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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to investigate the effects of free primary education on the
academic performance of pupils in. The specific objectives of the study were to
determine if Poor Physical Facilities affects the implementation of free primary
education. Determine if Lack of enough Trained Teachers affects the implementation of
free primary education.

Determine if high Pupil-Teacher Ratio affects the

implementation of free primary education. Determine if poverty level of parents affects
the implementation of free primary education. The instruments used for data collection
were questionnaires which were administered to the staff members of the schools who
were involved in the study. Findings were presented and interpreted in relation to the
study objectives. and research questions. While linking to the existing literature, results
included demographic characteristics, frequency and percentages. Based on the findings
it was observed that free primary education had been affected as regard to the quality of
education. In chapter five, development of solutions to the problem, summary of the
findings and conclusions were attempted. The findings suggested recommendations on
areas pertaining to the making a policy that ensures that the quality of education is not
compromised.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION
1.1

Background of the study

Education reform efforts in less industrialized countries have aimed at making education an
effective vehicle for national development. Governments, policy makers, and civil society have
emphasized that developing countries need to invest more in education and ensure that systems
of education are efficiently managed, that limited funds allocated to sector have maximum
impact, and that cost-recovery measures are adopted (GoK, 1996; 1997; Inter-Agency
Commission, 1990, UNESCO, 1996; World Bank, 1988; 1996).

Over the past decade several countries in sub-Saharan Africa have abolished primary school
tuition fees typically as part of renewed attempts to resurrect their education systems which have
been in decline, and even suffering reduced enrolments after the initial growth following
Independence. (World Bank, 1996)

Whereas in the eighties and early to mid-nineties, cost-sharing had been a policy promoted by
international financial institutions such as the World Bank, the direct (and indirect) costs to
parents of their children's education became obstacles to their attendance and continued
enrolment. The inability of parents to afford such costs fell on girls disproportionately, typically
being the first to be pulled out or allowed to drop out of school. Has the introduction of ' free'
primary education (FPE) turned the tables on this decline? Five countries are included in this
study to provide evidence of the outcomes to date of such a policy change:

Following the election campaigns in 1990s, Government announced its intention to introduce
free primary education. This entailed the abolition of tuition fees, a part of the increasing costs of
education to parents which had accounted largely for the decreasing primary and secondary
school enrolments in the 1990s. Following this announcement, enrolments surged from about six
million to about 7.2 million pupils, resulting in a gross enrolment rate of 104% compared with
87.6% in 2002. Whether other costs, such as exam fees, have been abolished has yet to be
clarified, and over this first year, it is likely that new policies will be devised to deal with the

8

overall costs of primary education. Other measures have already been taken, such as reducing the
number of subjects, increasing the pupil-teacher ratio from 32:1 to 40:1, empowering districts to
select teachers, and the introduction of multi-grade and shift teaching in some schools. However,
a decision was taken that no additional teachers would be appointed until there had been a
mapping of overall teacher requirements.

Although the cost-sharing policies of the previous decade have now been understood to be a
significant cause of the high drop out and low quality of primary schools in Uganda, the new
policy of free primary education will be likely to be faced with a number of effects as this
research will investigate. (World Bank, 1996)

1.2

Statement of the problem

Although the cost-sharing policies of the previous decade have now been understood to be a significant
cause of the high drop out and low quality of education in Turkana south primary school
the new policy of free primary education is likely to be faced with a number of effects as this
research will investigate.

1.3 Purpose of the study
The study will examine the impact of free primary education on the academic performance of

learners.

1.4 Objectives of the study

1

The study will investigate the effect of free primary education on the academic performance
of learners in turkana south primary school

2

To examine the Physical Facilities used to implement free primary education in turkana
south primary school
3. To examine the quality of education in free primary schools in turkana south primary.

9
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1.4 Research questions

1. What are the effect of free primary education on the academic performance of learners in turkana
primary school
2. What are the Physical Facilities used to implement free primary education in turkana south
primary school.

3. What is the quality of education in free primary schools in turkana south primary school

1.5. Significance of the study

This study will be of great importance both ~t the macro and micro level.

The study will enable schools to nnprove services to enable learners achieve academic
excellence.

The study will help the ministry of education to adopt strategies on how to improve services in
free primary education

The study will add on already exiting literature on free pnmary education and academic
performance.

1.6 Scope of the Study

The study will focus on free primary education and academic performance of learners. In
Nabalongo primary school, Bunya-county, .Mayuge district. Time in focus will be from 20042009.This period has seen high numbers of low performance in this.
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CHAPTER TWO
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
2.0 Introduction

This chapter reviews literature as an account of the knowledge and ideas that have been
established by accredited scholars and experts in the field of study. It is guided by the objectives
of the study outlined in chapter one.

