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ABSTRACT 

This study was carried out in Tulimani Division Makueni District. It covered poverty and 

dropout rates in primary s~hools. The ' major objective of this study was to examine the 

poverty and its implications 11n the school dropout and educational sector, the existing 

government interventions and also sought the effective policy recommendations for better 

conditions in the education sector. 

The study employed beth qualiunive and quantitative approaches, interview and 

structured questionnaire was used respectively. It was edited coded and analyzed by the 

use of table drawing, which put respondents in percentages and literature interpretations 

followed subsequently. 

The study observed that ther(; are v~rious causes of school drop out but poverty was 

found to be the leading causes. It affected the learners in a way that they fai led to pay 

school fees, lack of scholastic materials, poor health conditions and poor feeding lead:ng 

to poor performance and her.;:;e dropping out of school. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

l~TRODUCTION 

I. 1 Background of the Study 

Poverty is seen as the most imponant phenomena leading to school drop out. Poverty 

according to Encyclopedia Britannia, it can be defined as the condition that is said to 

exist when people lack the means to satisfy their basic needs of which includes clothing, 

shelter, food and medicine 

Countries world over have expenenced poverty for along period which has affected the people's 

standards of li ving. In Americ ... for example, poverty was not commonly defined as a problem till 

recently Gallup Poll showed that poven:y was seen as a problem in American Republic in 1 ,..,65. 

and it spread to other countries. (Lauer 1976) 

As president of Uganda Y. Kaguta Muscveni 2003 asserts that; "Poverty in Uganda, during the 

I 990 's income poverty fell cii-arnatically. However since 2000, income poverty has risen with a 

proportion of people below the povert:, tine rising fom1 34% in 2000 to 38% in 2003. This has 

been accompanied by income m equality which has been rising since I 99T 

On the other hand, school drop out is the state where students/ pupils leave schooling beiore 

achieving their goals due to d :Jroblem 0 f poverty and other related factors. How does poverty 

lead to school drop out? In this case. fu nding and costs lead to school drop out due to inadequate 

financial resources as a result vf povert:, even though he/she is quite capable of doing the wrirk 

since the mid 1960s less mone~· has been available for students loan and scholarship while the 

cost of attending college has raised rapidiy than most other costs. 

Perhaps the factor of poverty as the Cc!USe of poor performance and school drop out due to 

lack of school fees and ch1idren oftc!l sent back home to collect school gees during the 

time of school. They end up loosing studies, perform poorly in their examination and 

even fail to raise the amount of fee required in time and end up dropping out of schooi. 



1.2 statement of the problem 

In Kenya, many parents h,n e their pupils fail to complete school. This is attributed to 

many factors for example, poverty, fa mily background or problems, among others. \t is 

not clear which of the above factor is clearly responsible for the researcher intends to 

undertake a study to find out to what extent poverty contributes to school drop out in 

Tulimani Makueni (Kenya) 

School drop out has increased on the number of idlers who tum into thieves, prostitu \es, 

street children, drug taking such as Marijiuana to mention but a few and as a result 1.he 

victims end up dying at a young age Therefore this study was aimed at finding out the 

effect of poverty on school dropout 

1.3 The purpose of the study 

The purpose of this study was to analyze the effect of poverty on school drop our in 

selected primary schools of Tutimani Division. School drop out has increased on the 

number of idlers who turn :nto thieved, prostitutes, street children, drug taking such as 

Marijiuana, mentioned a few and as?. result the victims end up dying at a young age ciuet 

school drop out as a root cau~e. 

1.3.1 General objective 

The study aimed at finding out the effect of poverty on school dropout 

1.3.2 Specific objectives 

1. To find out the cause of scho0I drop out in primary schools 

ii. To investigate the effe.~ts of i;chool drop out in primary school 

iii. To determine whetl:er there is a significant relationship between pove11y and 

school drop out 

1v. To make effective policy reccmmendations 
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1.4 Research questions 

I . What are the causes of school drop out? 

2. What are the effects of school dropout in primary schools in Kenya? 

3. What are the some of t~e policy recommendations put in place to avert poverty and 

school dropout in Kenya? 

1.5 Significance of the study 

- The study helps to update the literature on poverty and school drop out and on 

chalhmges faced by teachers and learners in primary schools. 

This study also help!. the government to formulate and comprehensive natural 

policy regarding poverty eradication and school crop out. 

The bradens the res~archer intellectual understanding of the operations :md 

challenges of the parents and teacher in educational sector. 

