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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background of the study 

Poverty has been tile l1ardest Cl1alle11gc facing llun<an life from time immemorial. 

It has contributed to low social-economrc states in society and has brought 

absent difficult circumstnnce that face learners today. It has neqntively affected 

all people 1·egili'dlc:;s uf diJC, culture, 1.11 c, reliCJIOII and ot11er factors. 

-=- ·-

On overv1ew of some filets ahmrt pove1ty in tile world of South !\fricr1 tile blnck 

.;merlccJns suffered Ulllolcl m1~,eries rollCJiny frorn diseases, poverty, denial of 

eclucation, Forced lai)our and denial of other essential services due to racial 

segregation by tile wl1ite colonialist. This has lowered Africans, social economic 

position. 

In Amerrca black f\rnericans as a result of racial discri· 'nation by wl1ites, they 

IVcre l·eclucecl to lx?CJ(jor', wllu lan~juisilcli i11 poverty by ing clenied some or t11e 

importont resources. This has negatively led to poor sc d cconom1c siluatron rn 

America. 

Till' ldW 5UUcll L'CUIIOIIIIl l<ewl llldY lldV\' 011Cjlni1lCcJ f, •Ill tile IICgilliVe factors 

thill resulted rru111 cu/UIIILiltiOII wl1icil lilt~ British colonialist set foot i11 the 19'" 

century. ·Some cl1anges we1·e negative ancl ott1ers were positive. Some of the 

negatiVL' cllclllQt'~, lliilt tile llr1td1 coloni<ilistc brought were the 1ssue of formal 

eclucation, where the 1\frrcans were denied ancl later they were qiven basic 

educat1011 to enable tl1em concentrate on agriculture. The whites were trained 

lor wllite collar job. 



Poverty has since incre<J:;ed arxl h<r:; trerncnclously ilffcctc~d le<m>rn9 in Qcrwral. 

rls associated le&Dirrq with payment of fees in all levt~l of educal!or 1. Parents are 

being overtaxed ranqinq from tlw n<-lrl of fnorl •;l;rff In l.11>d .11111 illl"'' 1;.~;,1( 

rH'<'tb. 11111 tile• r l<.il dlt: :,pcJrecJ· lrorrl tiliS taxation as they iJUSh their tax to the 

poor men- f--€ommon :11nn. Despite the intmduction of free pr·imr~ry ccl!l(iltion 

which spells out frc,: <mel compuhory wimary cclucatron. Not all aspects of 

eclucalion have been offerecl fn>.ely there is the case of uniform, clesk, among 

others. 

This slucly clllZIIy:::c>s tile elfect of povr~rty 111 reference to lecm1rng, the extent to 

whrch the same has affectecl lealf1lilCJ, what other people ilcJVt' written and 

possible solutions that Coil be put to ttw pmblem. 

1.2 Statement of the problem 

Problem and poor social economic levels affect life c<ncl more so the education of 

the learners. A child whose basic needs are not fulfilled will long for the same 

and erJucation will he consrcler·ecl next. l·lwrefor·e the researcher concern as he 

continues teachrng this category of learners is to have an ur1cler·st<:mdillg and 

guiclelir1es OJ\ issues in order· to have the needs or such learners adequately. 

1.3 Purpose of the study 

The researcher· armed at irwesligating all the factors thal cause poverty and ways 

of reducrng and 'inillly erildiGJllllCJ llw diffrcult circumstilnc•'"· 11\al <Jflccl 

c'ciuC<llrcm of children. Poverty accor·drng to the r·esearcher is the root cause ancl 

the grandparent of the difficult circumstances that negatively impact the 

education of chilclren. Orv" the researcher has investigated he will be able to get 

l11e solutior1s cJependiny ' each cause amJ apply lflem to tf1e cllaller1ges facir1y 

the learner·s for better·. 
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1.4.1 General objective 

111i~ sluliy IVib lu e~ldiJii)J L11e effecb of poverty on pupil's academic 

performance of the selected secondary schools in the district. 

1.4.2 Specific objectives will be to; 

l. Determr11e the pmlile ol the respondents rn regar·cJ to; 

1.1 Social demographrc data 

1.1.1 Age 

J .1 .2 Gender 

1 .1.3 Academic level 

[ll'lt'lllilllt' Lire· •.•11•.'\ 1:. lll I'>'VCtly ()II <iC<iliCil11liJCI'fOI"IIliliiCC of ICiJI'IICI'>. 

J. Detcrrn111e the mil~ of lhe community rn alleviating poverty ancl improving 

t'LiUl.clliUII. 

1.5 Research quest'ons 

(i) Wildt 211 e lire eflc:cls of poverl y ur1 acaclemrc performance of learners. 

(ir) \Vhdt r:, L/Je mle or lllc' connnunrly in alleviating poverty and improvrng 

ecJucatron. 

1.6 Scope of the study 

ll1e oludy Wdo uJrldtrcl..:d 1111• rl<illll:ll St l1uul. The sl Jy wa.~, lintrled Lu lite 

objectives of the study. Any other ::1spect of the topic a· rt from that mentioned 

ir1 tile objectrves WilS r1ot irlwstiqat:ecl beciluse of resour and time constraints. 

1.7 Significance of the study 

l/11:: •:ludy IVd'• V\'1\' illl[)l)li.llll <1:, I[ lt:lf tu IIICI<cd~;<'ti kil! tlteli\-Jl:: diJUlll lilt! <.:Xl<!ll[ 

or difficulties faciriCJ the chilclr'en ilncl wlrich has le to a huge magnitude ·In 

dropout rate 111 schools. 