2.1 Free primary education and Facilitation

The massive increase in pupil numbers immediately created a problem of classroom space.
Although the Ministry has embarked on a drive to build more schools, and provide instructional
materials, this is still far inadequate for as· the Ministry acknowledges. (Makau, B. M, 1986)
"The increase in the number of schools has not kept pace with the increase in the number of
students" (Ministry of Education, 1999)

The success or failure of schools is measured against the presence or absence of structures and
facility provision and management. Nsubuga (1977) holds the view that an important element of
a good school is that of facilities. He emphasizes that a good school should have adequate
facilities which help with teachers and pupils to effectively teach and effectively learn in a
convenient and comfortable environment.

According to Kochhar (200 1) physical facilities contribute a lot to the general atmosphere of the
school. He suggests that healthy surroundings, good sanitary arrangement leave little scope for
irritation. Adequate library and reading room facilities, special room for different subjects,
common room and so will keep the children busy and away from indiscipline.

Musaazi (1982) and Ssekamwa (2000) agree that most programmes of instruction and pupil
services require some physical facilities such as school buildings, school grounds, enough desks,
chairs, teaching materials and laboratories needed. The possession of adequate facilities in the
school for studying is a characteristic of an effective school. However, there are many students
who perform well in schools with limited facilities and there are also many students who perform
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poorly in schools, which are well facilitated. The researcher therefore aims at carrying out a
critical analysis of the connection between academic performance and the availability of
facilities in secondary schools.

2.2 Teachers and the facilitation of free primary education
As mentioned earlier, the increase in pupil numbers as a result ofUPE has raised the challenge of
the need for more teachers. (Ishumi, A. 1994) Government has done some work in this regard
and a number of teachers have been trained and upgraded, however, the teacher-pupil ratios are
still poor. For example in 1996 the ratio was 1:37.62 and by 1999, this had declined to 1:63.63.
Also, the number of untrained teachers ·is still high. For example, in 1989 only 52.2% of the
teachers had been trained but by 2001 this had risen tremendously to 75%. In effect, 25% of the
primary school teaching force is still untrained. This coupled with the poor teacher-pupil ratio
certainly creates pressure on the school system. It is for this very reason that the Ministry of
Education and Sports has acknowledged the role and place of dist~mce education in meeting this
gap. (Heyneman, 1980)

2.3 Teacher pupil ratio
Normally, both teachers and the public believe that a low pupil-teacher ratio and teachers' high
qualifications result in better performance in school. However, studies from other regions, Fuller,
B. (1985) has indicated that "on the basis of available data no optimum class size can be
scientifically established as a function of educational benefits." GoK. (1997) review, it was
concluded that how a teacher organizes and motivates the class is more important than class size
and that savings made from increased class size might be invested in teacher-training or
educational materials, which have been shown to have stronger effects on learners achievement.
Available studies suggest that high or very low pupil: teacher ratio is one of the main reasons for
the poor quality and low efficiency which characterize primary education in Africa. Many policy
oriented interventions and research studies consider a 40:1 ratio reasonable in developing
countries. World Bank-financed primary education projects are usually designed with an average
pupil-teacher ratio of approximately (41:1 ). (ARA Sage 1995)
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2.4 Social- Economic status of the people and Free Primary Education

The rise in the level ofpoverty in Uganda (the 1999 Economic Survey indicates that 46.8% of
Ugandans live below the poverty line) is one of the major factors which discourage parents from
investing in their children's education. Parents, and by extension, many communities, are not in a
position to meet the ever-increasing cost of schooling adequately. Further, as a result of the
introduction of the cost-sharing policy in 1988, parents are expected to meet 95% of recurrent
costs of their children's education. Since the level of poverty has also gone up in the country and
the costs of education and training at all levels have continued to rise, many Kenyans are unable
to meet the cost of education and can no longer have access to education (Abagi, 1997; MoE,
1996

As the level of poverty rises, child labour has become crucial for family survival. Child labour is
increasingly employed in domestic activities, agriculture, and petty trade rural and urban Poor
households, and in some cases children themselves, have to carefully analyze the opportunity
costs of education. As a result, parents have continued to send their children, particularly
daughters, into the labour market- mainly as domestic workers in urban centers. Meanwhile,
boys from the coastal region and in rich agricultural areas abandon school in order to earn money
as beach-boys and tea or coffee pickers, respectively. In a situation where parents and children
have negative attitudes towards education or do not see its immediate benefits, the consequence
is a high drop-out rate. (Abagi, 1999)

