
 

ADDIS ABABA UNIVERSITY 

COLLEGE OF EDUCATIONAL AND BEHAVIORAL STUDIES 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT 

 

 

Factors Affecting Students Dropout from Primary Schools of Kuyyu Woreda, North 

Showa, Oromia 

 

 

BY: ABEBE MEAZA 

ADVISOR: ATO AYALEW SHIBESHI  

 

 

 

A Thesis Submitted to the College of Educational and Behavioral Studies of Addis Ababa 

University in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements for the Degree of Master of Arts in 

Educational Planning and Management  

 

 

 

September, 2018 

Addis Ababa, Ethiopia.

 



 

 

ADDIS ABABA UNIVERSITY 

COLLEGE OF EDUCATIONAL AND BEHAVIORAL STUDIES 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT 

 

Factors Affecting Students Dropout in Primary Schools of Kuyyu Woreda, North Showa, 

Oromia 

 

 

BY: 

 ABEBE MEAZA 

 

Approved by The Board of Examiners:   

  

_________________________                                   ______________________       

Advisor                            Signature  

  

_________________________                                   ______________________       

                                   

Internal Examiner                      Signature  

  

_________________________                                   ______________________       

                                   

External Examiner                  Signature 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

STATEMENT OF CERTIFICATION  

This is to certify that Abebe Meaza has carried out his research work on the topic entitled 

“Factors Affecting Students Dropout in Primary School:  The Case of Kuyyu Woreda, North 

Showa, Oromia”.  The Work Is Original in nature and is suitable for submission for the award of 

Master Degree in Educational Planning and Management. 

 

 

_________________ 

Advisor: Ayalew Shibeshi (Ato)                                                                                                                                  

Date ____________ 

 

 

 

 

 



STATEMENT OF DECLARATION 

I, the undersigned, declare that this study is my original work and has not been presented for a 

degree in any other university, and that all sources of materials used for the study have been duly 

acknowledged.  

  

  

  

Declared by:  

Name: Abebe Meaza              Signature___________          Date ____________      

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ii 

 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

First  and  foremost,  I  thank  the  Almighty  Lord  for  endowing  me  the  endurance  and 

courage of going through all ups and downs to reach the stage where I am now.  

In writing the thesis my advisor, ato Ayalew Shibeshi has been source of support and 

encouragement.  His comments, suggestions, patience and useful advice have been invaluable 

inputs that have improved the quality of my work and also helped my career at large.   

I  would  like  to  thank  home room teachers, principals and supervisors of Kuyyu Woreda 

primary schools for helping me, starting from filling  the questionnaires and explaining some 

details, and the education Office  of the Woreda for providing me the relevant data for my study.  

Last  but  not  least,  I would also like to extend  my  thanks, to my brothers, and sisters, and 

everyone else in my extended family, friends and colleagues who have been supportive in my 

career. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



i 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS                     PAGE  

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS .............................................................................................................. ii 

LIST OF TABLES ......................................................................................................................... iv 

LIST OF ACRONYMS ................................................................................................................ vii 

ABSTRACT ................................................................................................................................. viii 

CHAPTER ONE ............................................................................................................................. 1 

1 INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................................... 1 

1.1 Background of the Study .................................................................................................. 1 

1.2 Statement of the Problem ................................................................................................. 3 

1.3 Objective of the Study ...................................................................................................... 5 

1.3.1 General Objectives of the Study ............................................................................... 5 

1.3.2 Specific Objectives of the Study ............................................................................... 5 

1.4 Significance of the Study ................................................................................................. 5 

1.5 Scope of the study ............................................................................................................ 6 

1.6 Limitation of the study ..................................................................................................... 6 

1.7 Operational Definition of Terms ...................................................................................... 6 

1.8 Organization of the Study ................................................................................................ 7 

CHAPTER TWO ............................................................................................................................ 8 

2 REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE .............................................................................. 8 

2.1 Education Wastage ........................................................................................................... 8 

2.1.1 What is Dropout? ...................................................................................................... 9 

2.1.2 Types of Dropout .................................................................................................... 10 

2.2 School Related Factors that Contribute to Students‟ Dropout Rate ............................... 11 

2.2.1 School Resources and Facilities affect School Dropout ......................................... 11 



ii 

 

2.2.2 The Effect of Class Size on Students‟ Dropout ...................................................... 12 

2.2.3 Guidance and Counseling Influences School Dropout ........................................... 13 

2.2.4 The Impact of School Leadership System and Practices on Students‟ Dropout..... 13 

2.2.5 Access of School/School Distance Affects Students‟ Dropout .............................. 14 

2.3 Teachers Related Factors Influence Students‟ Dropout ................................................. 14 

2.4 Students Related Factors Contribute to Students‟ Dropout ........................................... 16 

2.4.1 Students‟ Attitudes and Motivation towards Learning Affects Dropout ................ 16 

2.4.2 Students Pre High School Education or Experiences Affects Primary School 

Dropout 17 

2.4.3 The Impact of Students‟ Health Problem on Dropout ............................................ 17 

2.5 Parents and Community Related Factors Influence Schooling ...................................... 18 

2.5.1 Level of Parental Education Contributes to Students‟ Dropout .............................. 18 

2.5.2 Family Attitudes towards Education Affect Schooling of Children ....................... 19 

2.5.3 Demand for Child Labor Contributes to Dropout ................................................... 19 

2.5.4 Economic Status of the Family Influences Students‟ Dropout ............................... 19 

CHAPTER THREE ...................................................................................................................... 21 

3 RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY ................................................................. 21 

3.1 Research Design ............................................................................................................. 21 

3.2 Sampling Techniques ..................................................................................................... 21 

3.3 Data Gathering Tools ..................................................................................................... 24 

3.3.1 Questionnaire .......................................................................................................... 24 

3.3.2 Recorded Document................................................................................................ 25 

3.4 Procedures of Data Collection........................................................................................ 25 

3.5 Methods of Data Analysis .............................................................................................. 26 

3.6 Ethical Consideration ..................................................................................................... 27 



iii 

 

CHAPTER FOUR ......................................................................................................................... 28 

4 DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS, INTERPRETATION AND DISCUSSION ......... 28 

4.1 Response rate.................................................................................................................. 28 