It also provide the necessary premises for future research for academicians 

professionals and researchers 

.... 
_) 



2.1 Introduction 

CHAPTER TWO 

LITf.;RA TURE REVIEW 

Poverty is not only a major problem in Kenya but it is also a striking situation in order 

countries in the world. This is proved by the many studies carried out by diffe ·ent 

researcher as illustrated below. The researchers have identified the indicators of poverty 

in a society, the levels of poverty I ,heir areas of study, the major causes of poverty the 

effects of poverty to the people, way of life and how best the problem can be averted or 

minimized. 

2.2 Indicator of Poverty 

There are quite a number of signs tr.at one may observer and really conclude that thtie is 

poverty without even being told . According to the African region (1996) findings, 

poverty was indicated by low enrolment rates in primary schools as per records ( 1S180s 

and 1990s). 

Child labour is another indi -: .1tor of poverty according to the findings by the Minist~~ of 

education science and technology (2004). The parents sent their children to work to 

provide for the family neec1s. The fLdings also showed high drop out rates especially to 

HIV/ Aids infected and affecte(i so a to become labourer to earn to take over roles of dead 

bread winners 

According to first hunger, then obesity (2005), hunger is a sign of poverty. Most children 

in poor families are undernourished because they lack some nutrients needed for their 

growth hence go hungry or .:at meager meals. Deficiency diseases such as kwashiorkor, 

rickets among other were also seen as indicator of poverty by the same. The above was 

also noted in children' s fund (2003) findings. 

According to Abreu (1991) prostitution and Pimiping (Brotherlling) is assign of poverty 

both are done to earn living 

4 



2.3 Level of Poverty 

This would refer to the percentage rate of the population experiencing poverty or the 

sample population mostly qffected . According to Africa region 's ( 1996) finding 30% of 

the population was below the basic necessities needed in life. 

As far assessment of UN (1995) was concerned, about 47 percent of the rural 

population was estimated to have been below the poverty line in both 1981 - 82 and 

1992. No significant improvement was realized between those two years. 

According to world bank (2001) we-rid development report on poverty using the poverty 

line of a dollar a day rP-vealed that a biggest proportion of the populates in ieast 

developed countries of Africa still li'.'e in absolute pove1ty. In Kenya for example 44.>10 of 

the population live in absolute poverty 

According to IF AD (2007) study on rural poverty in Kenya, the mostly affected by 

poverty small farmers, hen;t>rs, farJ11 labourers, unskilled/semiskilled workers, household 

headed by women, people with disabilities and AIDS orphans. Unless there are s,,me 

interventions done, they can only pro\1ide for their livelihood. 

The Min is try of Education (2')(, i) findings showed that 60 percent of Kenyans live below pov~rty 

level with no wherewithal to~?.:,· for school requirements. 

Everything that happens has ;tc; own causative factors . Poverty therefore does not come out from 

blues. There are factors that c-ontribute to its existence. According to WAD (2007) findings, mral 

poverty has been caused by luw ag:·icultural productivity, unemployment and lov,, w~ges. 

difficulty in accessing financin5 f9r self employment, poor governance, bad roads, high costs of 

health and education not forgetting the ·ki ller disc-.asc HIV/AIDS striking the bread winners. 

Findings by African region ( 1996) showed that poverty can be caused by ignorance that is lac.r< of 

knowledge, skills and the right attitudes in daily living. Such skills could be on farming, feeding, 

hygiene, running small scale businesses among others. 

According to Nelson et al (2()0tl) on st:.idy done on Social Aspects of Dynamic Poverty trm,s in 

Yihia. Barino and Marsabil Di!-~ricts K1·riya, poverty major income earners. By the same, it was 

also noted that when a mern: •~r of a :'::':lmily died, heavy funeral expenses were incurret! in 

5 
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purchasing the coffin, foo c~ tor mourners and church ministers who conducted the fimeral 

ceremony. Livestock and any other resource were sold to take care of the expenses leaving the 

homestead with little or nothin_5 to depend on. 

From the same findings, poverty is also caused by retrenchment and retirement, poor 

health and health related expenses, small land holdings, unproductive land, low level of 

education, high dependencies and land conflicts. 

According to Abreu (1 991) poverty is caused by laziness and irresponsibility of the 

parents who end up looking for short cuts in earning living. They opt to practice 

prostitution. 

2.5 Effects of Poverty on Education 

Poverty has very many implications on peopie's li ves including the children's education. 