2.5 Quality of Education and Free Primary Education

This is one area that is of concern to many in the country. There are fears that perhaps the
massive numbers in schools without commensurate expansion in facilities, teachers, and
teaching/learning materials may have compromised the quality of education. Although no
thorough studies have been carried out, the Ministry of Education and Sports itself voices this
concern when in its report says, "The quality of teaching has probably been affected by the
adverse pupil-teacher ratio after the introduction ofUPE" (Kinyanjui K, 1974)

The other issue related pupil-teacher ratio is the morale of the teachers. Prior to the introduction
of UPE, most schools charged additional fees through the Parents Teachers Associations. Some
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of this money was used to supplement teachers' salaries. This is no longer the practice and so
teachers must rely on the extremely low salaries. This seems to have affected the morale of the
teachers. The fear therefore is that UPE may have indeed compromised the quality of education
in the country and this issue certainly requires further exploration. (Kinyanjui K, 1974)
Conclusion

This chapter reviews literature as an account of the knowledge and ideas that have been
established by accredited scholars and experts in the field of study.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.0. Introduction
This chapter discusses the methods used to collect data it focuses on the Research design,
organization of the study, data collection, and data collection procedure and data analysis.

3.1. Research Design
The study employed a descriptive survey design to collect data on the effect of free primary
education on the academic performance of learners. Field work was used and this comprised of
direct observations and interview Guides for the respondents.

3.4. Study area
The research was carried out in turkana south primary school.The situation in this area in regards to
free primary education is alarming and therefore was fit for the study. The place was also convenient for
transport purposes.

3.5 Study population.
This study involved teachers and students. Teachers and students are one of the most important
people in the education sector and therefore will be fit for the study.

3.6. Sample size
Five schools were selected from turkana south primary school.
o participate in the study. Fifty (50) teachers participated in the study and one Fifty (150)
questionnaires were distributed to students. .

3.7. Sampling technique
The teachers were selected using purposive sampling while the students were selected using
simple random sampling. Since the students were many random sampling was convenient.
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3.8 Sources of data
Instrumentation

Face to face interviews were used with teachers and questionnaires were distributed to students.

3.9 Reliability of instruments.
Interviews were convenient because they helped the researcher to get relevant information by
facing the teachers. It also helped the researcher to observe the teachers reactions to certain
questions. Since the students were many questionnaires were convenient because they helped to
get information in a short period of time.

3.10 Data collection procedure

A letter of introduction from the institute of continuing education was sent to facilitate in the data
collection exercise. The letter was handed to the head teachers before interviews were carried on
with the teachers and questionnaires distributed to the students. The data collected was sorted
and categorized after which it was analyzed. The conclusions and recommendations were made.

3.11 Data analysis

The frequencies and percentages were used to determine the number of sample respondents used
in the research process and the number that participated positively in contribution to the research.

Qualitative analysis; Data from questionnaires was standardized hence requiring categorization.
Such data was presented in a descriptive form above which was used to discuss the results of
collected data.

3.12 Limitations of the research
The first limitation of this study is time constraints. There was little time given for the study and

yet a lot was required in terms of finding the required information form the respondents.

Also there is the issue of some respondents who fail to return the questionnaires as the research
has to consider other people who in the first place are not supposed to be part of the study.
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Finally the issue of financial resources needed to carry out the study as there was no body who
offered to sponsor the researcher. He had to foot all the bills on his own.
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CHAPTER FOUR

FINDINGS AND INTERPRETATIONS

The chapter is a presentation; interpretation and discussion of the findings. The results are presented in
form of tables and frequency counts and percentage. It focuses on the factors affecting the
implementation of free primary education in turkana south primary school
4.1 Profile of the respondents
Table 4.1: Profile of the respondents.
Frequency

Percentage

Male

70

58

Female

50

42

Total

120

100

19-24 yrs

40

33

25-30 yrs

45

36

31 and above

35

31

Total

120

100

Certificate

30

25

Diploma

50

42

Degree

40

33

Total

120

100

Respondents
Sex

Age

Academic level

Source field data 2009
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One hundred thirty questionnaires 130 were distributed to the teachers and 120 were filled and
returned .This therefore represents 92% .o f the total number of questionnaires that were
distributed.

The study covered 120 randomly selected teachers of whom 70 (58%) were male and 50 (42%)
were female.

The age category of the respondents was divided in three groups that is 19-24 years were 40
which was (33%), 25-30 were 45 (36%) and 31 and above were 35 representing (31 %) of the
respondents.

The academic level of the respondents was divided in three categories that are certificate,
diploma and degree. 30 (25%) ofthe respondents had certificates, 50 (42%) had diplomas and 40
(33%) had degrees.

Focus group discussions were used to extract data from the pupils. 70 pupils were included in the
discussion of which 40 were boys and 30 girls.