4.2 School resources and facilities ....................................................................................... 30 

4.3 Teachers related factors .................................................................................................. 42 

4.4 Family and community related factors ........................................................................... 52 

4.5 Possible solutions to minimize the problem of dropout rates ........................................ 62 

CHAPTER FIVE .......................................................................................................................... 72 

5 SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION ............................................. 72 

5.1 Summary ........................................................................................................................ 72 

5.2 Conclusion ...................................................................................................................... 74 

5.3 Recommendations .......................................................................................................... 75 

6 References ............................................................................................................................. 76 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



iv 

 

                                          LIST OF TABLES 

Table 3.1: Name of schools in Kuyyu woreda, number of total population and sample population 

………………………………………………………………………………………...23  

Table 3.2: Woreda Level Trends in Elementary School Dropout Rate for Five Consecutive years 

(2012/13-2016/17)……………………………………………………………………..25 

Table 4.1 respondent‟s distribution   …………………………………………………………….28 

Table 4.2: Descriptive analysis output for homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is   

   related to school resources and facilities ……………………………………..…………38 

Table 4.3 descriptive analysis output for principals of the target schools……………………….38 

Table 4.3.1 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for laboratory service for practicing…..38 

Table 4.3.2 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for necessary reference book………….38 

Table 4.3.3 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for shortage of student text book……...40 

Table 4.3.4 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for class size or number of students in the  

  Class……………………………………………………………………………………...40 

Table 4.4 descriptive analysis output for supervisors of the target schools……………………...40 

Table 4.4.1 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for accessing  

   Elementary school……………………………………………………………………….41 

Table 4.4.2 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for shortage of  

   Student text book .………………….……………………………………………………41 

Table 4.4.3 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for class size or 

   Number of students in the class...………………………………………………………..42 

Table 4.4.4 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for academic  

   Support for female students..............…………………………………………………….42 

Table 4.5 Descriptive output for homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is related to  

    Teachers………………………………………………………………………………….43 

Table 4.6 descriptive statistics output for principals of the target schools……………………...51 

Table 4.7 Homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is related to family and  

  community……………………………………………………………………………….53 

Table 4.7.1: SPPSS frequency analysis output for Biriti School for Parents need of child‟s labor 

  ……………………………………………………………………………………………56 



v 

 

Table 4.7.2: frequency analysis output for Biriti School for able to afford school expenses……57 

Table 4.7.3 frequency analysis output of Gabra Guracha 2 School for parents need of child‟s  

  Labor……………………………………………………………………………………..58 

Table 4.7.4 frequency analysis output for Seyoum School for the students involved in generating  

  Incomes…………………………………………………………………………………..60 

Table 4.7.5 frequency analysis output for Seyoum School for parent‟s need of child‟s labor..…61 

Table 4.8 descriptive analysis output for principals of target schools…………………………...61 

Table 4.9 descriptive analysis output for supervisors of target schools…………………………62 

Table 4.10 Homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is related to possible solutions to  

  minimize the problem of dropout rates…………………………………………………..68 

Table 4.10.1 frequency analysis output of improving teaching methodology and assessments  

  And encouraging students to participate in co-curricular for the school Gabra Guracha  

 Number 2………………………………………………………………………………..68 

 

 

 



vii 

 

                                        LIST OF ACRONYMS 

CRC  Cluster Resource Center  

ESDP  Educational Sector Development Program 

FAWE Forum for African Women Educationalists 

MoE   Ministry of Educations 

NCERDC  North California education research and data center 

SPSS  Statistical Package for Social Science 

UNESCO  United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organizations 

UNICEF United Nations Children‟s Fund  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



viii 

 

ABSTRACT 

This study examined the factors affecting student‟s dropout in Primary Schools of Kuyyu 

Woreda, North Showa, Oromia. The study focuses on identifying the major problems causing 

dropout in most of the primary schools in Kuyyu woreda. The researcher classified the problems 

or factors of dropout into three main categories relating them to school, teachers and 

communities and families.  

The study, used quantitative collection  tool, questionnaire as  a  major  data  gathering 

instrument and various  recorded documents  with  respect  to students drop out  were  used  from  

the  sample  schools, and  zone education office. The questionnaire was designed for home room 

teachers, principals and supervisors of the targeted schools from the cluster through purposive 

sampling technique. 

For the analysis the researcher used SPSS and tried to discuss the major causes of drop out in the 

Woreda starting from both the descriptive statistics outputs such as mean, range and standard 

deviations and frequency analysis of the statistical package. 

The researcher tried to list out the major causes of drop out in the primary school of Kuyyu 

Woreda, such as students in ability to afford school expenses, the number of students allowed to 

take a lesson in a room, parent‟s need of childs labor, … etc and forwards series of measures 

needed to be taken to reduce dropout.  
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     CHAPTER ONE 

1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter gives a brief overview of background of the study and statement of the problem. It 

also presents objectives of the study, scope of the study, significance of the study and definition 

of technical terms (operational definitions) 

1.1  Background of the Study 

Education plays a significant role in the life of individual as well as in a society. According to 

UNESCO (1996), education is a key to sustainable development, improved living standard, 

peace and the exercise of fundamental human rights. Education increases and improves 

productive capacity, brings about attitudinal change which facilitates the development of the 

national economy and well beings of individuals and society. Much of the investment made in 

education  in  the  hope  of  an  economic  growth through  the  development  of  human  capital. 

Hardymon,G.Felda,Josh Lerner. And Ann Leamon (2002) indicated that human  capital  is  one  

of  the elements  that  are  determinant  for  economic  growth  by  contributing  to the 

improvement in the quality of labor force. UNESCO (1998) also stated  that  it  brings  high  

literacy  which  is  basic  requirements  for creating  a  competitive  work  force  and  a  nation  

of  effective  parents  and active  citizens.  Due to the above reasons,  countries  have consistently  

allocated  a  huge  amount  of  financial  as  well  as  human resources  to educational  sector.   

An education system to be internal efficient if  maximum output is obtained from a  given  in  

put;  or  if  a  given  output  is  obtained  with  minimum  possible input.  Therefore, educational 

inputs comprise the human, financial and physical resources. So, internal efficiency can be 

measured considering  the  relationship  between  inputs  and  outputs  through  the grade  

structure  of  educational  cycle .Dropout and grade repetition are among the major problems of 

internal efficiency of the educational system . 