I he' study cc>tilclllc r·c•lrc'cl 1111011 to lmnq <Jl)l>trl pu';rtrv,~ dllrtud<'', trrw,llri'. r lulrlrc·11 

wt1o live under difficult circumsl.ances by rnany pa;·ties. The finclin~JS of this study 

would be of great value to the groups of people. 

(i) The affectecl cllilcJr·en would have therr problem:; rcclucccl. The frrrci"'CJ'· 

r·ecJCIH:cl oUlJlJeSL solirlror1 lo problem:; facir1lJ the sldle lJrOup of 

children. 

(ii) The study is of good use to the Ministry of Education, Science and 

TechnoiO~JY ·rn planning corrective measures wh·rch include giving of 

bursaries the fvJinistry of Health, the Ministry of Labour and other 

ministries whose services are rne;;lllt for the youth. 

(iii) The commun1ty ancl parents would be greatly assisted by tile findings. 

I lit.: U!llllllllllily lrdo Llr<:.::,L: cl1rltJru1 111 Llrt:.:ll liillrli~ d11cl IJIUiJL:r ~uppurl 

should be accordecl. These children 111 aclcJitir:n to provrsion of guidance 

cJr1cl couri:;L'IrrllJ scr·v~<:c~;, Lhc cornnnrrlily would challCJ<C lhr'ir z·rtlituclr: 

and appr·eciate that these cl1ildren deser·ve their suppor·t rn or·der for 

them to positive>ly 9r·ow into r:'sponsible mrnclful parents ir1 future. 

(iv) Tilt~ loc-11 lt"1cl• . orHI ledCik~. wr<rilcllliiVl' llw, ~;lucly lJ(·:rH'IIUdl to llrern 

as they wouiL 1e enabled to handle t11ese children witll proper· car·e 

<:lllcl pmvicle tl r· needs accorclimjly. 

I 



CHAPTER TWO 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

2.0 Introduction 

Tl11s chu!-JlCI 1 evicws lile1 <JlUI c us ell I t~ccuulll of the knowledge and ideas lhal 

have been establisllecl by accredited scllolars and experts in tile field of study. It 

IS guidecl by the objectives of the study outlined in chapter one. 

2.1 Definitive review of poverty 

!l is llUl ICciSY [U iiCIVt: cl LllliVt:!Sdi lieflniliUII Of IJUVerly lilis iS because lilere iS 

1ntense debate about poverty by researchers and some institution. However, 

uccorcllllg to (Sucl1s, 2.00~)) 1t IS gene1·ally agreed that pover·ty can be defined in 

tenw, of tiln~o di:.tln(Jtli:;h,lrJif' clcwecs. These are; extreme poverty, moderate: 

poverty illlCi r·elat1ve povrrty. btreme poverty means that housellolds cannot 

rned IJa~.r< rllcl"ti:, for '•IIIVIVdl. Sucl1 /X~UJJit: MCC perpetually hungry, unaiJie to 

,ICC<.:!;S lit:,lllli Cdtc:; Liley ld<:k .llllCt.tilie~ ul :;ale clnnklllg water, and sanilattun. 

They cannot afford education for their children; they lack basic shelter for their 

clCCurs only 111 cleve1oprng countnes. /VIoclerate poverty on the other l1and 

~!Cilerally rl'ler~ to cuiiUillolls ur life in wi11Cil IJasic needs are mel, but just 

barely. Relat1ve poverty IS cono;trued as a housel1olcJ income level below a given 

proportion of avera(}e nationill 111corne. In hiql1 income countries they tack access 

to culturql \)OocJs, enterta1r1me11t, recreation quality health care, education and 

other perquisites fot upwclrci soc1al mobility. 

ln poverty llas been defined 111 terms of l11e condition IIi 'wl11ch poor people find 

ll1ernselvr::, rr1. fur lilt: purposes uf Lliis re:oedrl/1, pove1 l wrll be defined ir1 rls 

multi-dimensional nature wlwre it includes inadequacy o: ncome and deprivation 

or' bilsic neec!s nncl riqhts, arrrJ lilr:k of accro:,c, to produr 1e assets as well ils to 

.; 



soc1al infr·astr·ucture <mel mar·kets (Government of, 1999). Accmcl1ng to the 

poverty reduction strategy paper for the period 2001 - 200'1, qualitative 

approach of .measuring poverty defines the poor as those who cannot afforcl 

basic food and non food items while tile quillitative approach defines poverty as 

the inability of people to meet thei1· basic neecls. ll IS associated with features as 

lack of land, unemployment, inability .to fee oneself and family, lack of proper 

housing. 

2. 2 Causes of poverty 

,\s reported in the poverty reduction strateC)y paper for the period 2001 -- 2004 

and the seconcl participatory poverty asse•.sment study in (Government of , 

1 999), the following are the causes of poverty in . Low agl'icultural livestock 

productivity and poor m21·keting. Mostl 1 caused by traditional farming methods, 

low soil fertrlily, clrougllt ncl flood, poor ancl 111aclequate extension serv1ces, IHCJI1 

cost of inputs, low que: f seeds, lack of credit fC~cilities, lack or pnsture and 

water, animal disease, JCk of information ancl oppcJrtunities on marketing. 

Insecurity fo1· example anditr;, hijackinCJ, raidinCJ, stock theft, robbery and 

looting, phy~;lrill in]tlr)', 111tili!lion, l'iliJ<' <111rl 111111·rii'!', line- ~llfJioyme11l illl(l low 

wages coupled with lack ·f infrastructure for self-employment. Bad governance -

lack of tl-cllbJlarency a1h accountability i11 n1<11laqement of resources and funcJs 

meant to benefit con .'llUilllic•,, Land ,,,',IN !at1d!essnes~;~ squ<l tt:rdorn, 

communal ownership customary laws qovem1ng Janel and fraqmentation. 

inadequate roads - pc r roacl 11etwo1·k wl1ich causes lack of access to schools, 

mMkets ancl hospitals. Cost of social services - health, educat'1on, etc. HlV 1 

Ali)S- yuuiHJ diHJ ellei<JcliL litt~ lecJvirHJ l11e ulli, willows dlltl UIIJIIclll:,. C:c~u:.c;s ---
hlf.Jil clepenclency ancl wastage of time canllCJ for the ill. 