4.2 Poor Physical Facilities

The respondents were whether the implementation of free primary educati.on is hindered by poor
physical facilities and this was their response.
Table 4.2 Free Primary Education and Academic Performance

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

35

30

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

25

20

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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Thirty five, 35(30%) of the respondents strongly agreed that the implementation of free primary
education is hindered by poor physical facilities, 30(25%) agreed while 25(20%) strongly
disagreed and 35(25%) disagreed

Pupils revealed in focus group discussions that the number of pupils is high and yet the physical
facilities are poorly constructed which means that the implementation of free primary education
is hindered

The respondents were asked whether physical facilities like library and laboratories are not
enough for the big numbers of pupils in free primary education and this was their response
Table 4.3 Availability of Physical Resources.

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

50

42

Agree

25

21

Strongly disagree

20

16

Disagree

25

21

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Figure 4.1 Availability of Physical facilities
physical facilities not enough for the
big number of pupils

Cl Strongly agree
•Agree

o
o

Source field data 2009

20

Strongly disagree
Disagree

According to the table and chart 50(42%) of the respondents strongly agreed that physical factors
like library and laboratories are not enough for the big numbers of pupils in free primary
education, 25(21 %) agreed while 20(16%) strongly disagreed and 25(21 %) disagreed
According to the pupils some schools did not have a school library while those that had had a
small library which could not accommodate all the pupils?
The respondents were asked whether Physical facilities do not meet the needs of disabled
children in free primary education and this was their response
Table 4.4 whether Physical facilities meet the needs of disabled children

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

30

25

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

25

21

Disagree

35

29

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Table 4.4 indicates that 30(25%) of the respondents strongly agreed that Physical facilities do
not meet the needs of disabled children in free primary education, 30(25%) agreed while
25(21 %) strongly disagreed and 35(29%) disagreed
The pupils revealed that they had disabled children and the physical facilities did not favor them
especially the physically disabled children.
The respondents were asked whether the toilets are not conducive for the· pupils in free primary
education and this was their response.
Table 4.5 whether toilets are not conducive for the pupils in free primary education

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

20

16

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

35

29

Disagree

35

29

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

21

The table 4.5 shows that 20(16%) of the respondents strongly agreed that the toilets are not
conducive for the pupils in free primary education, 30(25%) agreed while 35(29%) strongly
disagreed and 35(29%) disagreed
In some schools the pupils revealed that they had only one toilet which was not enough for the

pupils and this makes it difficult for them to cope especially the girls.
The respondents were asked whether the teacher do not teach well because of poor physical
facilities and this was their response
Table 4.6 whether teachers do not teach well because of poor physical facilities
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

40

33

Agree

45

38

Strongly disagree

20

16

Disagree

15

13

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

The table shows that 40(33%) of the respondents strongly agreed that teachers do not teach well
because of poor physical facilities, 45(38%) agreed while 20(16%) strongly disagreed and
15(13%) disagreed
According to the pupils their teachers are not comfortable as they teach because of the poor
infrastructure. And sometimes miss lessons which are a hindrance to the implementation of free
primary education.
The respondents were asked whether Because of lack of enough physical facilities pupils study
under trees and this was their response
Table 4. 7 Opinion on whether pupil studies under trees due to lack physical facilities.
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

30

25

Agree

25

21

Strongly disagree

45

38

Disagree

20

16

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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Figure 4.2 Opinion on Whether pupil study under trees due to lack physical facilities
becouse of lack of physical facilities pupils study
under trees
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The table and chart shows that 30(25%) of the respondents strongly agreed that lack of enough
physical facilities pupils study under tree, 25(21 %) agreed while 45(38%) strongly disagreed and
20(16%) disagreed
In some schools it was revealed that the classes were not enough and therefore pupils had to
study under trees which means that few will understand what they are being taught and hence a
hindrance to free primary education.

4.3 Quality of Education
The respondents were asked whether due to lack of enough materials the quality of education is
affected and this affects the implementation of free primary education and this was their response

Table 4.8 due to lack of enough materials the quality of education is affected
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

60

50

Agree

20

17

Strongly disagree

10

8

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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According to table 4.8 60(50%) of the respondents strongly agreed that due to lack of enough
materials the quality of education is affected and this affects the implementation of free primary
education, 20(17%) agreed while 10(8%) strongly disagreed and 30(25%) disagreed
The pupils revealed that since they do not have learning materials they do not understand what
they are taught and this means that the quality of education is affected.
The respondents were asked whether the number of pupils is high and this affects the quality of
education and this affects the implementation of free primary education and this was their
response
Table 4.9 Whether number of pupils affect the quality of education