The  resources  invested  have  to  be  properly  managed  and  utilized  in  order  to  promote 

efficiency in education. Failure to use the available resources efficiently to achieve educational 

objectives indicates wastage. According to MoE (2013), the main causes of educational wastage 
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are: improper utilization of educational resources, paucity of quality of education, poor and non-

conducive organization of schools to the learning-teaching process. The effect of these causes 

lead students to school dropout and class repetition to imply educational wastage. MoE (2013), 

also stated that when a class of students as a whole completes a certain grade with desired 

knowledge, skill and ability, it means there is no educational wastage. On the other hand, if 

students do not complete the required educational period, or fail to be promoted to the next class, 

or drop out of school, then it can be said that there is educational wastage. 

Dropout  is  an  action  of  leaving  school  by  students  due  to  different  reasons  before 

graduation or completion of a program of studies  without   transferring to  another elementary  

or  elementary   school (NCERDC, 2007). There is also a common understanding that much of 

the investment made in education has not been used when there is large number of student 

dropouts. As indicated in different findings dropout is one of the causes for educational wastage 

and internal inefficiency of the system. According to Habtamu (2002), internal efficiency refers 

to the ability of a system to graduate the greatest number of students with in minimum possible 

time. However, many studies and practices show that a large number of students do not complete 

their primary and elementary 1st cycle and 2nd cycle school education at expected time due to 

dropout and repetition. Keeping children in school is a major problem in many developing 

countries where high rates of repetition and dropout lead to inefficiency and wastage of scarce 

resources ( Hallak;1990).The dropout rate has major implications on the development  of  

productive labor force currently and in the future. The problems of dropping-out as one   aspect 

of educational wastage reduce the efficiency of elementary education.  Although receiving an 

education is important to success later in life, students who are dropping out of high school and 

not graduating a high school education is a problem that our country is facing (Townsend, 

Flisher, and King 2007).   

 Federal ministry of education stated its goal as to improve the quality of general education in 

order to motivate children to complete primary and elementary school and provide them with the 

knowledge, skills and values to become productive and responsible citizens. 

But, the low quality of outcomes and persistent high dropout  and  repetition  rates  identified  in 

education sector development program five (ESDP V, 2015) reflects  low  quality  of  

educational  inputs,  i.e. skilled teachers, relevant teaching and learning materials etc. The failure 
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of the education system to ensure student learning and acquisition of basic skills such as literacy 

and numeracy contributes to observed poor attainment and achievement                                                                                                             

However, the objectives  of educational sector development program (ESDP) are  building  more  

schools and  increasing  enrolment; improvement of quality ;and  increasing  the  financing  

(budget)  of  education (ESDP1,1998). These and other objective will not be achieved if there are 

dropouts at this particular level.  When students drop out of school, sequential school learning  

cannot  occur,  subject  matter  skills  cannot  be  developed,  and  much  student  talent  is 

wasted. Therefore, it was imperative and timely to look into the current status of the problem of 

school wastage through dropout in selected elementary school of Kuyyu Woreda, North Shoa 

Zone, Oromia.  Thus, the researcher was curious to assess the magnitude of the dropout rate and 

an attempt to identify the factors that contributed to students‟ dropout in these schools. 

1.2 Statement of the Problem 

Primary 1st cycle and 2nd cycle schools in Ethiopia have shown a rapid expansion in building 

schools and student‟s enrollment. But, many students leaving school (dropping) before 

completing a particular cycle/level of education that is wastage in resources, number of graduates 

and student years.(Haileselassie,2011) indicated that it is widely accepted facts that the most 

relevant indicator of educational efficiency is not just the number of students enrolled in the 

system but the number of graduates who have completed a given educational level with in 

intended time and with required learning skills, attitude and knowledge. The students dropout 

from schooling contributes for poor performance of economic and social developments 

(UNESCO, 2002). Adane (1993) observed that dropout rate is usually considered as an important 

indicator of efficiency of the school system when the rate is high it implies low level of internal 

efficiency and the vice versa. 

Some findings explained different causes that contribute to dropout rate among different social 

groups on the base of economic, cultural, gender, religion, and residential level. According to 

Haileselasse (2011) the factors that contributed to students drop out rate in his study area are: 

health problem, low expectation on future success and regular absenteeism, lack of 

encouragement from teachers, school distance, pupil‟s involvement in income generating 

activities, parent lack of perceived benefit from educating the child and drought and/or famine, 
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parental death, family breakdown, peer group influence, early marriage and pregnancy. All these 

factors together have impact on the overall high rate of dropout in the study area. 

The factors that cause students‟ dropout, that are sickness, economic reasons were serious, while 

lack of interest in learning, poor academic performance, unsafe road condition from home to 

school, lack of educational material, cultural impact, and harassment. 

Researchers found various causes with its different degree of contribution to absenteeism and 

school dropout at primary 1
st
 cycle and 2

nd
 cycle education. As many evidence reveals dropout 

rate are relatively higher in the first grade of primary school (Grade 1-8).Various school statistic 

reports in Kuyyu Woreda primary school were also compatible with the above discussion. In two 

consecutive years (2014/15-2016/17) zonal education annual abstract statistics show that from 

the total elementary school enrolled students, (15953 male and 13955 female), the dropout was 

male 782 and female 695 in 2009, and in 2008, 16576 male and 14537 female being enrolled, the 

dropping was male 936 and female 765.  

So, the purpose of this study was to examine the factors that contribute to the elementary school 

dropout rate in some elementary schools of Kuyyu Woreda, North Shoa Zone, Oromiya. The 

study emphasized on investigating the degree to which factors contribute the dropping-out in 

elementary schools.  The basic problem that had initiated the researcher to conduct this study is 

high rate of drop out in Kuyyu Woreda. Hence, the study aimed to answer the following basic 

research questions. 

 

1. What are the school resources and facilities that contribute to the elementary school 

dropout?  

2. What are the teacher‟s related factors that contribute to the school dropout? 

3. What are the families, and community related factors that lead students to school 

dropout? 