According to the findings carried out by the Ministry of Education Science and 

Technology (20041 as far as develcpment of education in Kenya is concerned, it was 

noted that high poverty levels made it difficult for the children to attend sc1:ool 

consistently. The parents sent their " hildren to work at the expense of schooling. The 

chi ldren also do not go to sch(,ol because they were hungry. 

According to Shanghai, po• ·erty co11ference (2004) case study summary for Kenya, 

Lesotho, Malawi and Uganda, it was liOted that children from poor fa milies had no access 

to primary education. This had also l)een reflected in the Jomtien Conference (1990) on 

Education for All. 

As far as Ministry of Education (200 I) observation was concerned, poverty had led to high c!.:-op 

out rates especially to HIV/ AIDS infected and the affected. The children became labourers to 

earn to take over roles of the dead bread winners. 

According to Edward M. M1~1..1el (200 !) of the Uni versity of California Berkeley mate::al 

poverty was experienced in primary schools of Busia and Teso Districts. In these districts lower 

class levels (1 3) learn under L!·ess due to lack of classrooms. Most pupils sit on the dirty floor 

and te:-..ibooks and chalk are in Sii0rt supply. This affects children' s overall performance. 

6 



Study· carried out by African Region (1996) on pove1ty showed that there were low enroiment 

rates in the primary schools in 1980s and 1990s with the boys outnumbering the girls. Only the 

financ ially stable parents can f;pend heavily on education for their children gaining favour from 

the teacher. Poor parents who spent considerably less or nothing result to lower non teacher 

inputs to their children lowering the ir performance. 

According to FAO's Priorities (2005) firs t Hunger, then obesity, children are limited to what they 

can and cannot cat by their parent"s income. Those children livi ng in poverty may be sickly 

because they do not receive the righ, amount of nutrients. The children may even die ir, the 

diseases or complications faceci after the infection. 

Study carried out by Christia~ Children Fund (2003) showed that the poor are simply unable to 

afford the most basic treatmellt or schoo!ing for their children. 

The poor children suffer greater hardship including stigmatization, socia l exclusion, disabilities 

due to poor feedi ng among others. 

According to GudMund Hemes (2005) 0f International Institute for Education, parents did not 

send their children to school whc11 their work is required to keep the family ted. 

Poor pa rents in sub-Saharan At:ican have to decide which child if any is their best investmenc in 

education. The parents_ are will ing to ill'.'est their children ·s time in education if they think they 

will gain something useful from the ir investment. Girls in this case would be referred to marriage. 

According to Abreu (1991) children of prostitutes and pimps imitate their parent' s behaviour and 

end up dropping out of school. They also end up being infected by HIV/ AIDS. 

According to the Monitor Newspaper or I 5th December (2007) it revealed the effect of poverty on 

pupils learning whereby a child was quoted --when I go to c lass in the afternoon. The hunger 

makes me feel dizy and in most c:1ses. I Lion 't understand what the teacher is teaching", he added. 

Margaret Akello of primary se . en said, " I don ·t take breakfast but I normally go back home for 

lunch. Sometimes I find nothin~ to eat and I just take water and go back to school". 

She said whenev_er she misses :i 1:1eal: sh~ shivers and gets a headache which affects her learning 

ability. 

7 



Petya Anyait P.7 said hungc·· makes her doze in class. --1 always feel s leepy and weak. At times 

my teacher tells me to run around the school compound so that [ can stay alert but it just weakens 

my body" he said. 

Many primary schools under the UPE programme are not providing pupils with lunch. President 

Yoweri Museveni of Uganda has repeatedly said that teachers who charge pupils any fees 

including lunch fees would face disciplinary actions. 

Most parents especially those in rnrai areas and internally displaced camps send children to 

school hungry because they lack adequate food. Children who cannot bear the hunger are forced 

to dropout of school. 

Hunger is among the major fa r.tors contributing to high dropout rate in schools. Over 50percent of 

children who are enrolled in primary one under Universal Primary Education Programme ..:on' t 

complete primary seven due to various reasons including hunger and lack of scholastic materials. 

2.6 Possible Solutions to Poverty 

Whatever kind of a problem v,,;,h a cm,sative factor can always be prevented by working out a 

solution or answer. 

According to Ministry of Edu•;ation Sci~;1ce and Technology (2004), it ,,as resolved that in order 

for all children to learn with mi11imal disadvantage including those from poor families fceciing 

programmes in primary schools were to be implemented. Primary school education was also t,) be 

made free but compulsory. This to some e>..tend is working though the feeding does not exist now. 