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

70

58

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

10

8

Disagree

10

8

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Tale 4.9 shows that 70(58%) of the respond~nts strongly agreed that the number of pupils is high
and this affects the quality of education and this affects the implementation of free primary
education, 30(25%) agreed while 10(8%) strongly disagreed and 10(8%) disagreed

According to the pupils the number of pupils is high which means they do not sometimes hear
what the researcher is teaching especially those who sit behind.
The respondents were asked whether teachers are not enough which is a hindrance to quality
education and hence affects the implementation of free primary education and this was their
response.
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Table 4.10 whether the number of Teachers avails in a school affects the quality of
Education.
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

40

33

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

10

8

Disagree

40

33

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Table 4.10 indicates that 40(33%) of the respondents strongly agreed that Teachers are not
enough which is a hindrance to quality education and hence affects the implementation of free
primary education, 30(25%) agreed while 10(8%) strongly disagreed and 40(33%) disagreed

The pupils revealed that they had few teachers in their schools. According to hem some teachers
teach all the classes which leaves them exhausted and sometimes miss teaching other classes.

4.4 Lack of enough Trained Teachers
The respondents were asked whether the implementation of free primary education is faced with
a problem of enough trained teachers and this was their response

Table 4.11 Whether Implementation of Free Primary Education has Caused Problems to
Primary Education.
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

30

25

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

30

25

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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Figure 4.3 Whether Implementation of Free Primary Education has Caused Problems to
Primary Education

implementation of free primary education faced
with a problem of enough trained teachers

25%

o Strongly agree
•Agree

o Strongly disagree

o

Disagree

According to the table 4.11 and figure 4.3, 30(33%) of the respondents strongly agreed that the
implementation of free primary education is faced with a problem of enough trained teachers,
30(33%) agreed while 30(33%) strongly disagreed and 30(33%) disagreed

According to the pupils lack of trained teachers is a major problem in the implementation of free
primary education because the number of pupils who enrolled for free primary education on
introduction was overwhelmingly high.

The respondents were asked whether because of the growing number of pupils untrained teachers
are teaching which hinders the implementation of free primary education and this was their
response

Table 4.12 because of the growing number of pupils untrained teachers are teaching
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

30

25

Agree

35

29
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Strongly disagree

20

17

Disagree

35

29

Total

120

100
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Source field data 2009

According to the table 30(25%) of the respondents strongly agreed that because of the growing
number of pupils untrained teachers are teaching which hinders the implementation of free
primary education, 35(29%) agreed while 20(17%) strongly disagreed and 35(29%) disagreed

The pupils were not sure whether untrained teachers were teaching in their schools.

The respondents were asked whether untrained teachers do not understand the needs of pupils
and this hinders the implementation of free primary education
Table 4.13 untrained teachers do not understand the need of pupils

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

40

33

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

25

21

Disagree

25

21

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

According to table 4.13 40(33%) of the respondents strongly agreed that untrained teachers do
not understand the needs of pupils and this hinders the implementation of free primary education,
30(25%) agreed while 25(21 %) strongly disagreed and 25(21 %) disagreed
The pupils believed that for one to be a good teacher he/she had to be trained.
The respondents were asked whether because of untrained teachers the quality of education is
affected and therefore parents do not trust it which is a hindrance and this was their response
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Table 4.14 because of untrained teachers the quality of education is affected

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

35

29

Agree

25

21

Strongly disagree

30

25

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

The table 4.14 shows that 35(29%) of the respondents strongly agreed that
Because of untrained teachers the quality of education is affected and therefore parents do not
trust it which is a hindrance, 25(21 %) agreed while 30(25%) strongly qisagreed and 30(25%)
disagreed.
According to pupils if teachers are not trained then they teach what the children do not
understand and this means the quality of educated is affected.
The respondents were asked whether teachers are paid low salaries since the money has to cater
for free primary education which is a hindrance to free primary education and this was their
response
Table 4.15 teachers are paid low salaries since the money has to cater for FPE

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

20

17

Agree

40

33

Strongly disagree

30

25

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

According to table 4.15, 20(17%) of the respondents strongly agreed that teachers are paid low
salaries since the money has to cater for free primary education which is a hindrance to free
primary education, 40(33%) agreed while 30(25%) strongly disagreed and 30(25%) disagreed
The pupils did not know whether t6heir their teachers are paid enough money of not. However
the pupils revealed that the way their teachers live shows that they are not paid enough.
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4.5 Big Pupil-Teacher Ratio
The respondents were asked whether the number of pupils is high and the teachers cannot
manage the classes and hence affects the implementation of free primary education and this was
their response

Table 4.16 the number of pupils is high and the teachers cannot manage the classes
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

40

33

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

20

17

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Table 4.16 shows that 40(33%) of the respondents strongly agreed that the number of pupils is
high and the teachers cannot manage the classes and hence affects the implementation of free
primary education, 30(25%) agreed while 20(17%) strongly disagreed and 30(25%) disagreed

The pupils revealed that teachers fail to control the classes because they are large which leaves
the teacher exhausted and stressed.