4. What are the possible solutions to minimize the problem of dropout in the elementary 

schools? 
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1.3 Objective of the Study 

The study is conducted with the aims of attaining the following objectives: 

1.3.1 General Objectives of the Study 

The general objective of the study is to examine the factors that contribute to students dropout 

from primary school of Kuyyu Woreda, North Shoa Zone, Oromia. 

1.3.2 Specific Objectives of the Study 

• To investigate the school resources and facilities those contribute to the primary school 

dropout. 

• To identify the teachers and students related factors that contributes to the primary school  

•To identify the family and community related factors that lead students to school dropout. 

• To identify the possible solutions to minimize the problem of dropout in the primary schools. 

1.4 Significance of the Study 

Dropout is one of educational wastages. Therefore, the results of this study are expected to have 

the following significance. 

• It may provide suggestions to concerned authorities, teachers, principals, parents, and the 

community at large, for the minimization and relative prevention of dropout of school in the 

future. 

• It is helpful for the researcher to regulate regular absenteeism. 

• The investigation of this study helps policy makers and other organizations that are interested 

in making decision and formulating principle regarding measures to be taken in reducing dropout 

rates. 

• The study will help for other researchers who want to conduct research on similar area. 
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1.5 Scope of the study  

The study was conducted to assess the factors that contributed to the school dropout in   selected 

elementary school of Kuyyu Woreda, North Shoa of Oromia Region. It analyzed the major 

factors of student‟s dropout (school related, teachers related, family and community related 

factors). The study was limited to twelve governmental primary schools out of fifty two schools, 

and participated only teachers, principals and supervisors of the selected elementary schools.  

1.6 Limitation of the study  

Since the study was limited twelve governmental primary schools out of fifty two schools, and 

participated only teachers, principals and supervisors of the selected elementary schools; it might 

lack coherence of variables in each schools and should have participated families and students 

too. 

1.7 Operational Definition of Terms 

 • Drop-out: Students who leave school before completing the grade or the educational cycle for 

which they are enrolled 

• Educational wastage: is the failure to achieve the intended results or goals that have been 

primarily set (UNESCO, 1980). 

• Primary education: refers to the provision of the second level instruction to pupils   usually 

between 7-14 age group 

• Primary schooling: refers to the provision of elementary education through formal school.  

• Internal efficiency: Indicates the measurement of performance with the education system,   

which students successfully completing a given level without wastage (UNESCO, 2002,) 

•Repetition:  Refers to the proportion of students who have remained in the same grade over one 

year and used additional resource for the grade. 

•Absenteeism: Refers to the students who don‟t attend school regularly.  
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•Inputs: Refers to human and non-human resources such as building, teachers, books,  teaching  

materials,  etc. which  may  be  aggregated  financially  in terms of expenditure  of  pupil-year. 

•Output: Denotes all kinds of measurable and non-measurable products that a system releases to 

its environment or retains to itself after the interacting functions of its components are completed 

in the transformation process (Melaku, 2017). 

1.8 Organization of the Study  

The study has five main chapters. The first chapter consists of the introduction which contains 

background, statement of the problem, objectives, scope of study, limitation of study, 

significance of the study, definition of terms and organization of the study.  The  second  chapter  

deals  with review  of  related  literatures:  issues  like  the  factors which contribute to school 

dropout;  School based factors, Teacher based factors, Student based factors, Parents and 

Community based factors will be discussed.  The third chapter presents description of Research 

Design and Methodology; Description of Sampling Techniques, Data Gathering Tools 

Procedures of data collection, Methods of data analysis and Ethical consideration. The  results,  

and  discussion  part  of  the  study  is  presented  in  the  fourth chapter. The last chapter 

comprises summary, conclusion, and recommendation of the finding which will be discussed, 

and analyzed in the fourth chapter. Tables, questionnaires, and checklists are included as 

appendixes in the part of the study. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

2 REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

This chapter focuses on the review of related literature on dropouts with factors related and 

reduction methods. The definition of dropout and the factors that lead to dropout and a broad 

description of some of the factors will be discussed. 

2.1 Education Wastage 

Keeping children in school is a major problem in many developing countries where high rates of 

repetition and dropout lead to inefficiency and wastage of scarce resources ( Hallak;1990). while 

many countries make high investment in education, investment on its own does not guarantee 

desirable results. If the benefits of investment in the education sector are to be optimized, 

wastage would have to be avoided or at least minimized. 

Educational Wastage refers to human and material resources spent or „wasted‟ on pupils who 

have to repeat a grade or who drop out of school before completing a cycle. It denotes the 

inefficiency of a school system and refers also to the wasted opportunities for these children to 

develop the knowledge, skills, attitudes and values they need to live productive lives and to 

continue learning ( UNESCO, 1998) 

The term “wastage” is generally used to describe the combined effect of repetition and dropout 

(UNESCO, 1980:13) repetition refers to student who, in a given year, remain in the same grade 

and do the same work as in the previous year. Various authorities have tried to define the term 

repetition. According to Hallak (1990) when students are the same grade in school for an extra 

year than being promote to the next grade with their peers, the practice is called grade repletion, 

UNESCO (1998) defines repetition as decision to hold pupils back in the same due to academic 

under achievement. Repetition is therefore, a decision to make a pupil stay in the same grade 

doing similar work as that of the previous year. 

Levy, 1971 in Ayalew, 1997. Dropouts, on the other hand, are students who leave school before 

reaching the end point of the educational cycle in which they are enrolled similarly (UNSCO 

1984) define that dropping out before the end of a course is considered wastage since the student 

who drops out has not achieved the educational objectives designed for the course. 
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It is difficult to estimate the economic cost of education to dropouts and their parents (Natriello. 

et. al 1995). However, it is possible to categorize the costs in to three components: the amount 

spent directly in schooling; the opportunity cost, and the future cost to dropouts and their parents 

(Lockheed, et. al,1991). 

The direct cost of education is the expense incurred by parents for the education of their children. 