Gender 1111balance -- for exa111ple lack of ow11e1·',hip ~11CI control ove1· pmciurtive 

cJ~~els sucl1 c1s ldllci IJy worne11, lcJck ur acu-;~,·; lu ucccltl clue to lcJck or collateral. 

This makes female families vulnerable. DiS21bility - clisablecl people ar·e cleniecl 



iKcess to public utilities, gooci health care, basic educat -n and vital information 

leacl11l~l to lc1ck or e1nploylllc11t opportu11ilics. Personc causes - laz.iness ancl 

social breakdown (Government of, 1999). 

2.3 Effects of poverty on provision of quality educ :ion 

llavillU cHliuilclt,,~Li 1 1w 111diLlur:o or lJLkilily t:dt.rccJliurl ir .cl1ools, il is worthy lo 

note that all clspccts of qu<litty cannot IJe achieved b· :ause of the effects of 

pover·ty in financing education irl whicll include; 

Lim1ted provrsion ol school lcKiiltles, equipment and materials. Such affects the 

quality of Leaclling and teaming. Less staff development and training 

0pportunities. Poor nutrition and feeclincJ habits in schools, poor health among 

•;omc :;ltrli<'llh. l'oor· llr11<' rnilllil()c'llH'IIl c".fl\'Ciiilly when learrririCJ r~. lrlterruptccl as 

students are sent for fees irl some schools. Poor working relations in schools, 

lack of clevelopment of certain skills in students due to inadequacies of tile 

curriculum some scl10ols aclopt. Increase school dropout (Government of, 1999). 

The lrst of the effects 111 long depending or1 the nature and type of school and 

tile c~rlV!IUIIillt'lll 111 wllrcl1 l11c school is situated. For instarrce scl10ols irl the ar-id 

<mel scm1 ar·icl cit-eel:; arc tnorc vuillCriiiJle compared to schools in high and 

medium economrc potentral areas. equally, scllools attracting students from 

,lmor1g tlw urbun poor arc more susccptible to poverty compared to school 

childr-en of the wPII to clo in society. Worst affrcted ~re qirls in some 

cornnH1111l1es wl1enc: UH:>y rnay lx; cleniecl eclucalion in ravour or boys. In other 

Sltuatiorls tile girls may be married off to counter the perennial poverty in their 

home as the f)irrents llopc: to llc f)ilicl :·.orne ciOV'If'y. (Aba~Ji ancl Odipo, 1997). 

Day schools are most illfectecl especiillly schools in tile low income__arec;s. other 
--~ 

:oclluol:. d llr c1Ll v~er y r cw "lud,;r 1t:, :,uc/1 l11cil l11cy Lcl r 11 rut er 1juy ecor 1or r JIC:O ur sccJie 

in financ1nCJ ec1uc<~tionCJI iiCtrvities ancl programmes. Whe,·e the average poor 



str·ug9le to educate therr cl1ilciren puttlllCJ almost all the family IIICorne in 

filldiiCill'j Uf till' lcdlll.diiOII Of tiiL'II C:liildiL~II, till.~ IIOUI(:~,[ Uf tile j.JUUI CIU 110[ dl.C.l~S!, 

this servrce. ·Contrary, the non poor appear to be benefiting from the cost 

sharing arrangement in financing sec:on.darv eclucation hence the escalation of 

the gap between tiK' r·ic:ll ancl the poOl' rn socrcly. 

Tile school is the most important functional point for achieving the eclucational 

goals. (Abagi and Odipo, · 997). 

!r1 , many cl1ilclren whC\ •Iter tilL? sr:l1ool •;y·;tc'rn ell the seccmclary level clo r1ol 

complete the cycle stud ls dropout at various sta9es of the education system. 

Several factors are resp sillle for hiCJh dropout r·atc~; and hence low cor'npletion 

r·ates among secondae school students. Schools require students to have 

uniforms, textbooks, an stationar·y ancJ pay tuition building fund ar1cl activity 

fees. Due to high cost o these rtems, cll-rldren, whose pz:rents cannot afford to 

provide all or most of ti .c:se requirements, Me always under pressure from the 

schools' ad/llrnistraiOI'S. The fru~;tratror1 thc>~,c •;tucJront:, (_IO throuoh ,Jffect their 

academic performance. they lose rnterest in educatron and, eventually, dropout 

,.ll.bagi and Oclipo, l gg7)_ 



3.0 Introduction -

CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY -- .-.. 

Thi:; cl1apter gives Lllcc~ mel11ocJs Lllal the researcl1er usecl to select the 

,;eo,Jrdpi 11cill c~rca:,, I ru111 wlllc.h research was carrie< out and methods of 

selection of respondents. It also explains the methods rsed to collect, process 

and analyze data. 

3.1 Rese<Jrch design 

Tllis stucJy employed a clescrrptrve design since the stuL was about e>:plaining a 

scenano or clfl event. P.otll qr1alitative an!! quantrtatrve ethocls were used. The 

quantitative and qualitative techniques were used to cc ~ct and analyze data on 

the parenthood pr·actrces. 