As per Education for All (EF A) (l 990) primary education was consequently made universal by 

eliminating direct costs of schooling . The government was to provide fo r the education. In Kenya 

it is not fully taken care of since parent:; still employ Parent Teacher Association teachers. tl1ey 

still pay for private tuition! Coaching. Donor support was a lso to be availed but it is not known to 

which e:\.1:end this has worked. 

According to WAD (2007) fi ndings on rural poverty in Kenya, since 1979 WAD had invested US 

$ 11 5.0 million in 12 loan financed progi"ammes/projects and three grant financed programmes 

supporting the g<;>vernment's eB:orts to reduce rnral poverty. 

8 



From the findings done by th.:: Minist,"_\' of Education (2001) on the level of poverty in Ke11ya, it 

was resolved that Children ·s Act become effective to call for compulsory and free primary 

education and was affected in 2006. This was to ensure that all children in school going age must 

go to school and that no body should employ the school going children. This has partly worked, 

more efforts are needed . 

As per Gudmund Hemes (2005) of International Institute for Education poverty may be 

reduced/alleviated by having m~ny ii1ternational agencies like World Bank, World feedinti 

programmes, UNICEF among other volunteers to aid in providing loans. support school feeding 

programmes, to support orphans by providing school uniforms. This has benefited just a few 

schools. 

From the resolutions g iven by the above researchers, it is true that poverty can be escaped 

by diversifying crop product .o n, investing in Savings and Credit Co-operative Society for 

loans, joining women groups that make traditional items like gourds for sale among 

others. This is as per Nelson M. Josephat C. Gatarwa K. and Wesley 0. (2004). 

9 



3.0 Introduction 

CHAPTER TH REE 

'NlETHODOLOGY 

This chapter gives the methodology aspect of the study used to obtain the data and why 

they were used. The above five give's the sampl e selective methods of data collective 

processing, analyzing and presentation. 

3.1 Research design 

The researcher was both quantitative and qualitat ive. The quantitative method was used 

by the researcher to find ,Jut the ext<!nt to which poverty contributes to school drop 0 11t in 

selected primary schools or Tuhmazi division Makueni District. 

Qualitative method, was used by the researcher to find out how the pup[ils from poor 

families perform in class compared to children from well off families which makes i:,oor 

chi ldren to loose hope and then drop out of school. 

3.2 Area and Population .lf the Study 

The researcher was carried ~>Ut in selected primary schools or Tulimani division Makueni 

district (Kenya) where by tt-1chers, jiupils and parents were used as respondents. 

3.3 Sample and Size 

A cross sectional design vlas used in w hich a group of randomly selected homes of 

Tulimani divis ion Makue1, i district. In this research study, twenty teachers and forty 

pupils from three selected s,~hools and ten teachers and parents for interview guide. 

Totaling to eight respondents 

10 



3.3.1 Sources of data 

Two man sources were usc-d that is 

(a) Primary sources, this w0uld help to get first hand information from the respondem sin 

the field since the researcher would have to go into the field. 

Secondary source: This involved reviewing documents, such as text books, diaries 

dissertation, speeches e. t.c, which are relevant to this study. These were obtained from 

local and central government ministry of education; it was supplemented by informacion 

from primary sources. 

3.4 Data collection methods 

The data was collected using both of qualitative and qualitative approaches, while using 

qualitative approach; an interview schedule was used besides focus group discussions. 

This method helped since sor:1e information could be described without figure. 

On the other hand qualitat!ve methods as structure questionnaires were used this was 

because the required inform~tion alsc, needs figures, description alone was not enough. 

Thus the following instrnme11ts were used. 

3.5 Self administered questfr,llnairc~ 

Employees employed in the educational sector organizations. This method v. as 

advantageous as it provides room in the researcher to build rapport with the respondents 

when introducing the questir)l1naires. immediately after filling then the questionnaires 

were packed back, clarificati,Jns to respondents were made where it was necessary. Tl,is 

method proved ineffective 

1 I 



3.6 Focus group discussions 

These were used to set the respondents impression and interpretation for the they key 

topic. These included teachers of each school. This acted as supplementary method. 

Where the researcher organized eight discussion groups. This instrument of data 

collective was chose bec?.use it made the respondents feel free in giving the necessary 

information since they were of the same level. This would have been hard if 

questionnaires were given to them. 