These includes school fees and cost of uniforms, school books school equipment, transport and 

meals (Natriello.et. al 1995) 

The opportunity cost is the value of the alternative use of the resources deployed. The resources 

which is being used here is the child‟s time, parent will prefer to send their child‟s to school if 

they consider education to be the most meaningful investment. This is because if a child goes to 

school other opportunities are missed one significant opportunity cost is the time that a child is 

there fore not able to spend working (Natriello. et. al 1995). The future cost to dropouts includes 

all income forgone and other loses incurred because of the non completion of the cycle the child 

is enrolled. All these add up to wastage. 

2.1.1 What is Dropout? 

The term drop out is also defines in many ways, some state that drop out is any individual who 

quits school with out graduating or changing schools (National Education Association Research 

Division cited in Dorn, 1996).Hyde (1991 cited in FAWE, 1995 also state that dropout are 

children leaving school and not enrolling in that or any other school before they have completed 

a cycle (P.85). 

UNESCO (1998:15) notes that an education system is considered to be efficient if it produces at 

a minimum cost the desire out put in terms of a minimum number of young people who have 

acquired the necessary knowledge and skills prescribed by society. 

Recent reports (MoE, 2008) show that the dropout rate is very large (over 10%) at the primary 

school level in Ethiopia. Dropout rate is usually considered as an important indicator of the 

efficiency of the school system. Though the dropout rate is the highest in the primary level such 

a large dropout rate would mean a large amount of human and economic resources wastage. 
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However, in most literature, wastage refers to mainly repetition and dropout. This is the meaning 

adopted in this paper. The main focus being dropping out. 

Dropping out is a withdrawal of students from schools before completing on equivalent program. 

With drawls of student before it is therefore, considered as wastage since the student who 

dropout has not achieved the educational objectives design for the course ( UNESCO,1984 cited 

in Ayalew 1997). 

For this reason dropout is a world problem. But the degree varies between developing and 

developed countries. Shindu (1999:12) confirms that the problem is more series in developing 

countries. As to her, approximately, 96 million pupils who entered school for the first time, 25% 

( around 24 million) are likely to leave school before grade five many leave between grades two 

and five world Bank (1990), UNESCO (1984) are some among many to agree with given facts. 

Many researchers explained the reason as to why the rates of dropouts are higher for developing 

countries than for developed ones Simmons (1980:48) attempted to reason out this as. 

 lack of self reliance is the main constraints to expanding environment 

 individuals in developing countries generally have less motivation to obtain for more 

years of schooling. 

 parents of poor children are not as understanding or supportive as parents of upper 

income children. 

 The cost of education, both direct and indirect earning forgone are often too great for the 

poor to afford. 

2.1.2 Types of Dropout 

The types of dropouts are grouped according to their respective causes for quitting their 

education. Sapposta (1993) grouped dropouts in three categories. 

Involuntary Dropouts 

The problem incurred due to illness, physical disability and poverty and accident exerted 

externally and force the student dropout. 
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The Retarded Dropout 

Struggler students tend to dropout school prior to high school entrance. They are student who 

could not perform the necessary work required for promotion to the next grade. 

The Capable Dropouts 

These dropouts are characterized by certain personal and emotional factors they have the ability 

to do satisfactorily, even superior work in the school. But they are reluctant to make better 

progress in academic activity. As opposed to the retarded dropout, the capable dropouts have 

abilities of academic performance. They have potential for doing better, but they are dominated 

by social and psychological problems which are manifested in school (Frey in Sappasatta, 1993). 

2.2 School Related Factors that Contribute to Students’ Dropout Rate 

These factors are related with School resources and facilities, Guidance and counseling and 

school administrative characteristics, each of these are examined here under. 

2.2.1 School Resources and Facilities affect School Dropout 

Inadequate resources and facilities in schools massively affect students' dropout. Habtamu 

(2002) notice that It is widely accepted that schools with better facilities and materials that 

facilitate the instructional process are possibly more efficient than other without. 

Hailselassie(2011) further observes that the scarcities of school facilities that are particularly 

related to instructional activities contribute to low internal efficiency in term of both repetition 

and dropout. UNICEF (2000) indicated that physical environment in which the formal teaching- 

learning occurs ranges relatively from modern and well- equipped to open air- gathering places. 

According to Lizettee (2000) lack of facilities and poor hygiene affect both girls and boys. 

Without proper facilities it would discourage them from being in school and consequently they 

tend to drop out. school  physical  resources  and  facilities  include  school  buildings,  furniture,  

equipments  of laboratory pedagogical center, library, textbooks etc. many writers have tried to 

study the effect of school  physical  resources  and  facilities  on  academic  achievement  of  

students  in  particular  and internal efficiency in general.  Shortage to physical resources and 

facilities at school level cause wastage of education, by raising the repetition and dropout 
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rates(Shiuindu, 1999).These facilities are required to be proportional to the number of teachers 

and students in the school for the provision of quality education in school (MoE 2003). 

The school libraries should contain adequate and relevant book in terms of both number and 

varieties. Furthermore the school libraries should be opened for a long time to give sufficient 

service for both the teachers and students (MOE, 2003). A school library helps both teachers and 

students to find new information. It helps students to carry out assignment and homework .As it 

indicated by UNICEF (2000), the school library is the heart of the school. 

Laboratory is a special room in the school consisting special apparatus and equipments for use in 

performing experiments or exercises and working out problem (UNICEF 2000).According to 

Ethiopian elementary  school standard ,classroom is a room that is adequately ventilated, 

adequately lightened and only spaced for 40 students at once(MOE ,2003). 

Toilet buildings for both sexes and for teachers and students must be built in the schools 

separately. UNICE (2009), further notice that separate hygienic toilets should be made available 

for boys and girls when designing the facilities of a school. UNICEF (2006) observe that in 

Africa,  the lack of basic sanitation is the cause decreasing enrollment of girls in elementary  

schools but girls spend  more  time  in  schools  when  sanitation  facilities  are  adequate.  

UNICEF  (1998)  further observe  that   if  the  toilets  are  shared  by  girls  and  boys  or  are  

closely  located   in  schools  a significant number of girls drop out because of harassment and 

lack of privacy. 

2.2.2  The Effect of Class Size on Students’ Dropout 

Class size indicates the number of students in a class that affects the instructional activities. 