3.2 Study population 

3.3 Sample frame work 

3.3.1 Sample size 

,., total ol seventy re ·poncll'nl~; were usecl for the total population of schools usecl 

for this study as illustrated by the table 3.1. 

'I 



Table 3.1: Categories 'sample 

Categories of respond 1ts 

i Teachers 

' st~dents - --

Parents 

Total 

Source: Primary data 

3.3.2 Sample techniques 

Sample 

10 

40 

20 

Usi11g c1 convenient ~><Jmpling lcc:lmiquc, " total ur seventy responcJc11ls were 

picked at random to participate in th1s study. 

3.3.3 Sample procedure 

Ir1 canyinq out rc:sear ell li1L" re;carciH-:r· rir:, qol a r·eiea~;e beller· fr·orn the course 

administrators which li1e researcher took to the schools under study. The 

r·esear·ciler ther1 was (Jiver1 nem1ission by the aui·hority to access ir1formation 

from the school. 

3.4 Methods for ci<Jt<J collection 

3.4.1 Instruments 

Question no ires 

These were used to collect informatror1 fmm sorne students since these 

respondents are literate and are able to understand the lan~Juage berne) used. 

• Interviews 

Interviews were held wrl11 teachers and JJarer1lS since they are busy arK! have no 

time to answer questionnaires. 

3.4. 2 Sources of data 

Thts study usecl both primary and secondary clatil 

1<1 



l'rllllcll·y cidlcl was cullcclccl ll:ii!HJ qucsi-IOII!lillres and interview guides, which was 

~JIVt'll lo slulie11b, parents aml teachers respectivelv. 

Seconda1·y data was through document analySIS 111 the lorm of reports, tra1ning 

manual, news papers, and joumals for the period under study was read and the 

required data collected from t11em. 

3.5 Data pmcessing and analysis 

<)Lidii[d[IV\' tfd[d lllVI-IfV<'ti illll'l' •;cl:; <Jf ,H_[IVIlit:•; WfliCh illCIUcJeCJ ec/ilillCJ, COCJing 

dlld fnoXfli'"'(Y ldiJUldliOI\: .. I c\illlllJ Wib doll<: IJy looking through <2ilCii of the f1elcl 

responses f1·om questionnawes and intet·view guides ascertaining that evet·y 

CJpplicable question has an answer and all errors eliminated for the 

completeness, accuracy and untfor-mity. 

·1 he researcher tl1en proceeded 011 to cocJtng the va, 1us responses given to 

pa1·Ucular quesliUIIS tilal lack wdiii<:J fra1t1es, lle lhe eslablisileli iluw flldllY 

Un1es each a!tetTI(ltiVl~ respor1.se category was given an 1swer usiny Lally n1arks 

which w<~:; filter Jclclecl uf}. 

Data was the11 presentee! 111 frequency tabulations <endering 1t ready for 

rrllerprL'ldti<Hl. l~LHJld~IUIJ:, dllll lidclr1ull:!~l llldll<.> vvt~te a\~o lncluc!ed. 

I! 



CHAPTER ONE 

DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS AND THEIR FINDINGS 

4.0 Introduction 

This chapter deals wilh the analysis and interpretation of the clala collected. The 

results are presented in tables and in form of Frequency counts and percentages. 

4.1 Profile of respondents 

"\ total of 75 respor1cler1ls wlcrl: :;elecliorl. Tile LaiJies IJelow show llw various 

Lypes ol r·esponclerlls llrdl were :,elecled. 

Table 1: Respondents by age 

Age brackets ': Frequency Pcrccnt<~ge 

13- 19 10 13.3°/h 

20- 25 ! 20 26./% 

!.6 - 30 15 2'1% 

31 - 35 10 13.3r'l'u 

36-40 15 20'Yo 

·10 and above 5 6% 

Total 75 100 
.. 

Source: Pr·i mary c!a ta 

The table shown that the majority of respondents 60% were in the age brackets 

of 26- 30 ancJ 31- 35. 

Table 2: Respondents by gender 

Gender Frequency 

·10 

Female 35 

Total 75 

So~~rce: Prrm<Jry cl<ll<l 

,, 
I •• 

I- . 1-'Crcenrage 

53.3 

46.7 

lOO 



1\ccordina table 2 the male respondents were the majority that ·rs 53.3% and the 

female r·espondents vvere 46.7%. 

Table 3: Respondents by educational level 

Educational level frequency Percentage 

None [' :.:J 6.7 

Primary 10 13.3 

Seconda r·y 3U 40 

College I unrversity 30 40 
- -·--··· -·· 

Total 75 100 

Source: Pr·imilr·y clilti1 

The table shows the1L the rrlciJOrrty of the r·esponclents that is 30 ('10%) had a 

v1hile 5 (6.7%) llclll 110 eclucalrorl. 

4.2 Effects of poverty on the academic performano of students 

i(<::.L'dltll illltilriLJ:• ll~VL~<il tlll~ll: i:," rclc~LrrHI"Ilip IJelweerl !JOVt=rly i111CI academic 

pcrfomldrKc ol clulic'rJt:.,. It w;1s revealed L11al the tracl· ronal divi!>IUII uf labour 

strpulates that girls and boys perform certain tasks withi the domestic economy 

d:O UII!Jilltl ldtllily ldiJUUI. Ill llldiiY jJOOI fillllilic:; lclbOi: ic, not only il cultural 

demand, but 111 many cases it may be absolutely impe1 we for family survival. 

The 1·elaWvely yreater value placed 011 tile unpaid clc estic fabour results irl 

frequent absentee1srn, chronic fatigue and hence poo 'Jerformance and then 

:;c·hool cii'OJ'Otlt. 