The respondents were asked whether the classes are large which means pupils do not understand
what is being taught and this hinders the implementation of free primary education and this was
their response

Table 4.17 classes are large and pupil do not understand what is being taught
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

20

17

Agree

25

21

Strongly disagree

40

33

Disagree

35

29

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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Figure 4.4 classes are large and pupil do not understand what is being taught

class sizes are too large and pupils do not
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The table 4.17 and figure 4.4 shows that 20(17%) of the respondents strongly agreed that the
classes are large which means pupils do not understand what is being taught and this hinders the
implementation of free primary education, 25(21 %) agreed while 40(33%) strongly disagreed
and 35(29%) disagreed

It was revealed that since the classes are too big for the teachers the pupils also do not understand

what the teachers teach because sometimes the class id too noisy.

The respondents were asked whether because of large classes the needs of pupils especially the
disabled are not catered for which hinders the implementation of free primary education and this
was their response
Table 4.18 because of large classes the need of pupils especially the disabled are not catered
for
Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

30

25

30

-

--~-

---

J1

Agree

20

17

Strongly disagree

35

29

Disagree

35

29

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

The table 4.18 shows that 30(25%) of the respondents strongly agreed that because of large
classes the needs of pupils especially the disabled are not catered for which hinders the
implementation of free primary education, 20(17%) agreed while 35(29%) strongly disagreed
and 35(29%) disagreed
The pupils revealed that disabled suffer very much because they do not have facilities to handle
their cases.

4.6 High poverty levels of Kenya

The respondents were asked whether because of poverty children have to work instead of going
to school which hinders the implementation of free primary education and this was their response

Table 4.19 because of poverty children have to work instead of going to school

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

50

42

Agree

25

21

Strongly disagree

20

16

Disagree

25

21

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Table 4.19 indicates that 50(42%) of the respondents strongly agreed that because of poverty
children have to work instead of going to school which hinders the implementation of free
primary education, 25(21 %) agreed while 20(16%) strongly disagreed and 25(21 %) disagreed
The pupils revealed that even though education was free parents could not send their children to
school because they had to go and sell produces to keep the family going
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The respondents were asked whether parents do not want to spend money for school on their
children because of poverty and this was their response.
Table 4.20 parents do not want to spend money for school on their children because of
poverty

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

50

42

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

35

29

Disagree

5

4

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Table 4.20 show that 50(42%) of the respondents strongly agreed that parents do not want to
spend money for school on their children because of poverty, 30(25%) agreed while 35(29%)
strongly disagreed and 5(4%) disagreed
Because of poverty parents do not want to spend any cent on their children's schooling because
they have to buy food at home.

The respondents were asked whether because of poverty schools and parents cannot afford to
buy school materials and this was their response.

Table 4.21 because of poverty schools and parents cannot afford to buy school materials

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

30

25

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

20

17

Disagree

40

33

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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Figure 4.5 because of poverty schools and parents cannot afford to buy school materials
because of poverty schools and parents cannot
afford to buy school materials
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The figure 4.5 and table 4.21 shows that 30(25%) strongly agreed that because of poverty
schools and parents cannot afford to buy school materials, 30(25%) agreed while 20(17%)
strongly disagreed and 40(33%) disagreed
School materials are not enough and yet parents and schools cannot afford to buy them because
they do not have enough funds and this hinders the implementation of free primary education.

The respondents were asked whether Parents cannot afford to pack for their children food as they
go to school and this was their response.
Table 4.22 parents cannot afford to pack for they children food as they go to school

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

70

58

Agree

30

25

Strongly disagree

5

4

Disagree

15

13

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009
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The table 4.22 indicates that 70(58%) of the respondents strongly agreed that Parents cannot
afford to pack for their children food as they go to school, 30(25%) agreed while 5(4%) strongly
disagreed and 15(13%) disagreed
According to the pupils most children go to school hungry and therefore do not concentrate in
class.
The respondents were asked whether because of poverty the schools cannot afford to build more
classes and also hire trained teachers which is a hindrance to education and this was their
response

Table 4.23 because of poverty the school cannot afford to build more classes

Response

Frequency

Percentage

Strongly agree

35

29

Agree

25

21

Strongly disagree

30

25

Disagree

30

25

Total

120

100

Source field data 2009

Table 4.23 indicates that 35(29%) of the respondents strongly agreed that because of poverty the
schools cannot afford to build more classes and also hire trained teachers which is a hindrance to
education, 25(21 %) agreed while 30(25%) strongly disagreed and 30(25%) disagreed
According to the pupils poverty is the reason why schools cannot hire trained teachers and also
build schools.
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CHAPTER FIVE

5.1

DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS CONCLUSION AND RECOMENDATIONS

This section summarizes the factors affecting the implementation of free primary education in
Turkana south primary school.