According to Canterbury  Christ  Church  University(2005),the large class size is a class which is  

difficult  to  teach,  asses  and  manage. Ministry of education set the class size of elementary 

school limit to 40 students per a class (MoE, 2005). But the reality in most developing countries 

is far from the stated number. Unless students  get  in time  feedback  because  of  the  large  

class  size,  they  do  not  show  progress academically and which may result in exam failure and 

dissatisfaction that leads them school dropping out. Large class size as one of the cause for 

inefficiency (Habtamu, 2002). Christopher (2016), indicated that in smaller classes better 
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teacher-student relationships are developed, students have greater access to resources, more 

individualized student learning occurs, and students have greater success after leaving school. 

2.2.3 Guidance and Counseling Influences School Dropout 

It is very important to assign professional counselors at school level for the benefit of students.  

In  the  Ethiopian  context, the  practice  of  guidance  and  counseling  is  commonly Practiced 

only at college and university level but not at all elementary  schools. 

The Ethiopian Primary school guidance and counseling is not considered as a primary useful 

service that facilitates the teaching learning process. As a result in most Primary school no 

organized guidance and counseling service provided by professional counselors. This is 

particularly true for Primary schools, in North shoa, Oromia. Therefore, lack  of  guidance  and  

counseling  has  its  own  contribution  for  students  drop out  in  the  study  area.  

An important  school  program  must  be  based  and  organized  around  fundamental principles  

and  must  be  an  integral  part  of  the  education  process.  A  good  guidance  program  should  

assist  the  individual  in  developing  to  the  maximum  of  his capacity  in direction  beneficial  

to  society, be continually  available, be  available  to  all individuals, meet  the  individuals  

varied  and  extensive  needs provide  for  both  group  and individual guidance technique 

(Dessalew ,1998). 

Thus, principles of guidance and counseling should consider the nature of community, 

information, knowledge and skills of the counselors, economic and social status of the 

counselees. An important function for any school counselor is constant shaping of students in 

problem. 

2.2.4 The Impact of School Leadership System and Practices on Students’ 

Dropout 

School leadership system is directly related to the qualification and experience of the leaders. As 

indicated by MoE (2003), the assignment of untrained and inexperience educational leaders can 

contribute to low efficiency of educational system. Adane(1993),also indicates that the problem 

of school management is one of the various factor that cause higher rate of wastage in education . 
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Therefore, it is possible to conclude that training the principal have and their experience are 

positively related to high level of school efficiency. 

 Improper school resources management therefore needs properly trained and experienced school 

administrator. The school principal need to have qualification and  necessary  training  that  

would  help them  to  develop  the  three  skills  that are  technical  skills, human skills and 

conceptual skills ( Katz cited in Ayalew ,1991). 

Thus, untrained and inexperienced leaders have negative behaviors and extremely oppressive 

attitudes towards students that lead the students to absenteeism and drop out of school. 

According to a study by Bayhan & Dalgic (2012), weak communication of students with the  

administrators  within  the  period  they  attend  school  is  a  factor  that  has  a  negative effect 

on the students‟ success and their decision to drop out of school. 

2.2.5  Access of School/School Distance Affects Students’ Dropout 

 School distance is a critical determinant of school dropout for elementary school students. The 

short distance gives the motivation to the students to stay in school. Ainsworth (2005) stated that 

close proximity to schools had a positive motivating impact on students.  The  number  of  pupils  

that  have  been  dropout  of    school increase when they  have to travel longer distances to 

school. Pupils  traveling  long distances to  school  are more  likely  to  drop  out  of  school  in  

rural   area  than  in  urban  area (Tassew, 2008 ). It affects more girls than boys. Nekatibeb 

(2002)  observes  that  school  distance  is  the  foremost  obstacle  for  girls'  education  in many 

countries  in  Africa. Ainsworth  (2005) also stated that the likelihood of attending elementary  

school for girls decreases  with  the  greater  the  distance  compared  to  the  nearer  elementary   

schools. Parents are afraid for the safety of their children when they have to travel longer 

distances to school. 

2.3 Teachers Related Factors Influence Students’ Dropout 

Teachers‟ qualification and experience are expected to have a positive relationship with the 

quality and efficiency of education.  According to (Coombs,1985) one of the most important 

factors for low internal efficiency of education system is less qualification of teachers are 

expected to have strong power as the teacher provide adequate content and attractive teaching 
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learning methodology. As indicated by World Bank (1990), most teachers in low-income 

countries are less qualified since they are likely to have less than ten years of education. Such 

inadequate preparation  results  in  trainees  who  lack  the  intellectual  and  academic  

background  to  acquire adequate pedagogical skills and finally made pupils candidate for failure 

and thus drop out. Adane cited  in  Telaye  (1997), also stated  that  the  training  level  of 

teachers  had  an  inverse  relationship  with  the  dropout  rates.  This shows that poorly trained 

teachers cannot retain students at school. In line with this  Telaye  (1997),  teachers  who  know  

their  subject  matter  well,  stimulate interests of students, explain difficult ideas clearly, and are 

enthusiastic towards their teaching profession, well-organized in their classes, fair in testing and 

punishment, and in treating both sexes, and helpful in all aspects contribute a lot to the success 

and retention of students. Such qualities of good teachers could be developed through practice 

and in-service training. (MoE, 2008) also stated that the assignment of less experience teachers 

has been the causes for students dropping out especially in rural schools. 

The other important teacher characteristics that affects schools efficacy is teacher attitude and 

commitment towards their students and profession. International journal of instruction (2016) 

states that students spend a large part of their time in communication with their teachers, it is 

obvious that the social and emotional support that teachers provide to students is highly 

important. Shute  &  Cooper (2015), observe that students sometimes go to school and then skip 

some classes during the day  and  such  cases  are  twice  more  than  cases  of  skipping  whole  

school  days.  This research finding indicates the importance of the factor of liking the teacher 

and the subject. 

Seyma, Zeynep and Abdurrahman (2016) observed that causes originating from the negative in-

class behaviors of teachers, who are the operators of the education system, decreases and even 

destroys the students‟ interest and attention to classroom life. This leads to absenteeism and to 

school dropouts in the  long  term. 

