 55 32.3 33 194 58 34.1
Tertiary 17 10.0 20 11.7 32 18.8
University 12 7.05 9 5.29 8 4.7
None 11 6.47 13 7.64 3 1.76
Total 170 100 170 100 170 100

From the table 4.11, the majority of the parentsewef primary level

represented by 43.3%. the few who undergo tergdncation and university
level are represented by 20% and 6.7% respectiamlyndication that the
majority (primary and secondary), are of low ecoimstatus attributed to low
level of education, hence either do not value etiliceor cannot afford to
provide it. The implication here is that the méjoof the parents still do not
value education for their children considering thta@y themselves did not

attain highest level of education.
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CHAPTER FIVE
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1 Introduction
This chapter summarizes the findings of the stymtgsent conclusions and

recommendations and concludes by suggestion firduresearch.

5.2 Summary

The purpose of the study was to investigate theossmonomic factors
influencing access to secondary education by staden Rongo District,
which included; the tuition fee charged, the incowfethe parents, the
number/family size and income of the parents ag thi#uence the access of

secondary students in secondary schools.

The research objectives were: To establish thenexte which tuition fee-
charged in secondary school affects students adwessecondary school
education in Rongo District; examine the influerndesize of households on
students access to secondary school educatechgoRuistrict; determine the
influence of child labour on students access tomsgary school education in
Rongo District; Evaluate how the level of income tbk parents affects

students access to secondary school education tire.

The study employed descriptive survey design. &hget population includes
headteacher, teachers and students in the sampieel Rongo District. The

sample size consisted of 260 respondents; 10 reddies, 40 teachers and
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210 students. The researcher employed self adeiadtquestionnaires and
interview schedule to gather data for the studyer&lwere questionnaires and

interview schedule for teachers and students. ifioinigs revealed that;

Access of students to secondary school educatiaffested by most of the
factors cited above. The government subsided tuifiee has improved
students attendance and also improved involvenrettte schools. This has
reported by 80% of the headteachers, 33% of thes ¢achers supported that

tuition fee was one of the reasons keeping studdritsme.

Majority of the students 70% indicated that theyeéhaone than 4 siblings in
their families who were going to school and 64% rbers in the families
when the school is in-going. This indicates tha #izve of family does not

greatly affect access of students to schooling.

The problem of child labour in the District is falmo be of high frequency
with 68% of the respondents stating that girlsragre vulnerable than boys.
They engage in one form of labour or another ardettake unpaid activities
or petty businesses which is gender role steremdypiork of being house

maids.

The research questions were formulated to guidestbdy. The research
guestion one sought to identify the extent to whightuition fee as a factor to

contribute to access of secondary school studefssearch question two
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ought to establish the extent to which child labdnituences access of
secondary school students. Research question smeght to examine the
influence of household size on student’s accesst¢ondary school education,
and finally research question four sought to esthbthe extent to which
income of the parents influence the student's acdessecondary school

education.

Literature review focused on the place of educafiorthe society, socio-
economic factors influencing access in secondahpaceducation as; the
tuition, income of the parents, family size andld¢Habour, and how they
affect access in secondary education. The stughfaseed descriptive survey
design; the target population was the students,téhehers and the head
teachers. The instruments used were questionaanleinterview schedule.
The findings revealed that; The tuition fee chardsd secondary school
affects the level of access of the students inrsgxy schooling, as many
parents are living below the poverty line to beeaiol pay the high tuition fee
charged in many secondary schools. They in thdeadlto the students drop
out of school. Even though the government subdildiie cost the fee charged

is still high for common parent.

The size of the household has positive relationship level of education of
the children, the more the children to provide liasic needs for, the higher
the chances of some not further their educatiorobeéyprimary level. Thus

many children will not access education one to poawvision of basic needs.
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Child labour has a bearing on the education osthdents and mainly the girl
child who is deprived of education to attend to ifgnchores as others are
engaged in income generating activities as fishogla boda and cane cutting
to subsidize the family income. This has negaledaiccess of the students to

secondary education.

Income of the parents is a factor which is lowecseas of students to
secondary education as most parents are peasamrfaand few who are
salaried. Most of the parents thus are unableuttasr secondary school
education as farming has uncertainties to progrelysiallow without

hindrances due to requirements of school. Thitiénend leads to low access

or drop out of school by students.

5.3 Conclusion

Arising from the study findings, the study made fiblowing conclusions;

It can be concluded that socio-economic factors ag tuition fee charged
had an influence in access of students in seconsigmpols. These factors
demonstrate the effect of perceived lack of berfgdin an education system

that is marked by low enrolment and high drop digtodents.