During the study the researcher observed rhat cl1ildren "'110 were supposed to be 

111 ~LI1uul vvere :oellllllJ pruliull', 111 l11e lllorkel Lo eam a livillCJ fu1 l111.: family . 

. ·\ccordillCI to the chilclrcn tholl' parents could not afford paying for their school 

I ; 
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<C<C:O cllld Lllerelore Liley ildd IIU LirOil.l' lllclll l<J ·.v\1 p!Udlllh lu ·,rr~ldlll liH.:III. 

·losl of the childrer; had slartecl ~;c:hool drlcl coulcl rrol qo further clue to lclC:k of 

;chool fees. 

r11e par·ents r·eveillecl Ll•at lhc eclucalior;iil co~;t Llw·y l;acl to bear rr1 order to 

·.:ducate L11eir cl;ilurer; Wd:O lrrgl; dtlll L11erefore l11ey cuuldr1'L dli'urcl il. Educdliur; i:o 

)Oor·ly suppor'tecl in many African countries (~Jikiny2111gi, 1980). In for example, 

the lack of pmper govemmental support places a considerable economic burden 

,with regmds to funding) on parents and children. According to Tomasevsky 

,.'llU3), he~~. d l"<jdl ']lldldlill•c· ul ltl'<.' "dll' <iliUII. IIINil'V('I, Iii:,,[ Jilt' ill(' lt••Jirl 

guarantee secondar·y school fees continue to be charged a situation; wl1ich 

according to the school authorities, forces parents to withdraw their· children 

from the school system. 

r\ccording to the teachers some of the childr·en were always sent home due to 

r;ur; payrnenl dtld I.Jecduse ur Llidl Ll;ey wuulcl rniss •:ld~ses emu l;er;ce poor 

perrormance. The teachers also revealed Lhdl beccruse of poverty clirldrer; dte 

forced to clo wor·k at home befor·e they come to school and rl1is leaves them very 

tired ancl therefore cannot concentrate in class which leads to poor performance. 

4.3 Limited provision ·f school facilities, equipment and materials 

The study r·evealecl thal Je to poverty school facilities and equipment mater·ials 

w''rl' r.rnrrr• ;md tlwrrl· ' tlw c,trrdPnts clicl not IX'r·form well in .class because 

they could not under·sta what the teaches were teachin(J. The finclir1CJS r·elating 

to limited pmvision of : 1ool facilities equipment and materials were captured 

and presented in percen .ges using frequency counts in form of the table below. 

1-1 
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Table 4: Provision of school facilities 

3 

·4 

I . ) 

6 

: lll'lll Strongly 

· We have enough text books 30% 
···-

. 36'!/o 
I 

' Practical materials are enough i 33% 

' We llave all tile necessa·y 44% 
I 
i laboratories 

/\II stucicnt:; hilVC SCIIOOI Ulliforms 401Yr, 

. We llave ellOugh d1a1rs and black 50% 

Source: Pnmary liilla 

Chart I: Provision of school facilities 

.. ·1 .u 

In i 1 ~ r1 [[1 
;: Ill] ~ I rl I. [. 
i 0 II II I I I :Ill.. I l 
\JIll lilJlilll I Lllltl II ·. LJ I 

40 

3 5 i 9 11 13 15 17 

\ Agree 
' 

I 

11 zoio 
~-- !----- - ··-

: 10% 

17% 
J ..... -
'4% 

20% 

j Disagree-) 

i 

·\ ssalo __ _ 
.I---- ---.... 1 

:54% i 
. - -16QD!o_ - Jf 

151% 

I 
151% 

30% 

I 

I 
-::_.1.. 

! 

__________________ ..J 



1 !~<' Ld\1\c' dil<l cll..Jrl ·.llUW llldl •,tl'Yo dr~.dCJin.~ lllill l11ey lwve enowJh Lexl books, 

')·1% said ll:ey dill rlol twve enough classrooms, 60% said the practical materials 

were not cnougl1, 51% ck1 r1ul l1ave tile necessary laboratories, and school 

u111forms <lml 30"1<' cio not hilve enough chairs and blackboards. These all 

naturally affect tile cKilCiernic performance of students. In interviews held with 

the teachers they revealed that lack of these facilities led to children performing 

poorly sinu-: Liley clicl not hcwe whal to use to study. 

4.4 Less staff development and training opportunities 

Tile fincJirlCJS of Llie stucly are wesentecl in the: followincJ table ancl chart below. 

T<>ble 5: Less staff development and training oppor·tunities 

] lt·' I 11 J Strongly I Agre I Disagree 1 
t I i 

agree : e 

'l 
~ 

3 

,
,1 

31% 

We 11ave few tr·ainecl teacher·s 59% 

Classes ar-e lar·ge for the teacher·s 60% 
- ... 

We clo r1ot uncler·stand anytl1ir1g since the classe 51% 

ar·e large 

Teachers do not leJch ull lessons slllce they ar 'J'l% 

few 

· llcC,lli'>C te21c ller:; die' lese, p<lrcl tlley get 57°/c, 

frustrated and don't teach well 

Source: ~nmary data 

9% 40% 

I 19% 22% 
-. _!- ------ - ---=-:-,---·-i 

)10% 30% 
. --\----------T--

1 4% 144% 
! I 

I -- . 
30% l 14°/o 

' 
I 
I -. 
:7% 36% 

I L . I , , I 
. _L_ ___ --- _____ ! 



Chart II: Less staff de elopment and tr<Jining opportunities 
,~~ 

! 