3. 7 Observation 

Non-participant observation was used to help supplement the other data collection 

methods. The researcher observed the environment in which pupils study from; the 

general out-look of pupils; their meals and living conditions. 

This method was advantageous as it helped the researcher to see for herself things wl1ich 

would have been hard for the respondents to describe verbally. 

3.8 Data processing Analysis and r,,esentation 

The data collected was processed, analyzed and presented through editing, coding and 

tabulation to ensure accuracy, completeness and comprehensiveness of the responses. 

3.9 Limitation of this study 

The respondents especially the femaie respondents shy and feared to openly give out the 

information. They claimed that this would divulge into certain impressions, however, the 

researcher used inter-personal skills and even explained to them that research was for 

academic purposes to ensure that femille respondents fell at home in g iving information. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

DATA PRESENTAT}ON, ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION 

4.0 Introduction 

This chapter presents the data collectt d from respondents and what the researcher found out in 

the study. The findings were discussed in relation to the objectives of the study. 

4.1 Respondents 

The researcher gave questionnaires to twenty teachers from three schools. Out of twenty tead1ers, 

seventeen returned the questio,,naires while there did not respond. 

The questionnaires v,,ere also given to the pupils. Forty questionnaires were given to forty pupils. 

and out of fo1ty, thirty nine returned the questionnaires and one did not. 

Also parents were used to ans•,·er the questionnaires administered to them. Interview guides were 

a lso made to parents and tea(;hers. Therefore the responses were collected and summarized in the 

table as in the rest of this ch"pt~r 
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Table 1: Respondents status (pupils) 

No Cate~ory Frequency Percentage. 

1 Sex I Male 19 48.7% 

I Female 20 51.3% 
I 

I Total 39 100% 
I 

2 Age I ,. 9 I :,- - -

10-14 22 56.4% 

15-19 17 43.6% 

! Total 39 100% 
I 

3 Class I P.3 8 20.5% 

i P.6 11 28.2% 

P.7 20 51.3% 

·-
Total 39 100% 

4 Parental Status 

... ---
i) with both paren,5 30 76.9% 

-·--·- ··-
ii) orphiin<o with no guardian - -

iii) Singi;; parents 

Mother 5 12.8% 

Father 4 10.3% 

·-
iv) Orph:rns w ith a guardian - -

·-
Total 39 100% 

Source: primary data 

Table lshows that out of rh:;1y nine respondents nineteen were male and twenty fen:ale 

Their age ranged from five to nineteen. Twenty two were between ten and fourteen, 
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seventeen pupils were between fifteen and nineteen. The respondents were from primary 

five six and seven. 

To the parents' status, thi11y respondents had both parents those with single parents such 

as a mother were five, and with father only were four. None was an orphan with no 

guardian and none was an o:-phan with guardian as summarized in table 1 (i) above 

Table 2: Parents and teachers status 

No Category Frequency Percentage 
--

I Sex Male 15 60% 

·-
;-"emale 10 40% 

-
fatal 25 100% 

2 Age 20-28 8 32% 

"9-3 8 4 16% 

39-above 13 52% 

- - ··-
Total 25 100% 

,., 
.) Educational 1feadmaster - -

level >- .. 

i lead teachers 2 11.8% 

--
Teachers 15 88.2% 

Total 17 100% 

··--
4 Marital Status for parents 

·-
i) married w ith one wife 4 50% 

ii) married with more than one w ife 2 25% 

--
iii) Divorced - -

•·-
iv) Widowed i 2 25% 

I 

Total 8 100% J 
Source: Primary data 
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The above table shows that twenty fi ve pan.mts :.md teachers responded to the questionnaires 

\\"here by fifteen out oftwenLy five respondents were male and ten were female. Their age ranged 

from twenty to thirty nine years and above. Eight respondents were between twenty and twenty 

eight years, four were between twenty r,ine and thirty eight. and thirteen were between thirty nine 

and above. 

To the education level for t!-ie teachers. two were head teachers fifteen teachers totaling to 

seventeen. Where as marital status for the parents, those married with one wife were four . married 

with more than one wife were two none was divorced and two widowed as shown in the table 

above. 

4.2 Causes of school drop outs. 

There are many causes of ::chool drop out and these include poverty, Pregnancy, lllness, 

peer group pressure. among others, The respondents where given a chance to volt for 

what they thought to be the most important cause of school drop out and the responses 

were summarized in table 2 below. 