Low level of education leads to low income, whiakurn perpetuates poverty

to the whole population in a given area, policiesimprove access and
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retention should be the core of the government&ppveduction strategy in

areas of low access to education

It was also concluded that home based factors asicild labour, distance of
school from home were responsible for low accesstadents in secondary

schools in Rongo District

The study also established that more students al#deeto attend schools as a
result of subsidized tuition fee and this contrédztto equity in secondary
education. It was therefore a worthy initiative @senhances access to

education despite the many challenges

On the basis of the number of siblings and numbeesidents in a house, the
study concluded that majority of students have nthea four siblings and
people living in their houses, which does not dffdee access of student
education. However parents with many children ofteufer financial

hardships and students enrolled are likely to dnap

5.4 Recommendations
Based on the above analysis of the state of educathe following
recommendations are made in order to improve eucathievement in the
society and globally and serve to reduce poverthénareas.

* There is need to enhance economic situation opéople so that they

can be able to cater for the educational needdefthildren. More
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assistance to these children as more allocatidreéotuition, bursaries
are needed to ensure that they advance in the dagoschool tire of
education.

» The findings also recommended that the governmieotild promote
more partnership and collaboration with the chuscli¢GOs and the
private sector in the provision of education sexgito promote access
retention and completion.

* The community should be educated on the need toueage the
students to complete the school program through moddeling. The
civil society and the parents should be sensitiaadschool parent
meeting to embrace the importance of modern edurcati

* The study recommends the intervention and impleatiem of an
effective framework for participatory rural devefopnt that will
ensure access, retention and completion rates aindary school
students e.g. provision of bursaries to studemsn fthe constituency
development fund (CDF).

* There is need for the government to establish &ettfe evaluation
and monitoring program to ensure that the schoohimidtration
policies do not contribute to wastage e.g. foraguktition, expulsion

of students, drop outs and other rigid policiethimschools.

5.5 Suggestions for further study

The researcher recommends the study of the follgwin
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a) The same research could be conducted in the priteag} using the
same instruments to ascertain the drop out rateaaoess rate in the
education fire.

b) The same study could be conducted to include & lpogulation using
same instruments like education officials and ottekeholders who
have to some extent an influence on accessibilitystodent to
education.

c) Perceived relationship between educational leveéhaell being of the
society. If so to what extent?

d) The role of the local people in alleviating of pdyen local areas and
subsequent role in access and retention in educatio

e) There is need to carry out research in other distto compare which

factors affect the access of students in secorstdigols.
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APPENDIX |
INTRODUCTION LETTER TO RESPONDENTS

University of Nairobi

Department of Education Administration & Planning
P. O. Box 92

KIKUYU

Dear Respondents,

RE: RESEARCH ON FACTORS INFLUENCING STUDENTS ACCESS
TO SECONDARY SCHOOLS EDUCATION IN RONGO DISTRICT

| am a postgraduate student in the University ofdéa pursuing a master of
education degree in planning. | am conducting &aeh on the above
mentioned topic.

Your school has been selected to participate irrékearch process. | hereby
kindly request you that you respond to the questiine items as honestly as
possible and to the best of your knowledge. Thestjenaire meant for this
research will be treated with utmost confidentalit

Thanks in advance

Yours faithfully,

Okumu Walter Mena
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APPENDIX Il
QUESTIONNAIRE FOR STUDENTS
Please fill in the blank spaces or tiek)(the space indicated by the bracket [
] as is appropriate for complete confidentialityrdat write your name

anywhere on the questionnaire.

1. Name
2. Form
3. Age
4. Gender Male [ ] Female[ ]
5. Who cares for your school fees?
Father [ ] Mother [ ] Guardian [ ]

Others (specify)

6. Are your parents alive?
Father Yes [ ] No [ ]
Mother  Yes [ ] No [ ]

7. What is the highest level of education reachedday parents?
Mother Primary[ ] Secondary[ ] Teryigr ]
Father Primary [ ] Secondary [ ] Tayi| |

8. What is the occupation of your parents?

Father Salaried [ ] Business [ ] armer[ ]
Pastoralist [ ] Pensioner[ ]
Mother  Salaried [ ] Business [ Fdrmer[ ]

Pastoralist [ ] Pensioner[ ]

9. a. How many are you in your family?
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Boys [ ] Girls [ ]
b. How many of your siblings are in secondatyost?
Boys [ ] Girls [ ]
c. How many of your siblings have already cortgalesecondary education

or
above (tertiary level)?
Boys [ ] Girls [ ]
10. Among the students you sat with for K. C. P. E, ttliely all join form one?
Yes [ ] No [ ]

a). If no give reasons for them not joinirg i one.

11.Is the number of siblings in your family a factdfeating your education?
Yes [ ] No [ ]

If yes give reasons.