I 
I 

I 
i 

i\ I 

tiO 

50 

'40 
')f\ ,,, 

:]() 

10 

I) 

'I 
1-

I 

. I 

I 
I 
., 
,) 

D· l 

n 

11 I l ol[!_l · J 

7 (' 
,) 

Variables 

1 1 1 ') ,) 15 11' 

I 
I 

I 

I 

' 

I 
!_. ___ --------- ----- ·- - ---~ ____ j 

The table shows that 31% strongly agree that they have few teachers, 59% 

anything since the classes are large, and 54% say teachers do not teach all 

subjects since they are few allCI :5/'X, say t11at.teachers clo not teacl1 well clue Lo 

fr·ustrations. These are all effects of poverty which affect the academic 

Accordin~J to the te<JChers they im: less pard ancl yet they handle larqe classes 

and leach fur lllcliiY iluur·s. They also reveaku lllal l11ey ilacl less Lrdlrrirry ar1u Lhis 

so because they did not have funds to cater for their training. 
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4.5 Poor nutrition, feeding habits and poor health among students 1n 

~chools 

Table 6: Poor nutrition, feeding habits and poor health among students 

in schools. 
1 " 

: Item Stmngly ; Agre 

! agree e 

1 -- r·\i\ie 11ave feeding r•mgr·ams at sc~1ool 20% 30% 
·-- .. 

I 10% 20(Vc) 
I 

3 We eat all necess y meals ancl well prepared i 40% 20'Yo 

. Disagr-ee 

50% 
- .. 

70% 

40% 
-- " I -. - ---···- ----

-1 . The school envir< nent is clean and clisease fr·ee '45% SO!() 

:., 1 !he school l1as 0 u heallh idcrlilies 30'0, 1 :Jl'l!J 

6 --!Few stuclents ra:l ck 10% 40% 
- ! 

Sour·ce: Pr·imary data 

Chort Ili: Poor nutri ron, fc~c~din<J and po<n h<~<lit:h illllOiltJ stuclenl c. rn 

schools 

80 

3 
,. 
,) 

Variables 

lk 

13 1!) ~ -~ 

I' 

50% 

J :·;cl/() 

50% 



1 he table and cl1at shows SO'Yo uo not have feeding programs, 70% do not eat a 

LJcJidiKeLi Lliel, ,10% Liu IIUl ec<l cJll the Jl<.:Les~Clry meab, 50'Yo clie in school 

cnv:ronn1c1H th21t is not :~.:1fc :: 1rl coulci fa!! sick an',' tirne while 55 1Vo say tile 

sct1ool do not have qood health facilities and 50% say that most students fall . . 
sick ot school. 

f\ccorcling to tile students the meals prepared was alway maize and beans and 

1l was not well prepared. T\ 1ey revealed tildl those who .me from rich families 

could afford to buy whateve1· they wanted to eat but the · who came from poor 

ldllllllcc; lldli 11u <litiiU' llidll lu <'dl wlldl tl~t· :.ciJuol prep. ·li even lhOli\Jii il Wile. 

not good. 

The teaclle1·s who al~o ate the same foocl provided for the students admitted 

lliol tile fuucl wc1s IIUl well prep&ell but Liley also had no choice to eat the food. 

The headmaster revealed that tile food was not well prepared because of lack of 

ft1ncl•; to htJY tile nen";SaJ"V Jnqrc:ciJPnts for the foocl. 

Tile scl10ol d1d not also have enough money to equip the school dispensaries and 

\)\CCiJLJSC Ul Lillo lilt! cLllUUI llu llUl lidVC <CIIUUlJII llllXIiLcll CillC1lliU11 WIICII llicy filii 

sick. /\II these are lxnriers to academic pe,·tormance. 



4.6 Increase school drnpout 

Table 7: Incr·ease sch· 11 dropout 
I . . . . 

· Itc m 
I 
I 

1\(_Jrc I Di~;<J(_Jf"CC i 
e 

Sl roli()ly 

nQree 

1 
--
~1ost students dr-

Clitlliretl licivl: lu 

to school and he 

.. - . "-

out cltJe to poverty 70% 

11k illllonle.lx:lor<~ Liley l.Oilll: \ C> 1J% 

:e pet·form poorly which leads 

to poo1· performilt ·e and hence dropout 

3 The school env1 .lllment is not good due to 60% 

poverty and 11e1 t(C students dropout 

20% 10% 

I 1)' 11, ~~:!. 1 Yo 

10% 30% 

' i I ·l 1 S"'o 
- . r· . --.---

:25% 
.. 

4 . Children do no' have whi1t to CiKh zmd study 5 l",~' 

5 

' when hungry yet they do not understancl and 
I 

' : hence dropout 
----

' The distance from home to school iJ1·e lonCJ ancl i 50% 
. i 
I students reach scl10ol when they arc llrccl ancl '1 

~ therefore GJilt1ot concentt·ate in class whtch le<Jds 1 

to scl10ol clropuul. 
1 Parents are poor and therefore thetr ·claugl1ters , Lf0'\lo 

I 
; clwpnut of ::ci1ool to get· nJi·HTi<'cl ~o !hilt they em: [ 

i paid dowry. 
I 

Source: P1·imat-y data 

20''1n 30% 

According to the table 70% of students dropout due to povetty, 59% have to 

wor·k at home before they go to school which lives them tired ancl therefore 

cannot concer1t1·ate 111 class, 60% leave ~;chool because the school environment is 

other·s. 50% agree that long distances cor students are a burden ancl therefore 

sliiclcnt:, emlecl up clmppirKJ oul illl(l ,10% ;,;-ri(i \hell par·ent'; fot-cecl (jll'ls to leilve 

school ear·ly to get marTiecl due lo poverty. 

-~II 



Tile study round out that stuclents from poor l1omes found it very difficult to 

cope with U ie school eiWiroilillt:nt since they lacked many things that is they did 

not have enough or good food to eat, they did not have school Ulliforms and 

were always sent home for school fees these alone lead to frustration and the 

child hatinq the school er1wonment this tl1erefore leads to school dropout. 