5.1.1 Discussion of findings on Poor Physical Facilities as a hindrance to the
implementation of free primary education.
The findings revealed that the schools have poor facilities and la which is a hindrance to the
implementation of free primary education.
It was also revealed that disabled children suffer the most because they are not catered for in free
primary education.
It was found out that the toilets are not conducive for the pupils due to the large numbers and this
hinders the achievement of free primary education.

5.1.2 Discussion of fmdings on the quality of education and the implementation of free
primary education.

It was also revealed that primary schools lack enough trained teachers, lack of enough materials
and the teacher pupil ratio is high which means that the pupils do not understand what they teach
them and the teachers also fmd it hard to teach the large classes which means the quality of
education is affected which is a hindrance to· the implementation of free primary education.

5.1.3 Discussion of findings on lack of enough Trained teachers and the implementation of
free primary education.
The study revealed that schools lack teachers who are trained and this is a disadvantage to the
education system. The study revealed that teachers are paid low salaries and are therefore not
motivated to teach their best with the large number of pupils.
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5.1.4 Discussion of findings on Big Pupil-Teacher Ratio and the implementation of free
primary education.
The study revealed that the number of pupils is high compared to the number of teachers.
Because of this pupils do not understand what they are taught and the teachers also find it
difficult to handle the large numbers of pupils.

5.1.5 Discussion of findings on high poverty levels of Ugandans and the implementation of
free primary education.
According to the study poverty is a hindrance to the implementation of free primary education
because parents lack the funds to cater ·for their children by providing the necessary learning
materials and treating their children when th~y fall sick.

Conclusions
Basing on the case study of turkana south primary school.
It can be seen that poor physical facilities in primary schools hinder the implementation of free

primary education.

The quality of education is faced by lack of trained teachers. The study found out that the teacher
pupil ratio is high which means that the classes are difficult to handle.

While many initiatives have been directed towards sustainable poverty reduction, many
household incomes in, Bunya-county, Mayuge district, Uganda are still low. Such economic
factors imply that the needs of children in schools are sometimes not met because education may
compete with other household needs like food. Poverty levels are still high hence economic
factors affect the implementation of free primary education.

5.2

Recommendations

From the ongoing discussion, the following are the recommendations that were made to help on
the challenges of free primary education.
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There should be empowerment of education committees at the village level so that there is
efficient monitoring of the implementation of the free primary edU<~ation.

Since district

education officers are poorly facilitated they cannot follow up on the implementation at the lower
levels. And, in order to allow for effective implementation of policies at all levels, all
stakeholders should endeavor to raise awareness about the different policies that exist and how
they should be implemented.

In addition, free primary education funds should be utilized to benefit Children as well through
increasing teachers, equipping resource rooms, libraries and buying instructional mechanisms to
enable for the proper implementation of free.primary education.

Finally the parents should be sensitized on the importance of education so that they take their
children to benefit from free primary education.

37

REFERENCES
Abagi, 0. Wasunna Owino and Shiela Wamahiu (1997). "Household Based Factors as

determinants ofSchool Participation ofgirls in Kenya." Research Report. Nairobi: AAS.

Achola P. W. (1995). SPRED Operational Research Project Phase 2: Evaluation of Existing
Initiatives to Enhance Participation in Kenyan Primary School Education. Nairobi: MoE.

ARA Sage (1995). Cost and Financing of Teaching and Learning Materials. Nairobi. The World
Bank and Ministry of Education.

Central Bureau of Statistics (1996). Welfare Monitoring Survey II: 1994 Basic Report. Nairobi:
Office of the Vice-President and Ministry ofPlanning and National Development.

CESA Team (1994). Comprehensive Education Sector Analysis Draft Report. Nairobi:
MoE/UNICEF Kenya Country Office.

Fuller, B. (1985). Raising School Quality in Developing Countries: What Investment Boost
Learning. Education and Training series, No. EDT7. Washington, D.C.: World Bank.

GoK. (1997). National Development Plan 1997-2001. Nairobi: Government Printer.

Heyneman, S. (1980) Influences on Academic Achievement: A Comparison of Results from
Uganda and More Industrialised Societies, Sociology of Education, July.