Table 3: causes of School J:·,'>p out~ 
-

Factors (causes) Nur:iber of Respondents Percentage% 

1. Poverty 14 82.3% 

2. Pregnancy 5.9% 

3. Illness - -

4 Peer group pressure 2 11.8% 

-
Total 17 100% 

--
Source: primary data 

From table 3 above, it was· found out that there are many causes of school drop out, but 

among these, poverty was looked at as the leading factor where by fourteen respondents 

out of seventeen voted for pove11y as ~he most important cause of school drop out. 

It was also found out that pe~r group pressure contributes towards school drop out wh-cre 

by two respondents out of seventeen supported it. This means, pupils with negat ive 
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attitude towards educatior, inf:.uence their friends, therefore they end up dropping out of 

school before completing primary seven. 

The study also discovered that pregnancy also contributes to the school drop o:1t 111 

primary schools where by one respondent out of seventeen supported it. 

The researcher also found out that ot.:t of seven interviewed respondents, five respondents 

suggested that the causes of poverty to families and how it has led to school drop out is 

due to having more than one wife and many children without a proper source of income. 

In most cases the girls are told to leave school and boys continue studying, and 

extravagancy in families leads to poverty and hence school drop out 

According to Mr. Rubanga I a -esident of Kansanga, 

·The causes of poverty to families and hence school drop out arc many but the most causes arc 

diseases like Aids where by \"l1t,n a ch: id looses parents he or she end up dropping out of sc,iool, 

Ignorance as the second cause, that some parents are ignorant about how to create jobs and 

increase on their earnings and ·1t the sarn,:; time they lack knowledge about the value of education 

and hence leading to school dr-::p out.·· 

Ms B. Faustine a teacher of 1(111s,~,1ga parents says that: 

--Poverty is due to lack of _j ,,bs hcnc 0 no income for school fees. therefore children lee: ,,ing 

primary school before comple•i!lg primary seven" 

All the causc::s of poverty which were found out in the study were summarized by "Isbister (1996) 

who explores that due to povert " peopl.: in poor nations arc likely to have ongoing severe health, 

poorly educated. experience child hood n~alnutrition and die prematurely ... 
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4.3 The extent of effects oi poverty on pupils in primary school 

Poverty affects pupils in primary schuols and the entire community at large respondents were 

g iven a chance to choose the most important effect of poverty on pupils in primary schools and 

their responses were summarized in tabie 3 below. 

Table 4: The extent of the effects of poverty on pupils in primary schools 

Effects of poverty I No of respondents Percentagec1/o 
I 

a) Delay or failure in school fees I 19 48.7% 

1---------- ---· ·-- --1--- - ----__,_ _____ __, 
5,}% b) Poor feeding hence malnut rition 2 

c) Lack of Scholastic matcria 1-s --f 12 
I 
I 

d) Poor academic performa11ce 6 

TOTAL I J9 
I 

30.8% 

15.4% 

100% 
I '-------------------'---------'----------' 

Source: Primary data 

The study discovered that tht: n-_:mber oi· pupils dropping out increased from 2002-2005 where by 

eleven teachers out of sevent ;e11 rcsponJ ents agreed that the number increased from 2002-2(,05. 

Where as si:, disagreed. And th_~ results ,,,ere summarized in table 4 below. 

Table 5: The increase in the number of drop outs between 2002-2005 

No of 
respondents Agreed I % Disagreed % 

Didn't Know 
%, 

17 11 64.7% 1'6 35.3% -
-

i -

Source: Primary data 

The study also found out that the female are most categories of people affected by poverty. five 

out of eight respondents voted for it. followed by the youth and lastly the male. These were 

summarized in the table 5 below 
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Table 6; The category of people rnostly affected by poverty . 
.. 

Category Respondents Percentage % 

Male 1 12.5% 

Female 5 62.5% 

-
Youth 2 25% 

Total 
8 100% 

Source: Primary data 

From table 5 above it was indicated that female arc the people mostly affected by poverty 

(62.5%), followed by the youth (25%>} and the male are less affected ( 12.5%) were the sited 

effect. 

Table 7: The pupils who drop out of school mainly come from 

Category Respondents or frequency Percentage % 

Poor families only C u 15.4% 

Rich fam ilies only - 7.7% 

Both rich and poor families 30 76.9% 

---·-
Total 39 100% 

Source: Primary data 

Table 7 above showed that pupils who drop out of school are from both rich '.~nd pJor 

families (76.9%), those from poo, families only (15.4%) and those from rich famtiies 

only (7.7%). 

lt was also discovered that poor chil,:iren are more likely than the children of the affiuent 

to attend schools with poor 1 esources, which means that they are less likely to receive an 

enriched education experiences. Sin .,larly most poor young people live in communities 

where the opportunity to apnly ac2demic skill s and build new ones are either 11ot 

available or not accessible. 
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The level of affluence a!sc affects how long children will stay in school, because ~ven 

public school is costly. These financial demands pressure younger stars from poorer 

families to drop out of school premarurely to go to work. 