4.6 Exposure of students <Jnd st<Jff to indiscipline 

Table 8: Exposure of students and staff to indiscip\ .1e 

1 

2 

3 

11<'111 i StronC)Iy 

· , agree 

' Students tum to drugs due to poverty ' 80% 
-- . --

; Students turn to deviant behaviour when the~ 59% 

lack something 111 life 

Tile teacher·s clo not care about students fror 60% 

poor fCJillilres cillcl therefore they behave the V\,) 

. t11ey want 

' Studer1ls perfor111 poorly in class because the . 40% 

. lack matem1ls and this leads to :,:uclents losin!J 

• interest rn eclucatiorl and l1ence indiscipline cases 

(~ : Chiklren frn1n pnor fflnlilies C~rr\ tl1e most 4Q0/0 

· unclrscrplinecl 

n . G.,:cause teacher·s &e frustrated they clo not care 60% · 

: alJout the clrsCipliile ol l11e student~ 
! 

Source: Pi-iillar·y ciata 

: Aqre I Disagree 
e \ .. 

106/~ I io% ---
i9o/~-~2.2.% ~ 

I \ 

10% 130% i 
I I 

, I I 
1· 2.0°/~ -1-40%-- --1 

20% 40% I 

----···"·-·---J 15% \25% 1 

I I 

i lie tahlt> <:ll'di·ly :;how~; lh<1t •;lucients who come from poor families are likely to 

diJu~e ciiL)(J~ IJeLciU"'-' lill'Y cJil' fiu~lrcJtl'li cillcl UO'Yo dQrel' tu lilcit. TeiJllier:, 

revealed that students who come from poor families are willing to study but 

~I 



because of what they I< ., that is parental love, good food, ancl goocl clothes 

c~mor1g olht:r~ cliscourdtJl hern ill ill llierdort: lllrn \o dt;virllll behilviour·~,. 

The study also found out that due to. poverly the relationship between the 

teachers are not well paid and they look at the poor students as the cause of all 

these ancl the par·ents ore fr·uslrated sirKr their chrlclren are always being sent ..,._.. -;::__ . 

home and the students also get tir·ed of all these These are a hrndr·21nce to 

academic per·for·mancc. 



CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY, RECOfVJMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS 

5.1 Summary 

From the s\.udy 1\. can be noted that poverty has a direct relationship on 

academ1c perfomkJIIU' of tile :;tuclenb. 

5.2 Conclusion 

Cciucalio11 1" wiclcly cJccepled do U1e llldlil exist route fmrn poverty. It is tile 

l•ackbone of growth and development of inclrviduals and the nation. However, its 

iiCilrc'Vc'II\C'rlt c:clllllllllc'<i lu vlll<.lc~ llliiiiY 11~; wl1o are poverty stricken. 

Tl1is 11as perpetuated tile v1cious circle of poverty so mucl1 tl1at tl1e gap between 

the iicll dllli lflL' puui 11<~~, ~t'Pl ur1 wH/vrlrrl~.J d~, U1e e>:Lren1e poor t.lrc denied 

acce~s to education. 

Equally access to quality education among some of tile 1 Jor has constantly been 

dffecllctl IJy povl'rly 111 llliil ~.ollie iJCCCJo ;·dllLdliun Lllcll , marred IJy lack of l11e 

r1ght rnstructlonal facrlitres il!lci equipll".'llt, poor pr• esses of rJelivery, 111-

coriclucive and unclttr<JCtive leaminq environment, etc. 

These render them to uncornpetitive in tile JOb market lowever, the efforts by 

l11e \)oven lllll:lll or lu dVclrl educ21Uor 1<1l UIJfJurlullilies · l11e poor c~re welcome 

especially Llie proposed turlion waiver in :;cconclary sell< Is. Because this will not 

lully solve Uw pmlJielll ol the poor 111 acccss1ng secondary, the educational stake 

holder should further augment government efforts in financing education . 

.. ' 



5.3 Reco114mendations 

Tile govellllllelll Cllld school llldllcKJl:l s lllcJY CUII!iidlcr tile followilllJ 11 Lhe 

nnancing secondary eclucalion lo reduce the burden of financrng ocluca1ion 

among the poor-. 

Waiving duly on learning and teaching .matenals. 

Fnrouroq·lllq ·Jndust ry tn FJ:>si::;t ill finnnrilliJ of c·rh w ?II infl esper:ln!ly thro! JC)h 

scholarships. 

tr1Couraging C01111l1Un1LY 1111Lratrvc:~. 111 llndnCIII(j of •;ciJOCJI!,. 

Setting up of education insurance for the poor especially the orphaned ancl other 

vulnerable groups. 

At school level, schools should be encouraged to diversrfy the income generating 

dllivilies \1y fm '""dlllpk sellill(J up prml111lion lHll\" in the wmk!;hops and 

laboratorres. 

Encourage clubs ancl to start of income gene1·at1ng activities. 

Schools shoulcl IJe C:IICOUI·agccl Lo keep gum\ reldliu11~ w1L11 tiH: WllliiiUilllio!, to 

attract well wisl1ers wl10 \VOulcl wish to ,JIVe •;ome i1551S\ance. 

Mounting training cou1·sr.· to community members with the resources available in 

schools for example wor. hops, computer laboratories, 11ome science moms, sick 

bays, t~c may be new w s to raise fllncls for school. 

Diversification of the ilK• ne generating act1v1ties requ1res some amount of input 

111 terms of fi11a11Ces whi< ' otherwise which may not be readily availaiJie in most 

' : 
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poverty stncken schools. Approaching financial rnstitutrons to advance loans to 

filldllet' fe,,;,i\Jie iJJUllllc~ qerlerdlirKJ aclivilies may i.Je explor:>d. 