 Chantavanich and Fry (1990), stated that in most developing countries, teachers do not join the 

teaching profession from their interest, which undeniably has a negative influence on school 

efficiency.  Tekeste (1990), lack of commitment of a large number of teachers would result in 

low quality of education. Therefore, raising teacher‟s attitude towards their profession is an 
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important factor that results in the improvement of education. So, lack of commitment of 

teachers negatively impacts on students' dropout outcome. 

2.4 Students Related Factors Contribute to Students’ Dropout  

Students based factors are most important factors that affect internal efficiency of schools. 

According to  Nebiyu (1999),   in  a  class  room  due  to  individual  difference  and  background  

students  come  to  school with  different  characteristics  that  affect  the  students‟  level  of  

participation  and  achieving  in education. So certain issues related with the pupil have direct 

effect on the efficiency of the school system. These issues include pupil‟s attitude towards 

learning, motivation or expectation for future achievement, preschool education (experience) and 

health problem are some to be mentioned.  

2.4.1 Students’ Attitudes and Motivation towards Learning Affects Dropout 

Attitude is emotional attachment towards something‟s. The emotional attachment that peoples 

develop towards school learning affects their progress as well as performance. Tekeste (1990) 

observes that pupil‟s attitude is an important factor in their potential to receive education. The 

value one attaches to school learning influence his/ her effort which may determine his/her 

success or failure. A positive attitude towards school work helps pupils attain higher 

achievement scores and thus meet school requirement for grade promotion. 

As students are direct beneficiary of education; various factors those contributed to school 

dropout could be attached with students. Among these variables, failure in study hard, lack of 

interest in education, low future success expectation was indicated in different studies. Lack of 

interest in education may result from the way students see their future success in school work 

and future achievement. Motivation and expectation for future achievement is a general 

assumption that a child with high achievement motivation and seeing prospect in the future will 

likely be competitive and adoptive to the situation he finds himself ( Adane, 1993). 

 Early failure in school would make children to be failure oriented these children lose motivation 

and do not expect themselves to be successful so they discontinue their education. If student are 

motivated within their course material then they are most likely going to succeed.  
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A wide range of behaviors both in and out of school have been shown to predict dropout and 

graduation. One of the most important is student engagement, which includes students‟ active 

involvement in academic work (e.g., coming to class, doing homework) and the social aspects of 

school (e.g., participating in sports or other extracurricular activities). Research consistently 

finds that high absenteeism, one specific indicator of engagement, is associated with higher 

dropout rates. 

2.4.2 Students Pre High School Education or Experiences Affects Primary 

School Dropout 

A number of student background characteristics including demographics and past experiences 

are linked to whether students drop out or graduate. The main other factor was predicted is 

academic performance of students at the middle school. Research has also indicated that success 

in middle school is a key indicator of whether a student   will drop out of high school 

(Christopher, 2013). Different studies carried out in different countries have determined the 

contribution of pre high school education in reducing and preventing dropping out and repetition 

(Riley, 1986). 

2.4.3  The Impact of Students’ Health Problem on Dropout 

The learning achievement of students depends largely on the characteristics of the learner 

themselves whether they are well-nourished having physical and mental health (Coombs ,1985, 

cited in Adane 1993). Health problems of children especially in poor areas are very serious. 

Therefore, many studies report that in most rural and remote areas of developing countries, 

school children suffer from parasites, fever, malaria, recurring headaches, stomach pains and 

liver problem. Such ill-health problem usually leads student to discontinue their schooling and/or 

performing low in the classes (Bishop, 1994, cited in Telaye 1999).  

Each student has his/her physiological and psychological set up which play great role in 

determining his/her success or failure in school. Pridmore (2007) stated that the  health  and  

nutritional  status  of children  has a marked impact on a pupils‟  ability  to  learn  and/or  remain  

in  school.  Pupils  who  suffer  from  ill  health  and  poor nutrition  are  inclined  to  attend  

school  irregularly,  are  more  likely  to  repeat  grades,  and eventually  drop  out.  Poor  health  

makes  it  impossible  for  children  to  maintain  motivation  and sufficiently  high  levels  of  
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concentration;  and  has  also  been  found  to  result  in  poor  cognitive function ( Roso and 

Marek, 1996) . 

2.5 Parents and Community Related Factors Influence Schooling  

Factors that lead to high school students to dropping out of school have been studying by many 

researchers. These factors are lack of level of parental education, family attitudes towards 

education, demand for child labor and cultural beliefs may among these factors that make 

students to leave the school instead of staying and graduating. Parent engagement was most often 

reported as a necessary factor for a child to be successful in school. Research support stated, 

educational support (both financial and emotional) from parents is a key to a child being  

2.5.1 Level of Parental Education Contributes to Students’ Dropout  

The effect of parental education level would be expected have significant contribution on high 

wastage in dropout students.   Parents'  lack  of  education  and  accordingly  their  disregard  for 

education  occur  as  an  important  cause  of  absenteeism  and  school  dropout.  Parents‟ giving 

importance to and valuation of education have positive effects on school dropout behavior   

(Foley, Gallipoli & Green , 2014). 

 In many countries, the educational level of parents is the single best predictor of how long 

children will stay in school and how well they will perform scholastically. On the other hand, 

educated parents stimulate and motivate their children strongly. Besides, parents who are 

illiterate neither actively participate in school affairs nor understand school objectives. Thus, 

there will be little or no support provide for the child. If the family support is low, the child will 

likely to fail or drop out of school (MOE, 2003). 

International Journal of Instruction (2016) indicated that  the  children  of families  who  cannot  

have  a  good  communication  with  their  children,  who  are  highly oppressive or who have no 

authority on their children and have accepted the failure of their  children  show  considerably  

high  cases  of  absenteeism  and  school  dropout. According to  Altinkurt (2008) ,students‟ 

desire to attract the attention of their parents and parents‟ putting excessive pressure on the child 

to go to school have a high effect on the increase of absenteeism and dropout rates. 
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2.5.2 Family Attitudes towards Education Affect Schooling of Children 

One  of  the  factors  that  can  deter  the  schooling  of  children  is  families‟ attitude towards 

formal education. This is because that the parents‟ perception of the value of education is very 

low (Davison, 1993).This results in; parents either not send their children to school or not allow 

them to stay in educational system even in areas where schools are available. Bray, (1981) 

observed that family attitudinal problem towards education is believed to be more problematic in 

societies that have no awareness about value of education except in terms of economic benefit. 