Ishumi, A. (1994). Years of Learning~ Educational development in eastern and Southern Africa
from Independence to 1990.

Karugu G K, Kivilu M, Kang'ethe R W K, and Ngaba D (1995). Cost and Financing oj_Special

Education in Kenya. Nairobi: The World Bank and Ministry ofEducation.

38

Kinyanjui K (1974). The Distribution of Educational Resources and Opportunities in_Kenya.
University of Nairobi: Institute for Development Studies Discussion
Paper No. 208.

Makau, B. M. (1986). Educational Planning and Development in Kenya: The 8- 4-4 School
Curriculum and Its Implications for self-employment. Nairobi: IDS.

Maliyamkono, T.L. et al. (1982). Higher education and Development in Eastern Africa. London:
Heinemann

Mwiria. K. (1986). Education through Self-help: the Experience of the Kenya

Simons, J. et al. (1980). Investment in education: national Strategy for Developing Countries.
Washington, D.C.: The World Bank.

World Bank, (1994). "Educational Costing and Financing in Developing Countries": Focus on
Sub-Saharan Africa, by J. C. Eicher, Staff Working Paper No. 655, Washington, D.C.: the world
Bank.

39

APPENDICES
APPENDIX A: QUESTIONNAIRE TO THE TEACHERS

Dear respondent the purpose of the study is to investigate the factors affecting the
implementation of free primary education in turkana south primary school and you have been
chosen to participate in the study you are requested to tick where appropriately and fill in the
gaps. I would like to bring to your attention that the information will be treated with utmost
confidentiality.
NB. Do not write your name anywhere on this paper

Personal information
Age

B

19-24yrs
25-30yrs
31 and above

Sex

D

Female

Male

D

Educational level

Certificate
College
University

D

D
D

Poor Physical Facilities
1. The implementation of free primary education is hindered by poor physical facilities

Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

40

2.

physical facilities like library and laboratories are not enough for the big numbers of

pupils in free primary education
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

3.

Physical facilities do not meet the needs of disabled children in free primary education
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

4.The toilets are not conducive for the pupils in free primary education

5.

Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree [ ]

Disagree []

The teachers do not teach well because of poor physical facilities.
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

6. Because of lack of enough physical facilities pupils study under trees.
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree [ ]

Disagree []

Quality of Education

7. Due to lack of enough materials the quality of education is affected and this affects the
implementation of free primary education

Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

8. The number of pupils is high and this affects the quality of education and this affects the
implementation of free primary education.
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Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

9. Teachers are not enough which is a hindrance to quality education and hence affects the
implementation of free primary education.
Strongly agree [ ]

Agree [ ]

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

Lack of enough Trained Teachers
10. The implementation of free primary education is faced with a

problem of enough trained

teachers.
Strongly agree [ ]

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

11 . Because of the growing number of pupils untrained teachers are teaching which hinders the
implementation of free primary education.
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree [ ]

Disagree []

12. Untrained teachers do not understand the needs of pupils and this hinders the implementation
of free primary education
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

13. Because of untrained teachers the quality of education is affected and therefore parents do
not trust it which is a hindrance.
Strongly agree [ ]

Agree []

Strongly d~sagree []

Disagree []

14. Teachers are paid low salaries since the money has to cater for free primary education which
is a hindrance to free primary education.
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Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

Big Pupil-Teacher Ratio

15.

The number of pupils is high and the teachers cannot manage the classes and hence
affects the implementation of free primary education.

16.

Strongly agree [ ]

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

The classes are large which means pupils do not understand what is being taught and
this hinders the implementation of free primary education.

17.

Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

Because of large classes the needs of pupils especially the disabled are not catered for
which hinders the implementation of free primary education.
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

High poverty levels of Ugandans

18.

Because of poverty children have to work instead of going to school which hinders the
implementation of free primary education.

19.

Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

Parents do not want to spend money for school on their children because of poverty.
Strongly agree [ ]

Agree []

Strongly disagree [ ]

Disagree []
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20.

21 .

22.

Because of poverty schools and parents cannot afford to buy school materials
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

Parents cannot afford to pack for their children food as they go to school
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []

Because of poverty the schools cannot afford to build more classes and also hire trained
teachers which are a hindrance to education.
Strongly agree []

Agree []

Strongly disagree []

Disagree []
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APPENDIXB:
FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS FOR THE PUPILS

1. What is the relationship between poor facilities and the implementation of free primary
education?

2. What is the relationship between the quality of education and the implementation of free
primary education?

3. What is the relationship between lack of trained teachers and the implementation of free
primary education?

4. What is the relationship between pupil teacher ratio and the implementation of free primary
education?
5. How is poverty a hindrance to the implementation of free primary education?
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