School leilclers should embr<lCe school llclsecl management and develop the 

kr1mvledge base associated witll efficiency and effectiveness irl school 

milnagement for the purposes of acllieving the educational goals for the 

learners. Owing to the effects of poverty in provision of education, school 

gover·ning str·uctures should strategize on the school aspects which need more 

t'rnphilc;i~. cornp<n·<·<l lo ntlH·r··, In meet the f':<penations ancl interests of the most 

rrnporlanl corl~liluenl- tile sluclenls. 

----
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APPENDICES 

APPENDIX I: QUESTIONNAIRE FOR STUDENT 

Dear respondent, 

I c11n a ~luclt~rll of Karnpc1la lrrlemCJliorlCJI Urliver;,ily corryirlQ uul orr dCaCiernic 

research, '. You have been randomly selected to participate in the study and are 

thcr·efore kindly requested to provide ilncl crppmpr·iate rlllswers by either tickinq 

the best option or (jivinCJ explanation where applicable. The answers provrcled will 

r1ol be usecl for- acarlernic: purpos·~s crncl will be treatecl with utmost 

curlllderll~crlil y. 

N.B: Do not write your r 111e any where in this paper. 

A. Personal rnforrnatior1 

I . (~t'lllil 'I 

Males Fe111ale 

' Age 

20 - 2S 26-30 

31 - 3S 36 cmcl crbove 

l'v<11uate lhe followinq stalemC'nl •; u:;irYJ I'll<' rnllowrnq 

fllJ I <:< · 
.....----· 

3 2 1 



\il) l.lnlitccl rxov1sion of school facilities, equipment and ~naterials 

\Vc l!dVC L'llULHjll lt..:>:t l lUUk~ 

I 
') : Wr h;wr' PllOII\Jh clns';ronrns 

· P1·actic<1l rnatnrials arP enough 

·1 
: 
! vvc have all the necessary 

' 
(i ! We. have enouqh chairs and black 

boards 

(b) Less staff clevr'iopment an trc1ining opportunities 

l 

·2 ; 'We have few trained teachers 

: Classes are large for the teaches 

·1 w,, <In lllll tl11tlrr';t;mrl i1nytlnnrJ! 

since the classes are large 

~··-



6 Because Leacher·s ar·e ress paid llrey 

get fl"ustrated and don't teact1 well 

(c) Poor nutrition, feeding habits and poor health among students in schools 

1---··rwe r-lave feecliri9 programs at 5ct10o1 
I 

---'--··-···-------·----· ·-··-·· ..... ·- . ····-·-· ...... ······- ····---·-·--· .... ··--------·I 
7. ! The diet is bal;<nced I 

r I 

3 We eat illl necessary meals ar1t1 well 

. 
-1 The school environment is clean and r 

disease free 

"- - -· 

5 The school has · od health facilities 

-
6 Few students fa ;ick 

THANK YOU 

-· -;:.... 



APPENDIX I: QUESTIONNAIRE FOR TEACHERS 

Dear respondent, 

r am a student of Kampala International University carrying out an academic 

research on the topic "the effects of poverty on pupils academic performance of 

selected secondary schools. You have been randomly selected to participate in 

the study and are therefore kindly requested to provide and appropriate answers 

by either ticking the uest option or giving explanation where applicable. The 

answers provided will not be used for academic purposes and will be treated with 

utmost confidentiality. 

N.B: Do not write your name any where in this paper. 

A. Personal information 

1. Gender 

~~ales i"r'tn;11e 

2. Age 

20- 25 26-30 

31- 35 36 and above 

Evaluate the following statements using the following 

, No sure 
! 

13 
Disagree 

2 

, Agree 

' 1 
' - , ___ --~----·--· ---~- - ----· 

31 



(a) Increase school dropout 

1 

2 . ~-h::hild-ren-l1ave ~to~~ wo;:k. at home before they come to 

I school and hence perform poorly which leads to poor 
l 

performance and hence dropout 

--~~- - _j 
3 TtH" school environment is not good due to poverty and I 

hence students dropout I 
I 
l 

] 

\ 

, I 
~ ~- -~- -----· ~ ·--- -1 ····-- - . - _____ , 

Children do not have what do eat and study when hungry : 4 

yet they do not understand and hence dropot.;~ I 

5 Tile distances from l101ne to school are long and students 

reach school when they are tired and therefore cannot 

concentrate in class which leads to school dropout. 
I 
l 

! 
.6 

. ·-· ~ ... ···- . ·- I 
Parents are poor and therefore their daughters dropout of , 

school to get married so that they are paid dowry 

'') ·'-

' 
I ---·- ·--·- _ _. - l 



(b) Exposure of students and staff to indiscipline 
-------------------. 

1 ----rstuCientturn to drugs due to poverty 

2 

I 

I 
-~-----· -Students turn to 

somethinq in life 

-------c----: - --------
deviant behaviour when they lack j 

i 

The teachers do not care abo11t students from poor 
1 

' families and tllerefore they ber1ave t11e way they want 

I 
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l materials and this leads to students losing interest in 

I education and hence indiscipline cases 

5 Cl1ildren from poor- families are tile most undisciplined 
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(c) Poor nutrition, feeding habits and poor health among students in schools 

1 The school has feeding programs at school 
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' 2 -~ The diet is balanced 
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,3 Stuclents cal all necessary meals and well prepared 

--- - --·-~· ------
The school environment is clean and disease free 

--- --- ------ -·s The school has good health facilities 
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. 6 Few students fall sick 
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