12.What are the sources of income from your parentsyéaur education?
(Tick () appropriately)

Livestock keeping [ ] Farming Salaried Il

[ ]
[ ]

Business [ 1 Fishing

13.What are other sources of income for your parents?

a)

b)

14.Had you ever drop out of school?

a)
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b)

If yes, give reasons

15.What are some of the reasons that keep studentsred?

Their parents do not want them to go to school.

No school fees.

Performing home duties to get money.

Many children to educate by parents.

Fear of repeating class.

16.How would you rate the following factors as prewegtstudents in your

village from going to secondary school as contriutto drop out from

school? (Tick¥) as appropriate).

Very

much

Much

Very
little

No

influence

Parents poverty

Too much work at home

Many siblings in family to care for
Priority given to boys

High cost of education (fees)

17.Are you a boarder or a day scholar?

Boarder [ ] Dayscholar

If you are a day scholar

i) How far is your school from home? (Approxim&imeter)

[]

i) Do you consider this distance a problem toryattendance of school?

[ ]

b) Are there times when you are unable to complgteir school

Yes [ ] No

assignment/homework?
Yes [ ] No

[ ]
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If yes in above, what reasons makes you not tootioptete your homework?

(Tick () as appropriate)

Helping in the house [ ] Caring for young gilgis [ ]
Helping in the farm [ 1 No private room for reag [ ]
No fuel for lighting [ ]

Thank you for participation
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APPENDIX Il
QUESTIONNAIRE FOR TEACHERS
Please kindly answer all the questions appropyiatetl do not write your
name on the questionnaire to ensure confidentiality

1. Name of your school

Division

2. Your age

3. Your gender Male [ ] Female[ ]
4. What is your highest professional qualification?
Ut [ ] S1[ ] Diploma [ ] Graduate |

5. How many years have you been teaching in the school
?

6. From the external community of this school, whatdas prevent students
from accessing Secondary Education?
Low level of income of parent. [ ] Many siblinggseducate. [ ]
High cost of education. [ ]
Many involved in income generating activities. ][
Attitude of parent. [ ]
Specify others;

7. What are the reasons that keep students at home?

8. What are the reasons for students drop out of $2hoo
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9. How do you rate the following socio — economic ¢aston student’s
access to Secondary Education? (Tick appropr@tg b

Very much Much Very little No influence

Child labour
Drug Abuse
Pregnancies
HIV/AIDS
Distance of home

from school

10.Comment briefly on what the administration canaaiprove student’s

access to Secondary Education.

11.Comment briefly on why students drop out of school.

12.Does FDSE policy improve student’s attendance host?
Yes|[ ] No[ ]
If yes, to what extent.

13.Do you think FDSE has led to increase on enrolnrepbur school?
Yes|[ ] No[ ]
If yes, to what extent.

14.Comment briefly on why students drop out of school.

Thank for your participation
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APPENDIX IV
INTERVIEW SCHEDULE FOR THE HEAD TEACHERS
Please kindly answer all the questions appropyiatetl do not write on the
guestionnaire to ensure confidentiality.

1. Name of the school

Division

2. Your age

w

Your gender

Male [ 1] Female [ ]

4. What is your professional qualification?

Ut [ ] S1[ ] Diploma[ ] Graduate []

5. For how long have you taught in the school?

6. Are the students in Form Four same as those wlalledilyears back?
Yes|[ ] No[ ]

7. What happens to students who fail to meet the redyass mark to move

to the next class?

8. Do all Form Ones offered a place in your schoolagihitted?
Yes|[ ] No[ ]
If No. in 1 above, what are some of the reasonsntiake them not come?

Finance problem. [ ]
Pregnancies. [ ]
Attitude on value of education. [ ]
They go to other schools of their preference. 11
Distance of school from home. [ ]
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Engaged in child labour. [ ]
9. Are there students admitted in your school thairdtelly offered places
in other schools?
Yes|[ ] No[ ]

If yes in 3 above, what made these students ntai gwse schools?

10.What action do you take on parents who do not phgd tuition fee on

time?

ACTION YES NO

Give parents time to pay

Send students home

Parents summoned by head teachers

11.What would you say is the influence of the follogisocio-economic
factors on students access to secondary educafioR (\) the

appropriate box)

Very Much Very No

much little influence

Parents level of education
Family size (number of
siblings)

Child labour
Tuition fee
Pregnancies
Drug abuse
HIV/AIDS
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12.What do you think should be done to improve studeatdcess in

secondary education in this District?

13.What are the reasons for students dropping out fcmool?

15.What would you say is the impact of FDSE fundsh®y government in
your school?

CONTRIBUTIONS YES NO

Enhance students’ secondary school completion rate.

Increase enrolment in school.

Government disburses FDSE on time.

Learners drop out due to fees

Improve students’ performance.

Improve students’ attendance in school.

Thank for your participation
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