4.4 Solutions for school drop outs 

Poverty as the most important factor leading to school drop out is a national problem and 

must be attacked with massive national wide programs financed largely and organizd by 

the government and the community. Poverty must be addressed at the federal level to 

ensure that the poor through out the nation will receive equal benefits and services. 

The study discovered solutio,.s for ~chool drop outs where the alternatives were given to 

the respondents to vote for the best solutions of school drop out, and the results viere 

summarized in the table below. 

T bl 8 S I fi a e : o uhons or sc h Id 00 rop_Quts. 
Solutions Number of respondents Percentage O/) 

Imprisoning the drop outs - -
·--· 

Promoting UPE 22 81,5% 

Providing proper health care~ : 11 .1 % 

Giving loans to parents 12 7.4% 

Imprisoning their parents - -

Total 27 100% 

Source: Primary data 

From table 7 above, it was found from the study that school drop out would be solved by 

promoting Universal Primary Education (UPE) Twenty two out of twenty seven respondents 

supported it. Where as three supported the provision of proper health care. two voted for giving 

loans to parents to increase 011 their cap;tal for investment and earn enough income for school 

fees and other requirements. None voted f.Jr the imprisonment of drop outs and their parents. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY OF FThDINGS, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 

5.0 Introduction 

This chapter gives the major findings, general conclusion and what the research recommends 

or suggests to be done to solve the problem of poverty and school drop out in relation to what was 

found out in the study. 

5.1 Major Findings 

The major findings were about the causes of school drop outs, effects of povert~, on 

pupils in primary schools and the entire community plus the solutions for school drop 

outs. 

Therefore it was found out that school drop out is mostly caused by poverty with 82 3%, 

peer group pressure with 11 .8%1 and pregnancy 5.9% as observed from the 

questionnaires. Addition to that, Mr. Lubanga suggested polygamous families without 

proper income together with incurable .diseases like Aids which leads to lose of parents 

also contributes to the scho:)l drop out of children as found out from the interview. 

More to that, the findings •11ere about the extent of the effects of poverty on pupiis in 

primary school and the entire comrr.unity. Delay or failure in school fees was founcj as 

the leading effect (48.7%). lack of scholastic materials (30.8%), poor acadP. mic 

performance (15.4%), poor feeding hence malnutrition (5.4%) and increased number of 

illiterate and idle people were the discovered effects. 

Last but not least, solutions fc,r school drop out. The following were found to be solutions 

for school drop out. Promoting universal primary education (UPE) was seen as the most 

important solution (81. 53/c ), providing proper health care (11 , l % ), giving loans to 

parents(7.2%) so that to wo rk hard and increase income as the source of school fees as 

found out from the questionnaires The following were also found out from some 

interviewed parents and tead;ers: promotions of family planning, guiding and counseling 

the pupils mention a few were the found solutions for school drop out. 
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5.2 Conclusion 

School drop out in Kansz.g-:1 town ,.md Uganda at large has remained unsolved prnblem 

due poverty as the leading factor which brings about a delay or failure in school fees, 

poor feeding hence ma!.mtrition, lack of scholastic materials, and poor academic 

performance in addition to other causes such as pregnancy, illness, peer group pressure 

among others. 

Although the promotion of Universal Primary Education (UPE) alone to help the poor 

pupils was suggested as the solution for school drop out, it was found out from the study 

that the drop outs are from both rich and poor fami lies. There fore, providing proper 

health care, giving loans to parellts so as to increase their income together with other 

solutions would work hand m hand with UPE to solve the problem of school drop out. 

5.3 Recommendation and -Policy Implication 

Basing on the findings made in the field and the proceeding discussion, the researcher 

recommended the fo llowing 

The government should co11tinue p:-omoting and make proper follow up of the Univ ;:rsal 

Primary Education po li cy to ensure that all schoo l going children keep in schools and be 

able to complete and proc-ee.i for fu,ther studies. 

The government should a1 :-o put reforms on equality in income. In effect,the government 

should take the money it receives in taxes, taking disproportionately from the wealthy 

people and redistribute it to the poor people to fil I the gap between the rich and the poor 

people. For example through free education for the poor. 

P overty can be eliminaterl through massive infusion of money and compens!J.tory 

programs, coupled w ith gc,:~rnment mandates and state cooperation. 

For poor parents, in the work force. at least three things should be done. 

I) Subsidized child care that ;s safe. 
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2) A guarantee that they k,~ep thei:- welfare payments, which are gradually reduc•,~d as 

their pay increases. 

3) A guarantee of health and education insurance 

The government should strengthen PEAP as a policy to eradicate poverty in both fields of 

political, social and econo.11ic acti vities. 

The government should also put policies against defilement so as to reduce on early 

pregnancy of primary pupi lf. so that to reduce on school drop out due to pregnancy. 

Parents should guide and ccunsel rheir chi ldren through encouraging them to study hard 

to be important people in fucure. Parents should also work hard to earn enough income s,i 
. ' 

as to be able to cater for their children in terms of education health and feeding in order 

for their children to attain interest in studying. 

The government should als0 provide special care for the orphans through offering them 

with scholast ic materials . :,uch as books, pens, penci ls, uniform and others plus free 

education so that to enable them ke~p in school up to the end of their studies. 

Chi ldren from poor fami li-.::s should realize that even poor children prosper in education. 

5.4 Areas of Further Research 

In line with the above discussion, the researcher suggested further research to ue carried 

out on the effects of povert~, on education standard 
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APPENDIX A 

QUESTIONNAIRES 

QUESTIONS TO BE COMPLETED BY TEACHERS 

Dear respondents, these questionnaires are about poverty and school drop out. I kindly 

request you to cooperate with 1:1e by filling in the questions provided. Read carefully and 

tick in the boxes for the appropriate answers of your choice. 

Date ..... ........... .. ......... ...... .... ... ..... .. .... ....... .. ..... .. .. ............ ...... ... .......... ................. . 

1. AGE 

SEX: MALE CJ FEMALE D 
SCHOOL .. ......... ....... .. ......... ...... ........ .. .... .... .. ... ...... ..... ..... .... ....... ...... ...... ..... ..... .. .. .. . 

EDUCATION LEVEL. .... .. .... ... ...... ........ .. ......... ..... : ....... .... ............ ....... ..... .... ... ........ . . 

HEADMASTER 

HEAD TEACHER 

TEACHER 

D 
D 
D 

2. What do you think is the common cause of school drop out? 

a) Pregnancy D 
b.) Poverty 

c) Illness 

d) Peer group pressure 

3. Solutions to school dror out. 

D 
D 
D 

5. Very important, 4. Important, 3. Just important, 2. Fairly important, 1. Least impo1tant 
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Solutions 
~ - ---- ------

,ary Education 1. Promoting universal Prim I 2 

2. Imprisoning the school d rop outs 

·--·-
3. Providing proper health r .are 

' 
4. Giving loans to parents 1: o as to increase on 
their investment 

5. [mprisoning their parents 

4. Has the dropping out of your school increased from 2002-2005 

a. Yes 

b. NO. 

c. I don' t know 

D 
D 

D 

THANKS 
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QUES~-IGNS TO BE COMPLETED BY PARENTS 

Dear respondents, these questionr~::::·-;-s are about poverty and school drop out. I kindly 

request you to cooperate with me b;' fill ing in the questions provided. Read carefull) and 

tick in the boxes for the appropriate answers of your choice. 

Date ......... .. .... ......................... ....................... ......... . 

AGE: 18-28 □ 29-Jt~ D 39-48 D 49-above D 

SEX: MALE 

MARITIAL STATUS 

MARRIED 
STNGLE 

[] 

MARRIED WITH ONE WIFE 

FEMALE 

MARRIED WITH MORE THAN ONE WlFE 
WIDOWED 

DIVORCED 

OCCUPATION 

2. Solutions to school drop vut 

□ 

5. Very important, 4. Important 3. Just important, 2. Fairly important I Least imponant 

Solutions 1 2 3 4 ! 5 

l. Promoting universal Primary Edu~ation 

2. Imprisoning the school drop outs 

·-
3. Providing proper health care 

-
4 . Giving loans to parents ,;o as to inGrease on their investment 

-
5. Imprisoni ng their parents 

--
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3. Which one the follo-,,ving cat,,gories of pupils are mostly affected by pcverty 

(a) The male 

(b) The female 

c) The youth 

D 
D 
D 

THANKS 
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