This family attitudinal problem towards education may result from the observation of local 

children who have been educated but unsucceded to get the benefit. UNESCO (2003), marked 

that the local children who have been educated but failed to reap the benefit can also change the 

attitude of parents and lead to a drop in the demand for schooling  

2.5.3 Demand for Child Labor Contributes to Dropout 

Parents‟ demand for  child  work is a  major  obstacle  to  school  enrolment  and  regular  

attendance. International Research on Working Children (2007) demonstrates that the traditional 

economy,   including the traditional division  of  labor,  has  a  strong influence  on  school  

enrolment  and  attendance. Different studies conducted in different parts of our country indicate 

that the main reason for drop out and repetition is parents‟ demand for the labor of their siblings. 

According to World Bank (1996), the developing countries children are often productive from 

quite an early age; most families need them to work at home or in the field.   Haberli  and  

Güvenç (2012) obtained that factors emerging from the family such as the obligation of students 

to  help  their  parents  at  home,  look  after  their  younger  siblings  and  work  and  bring 

money home have significant effects on their absence from school.   

2.5.4  Economic Status of the Family Influences Students’ Dropout 

Economic status of the family is the main determinate factor to contribute dropout in primary 

and elementary  school. It is clear that parents with poor economic status may have difficulty in 

providing their children with exercise books, pens and pencils, buying uniforms and expenses for 

food. According to World Bank (1990), pupils from low income families would likely 

academically poor and also high tendency of dropout of school than those economically 
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privileged once. Tassew (2008) also reports that low income  household  cannot  afford  to  pay 

for  books, uniforms, and  other  school  related  expenses. 

In  developing  countries,  household  poverty is  a  major  factor keeping many  children  out  of  

school. Petrick ( 2014) observes that chronic  absenteeism  and  school  dropouts  are  highly 

common  among  students  who  come  from  low-income  families.   

Students  who  lack  school  supplies  and  cannot  do  their homework due to the lack of a 

suitable study environment at home do not want to go to school  and  are  often  absent  from  

school.  Again,  lack  of  pocket  money  and  travelling money  emerges  as  a  cause  of  school  

absenteeism.  Thus, students are forced to work at a job and contribute to the economy of the 

family are important factors in school dropout. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

3 RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Research Design   

The purpose of this study was to identify the factors that forced/contributed to students‟ dropout 

and to propose the possible solutions to minimize the problem of dropout rates in the primary 

schools. The descriptive survey design was employed to find out factors which contribute to 

students‟ dropout in governmental primary school of Kuyyu Woreda North Shoa Zone, of 

Oromia regional state. According to Yalew (2006), descriptive survey research design is adopted 

for this particular study because it is a convenient method to describe the existed situation and 

also enable to access the opinions of large sample size. 

In  general,  both  quantitative  method  (survey  questionnaire)  and  qualitative  method 

(interview)  will be used. In support of this, Creswell   (2003) argued that combining quantitative 

and qualitative methods in educational research capitalize on the strength of each approach and 

counterbalance/offset their different weaknesses.  It could also provide more detailed answers to 

research question, going beyond the limitation of a single approach. The school principals, 

teachers, supervisors and drop out returnees were used as source of data for the purpose of the 

study. 

3.2 Sampling Techniques  

To  make  the  study  concrete  and  provide in-depth information,  it  is  advisable  to  use  the  

representative  samples  and generalize the results of the finding to the total population under the 

study. The twelve sample schools were selected using purposive sampling technique because of 

high rate of dropout from the total sixty schools available in Kuyyu Woreda, North Shoa Zone of 

Oromia region. In the woreda, there are twelve cluster resource center (CRC), each having five 

schools, one school selected from each CRC using purposive sampling technique due to the 

repeatedly heard reports of dropout in those schools.  
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Thus, home room teachers, principals and supervisors were included in the study as the 

researcher believes that they are the right source of information on the causes of student dropout.  

Representative samples were drawn from the target population size with appropriate technique. 

Homeroom teachers, principals and supervisors were selected using proportional stratified 

random sampling technique to secure fair representation of the target population. Since the 

number of school directors, supervisor are limited, available sampling method is used. 

The target participants of the study were obtained from official school statistics. To get the 

representatives and manageable size, the researcher used the sample size estimation formula 

provided by Yamane (1967), n= 
 

       
 Where n is the sample size, N is the population size and 

e is the level of precision. A 95 % confidence level and assuming e = 0.02, out of the total home 

room teacher   (235), 210-220 were assumed to be selected, and 217 did. 

   

            
= 214, ok! 

Additionally, 12 principals and 12 supervisors‟ leaders, one from each school were purposively 

included to get adequate and relevant information. 
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Table 3.1: Name of schools in Kuyyu woreda, number of total population and sample population  

Sample 

Schools 
Types of population 

No. of population No. of Sample 

Male  Female  Total  Male  Female  Total  

Biriti   

Homeroom Teachers  13 11 24 13 10 23 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Gebregu-

racha No 2 

Homeroom Teachers  27 9 36 23 7 30 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Gebregu-

racha No 3  

Homeroom Teachers  30 9 39 30 9 39 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Kere Kura  

Homeroom Teachers  10 6 16 10 6 16 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

gose  

Homeroom Teachers  8 6 14 6 4 10 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Seyoum 

Demisew  

Homeroom Teachers  12 7 19 12 7 19 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Chere 

Homeroom Teachers  16 4 20 13 1 14 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Dero 

Danisa    

Homeroom Teachers  14 10 24 14 10 24 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Wilincho  

Homeroom Teachers  6 4 10 6 4 10 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 
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Amuma 

Bubisa    

Homeroom Teachers  8 2 10 8 2 10 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Lafto  

Homeroom Teachers  12 2 14 12 2 14 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Aburoge    

Homeroom Teachers  6 2 8 6 2 8 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Source: Collected from statistical data of Kuyyu Woreda, North Shoa Zone educational office. 

3.3 Data Gathering Tools 

Primary  data  was  collected  from  the  sample primary  schools  of  Kuyyu Woreda, North 

Shoa  Zone  principals,  teachers of  the  study  area for  the  reason  that  they  can  provide  

relevant information to  understand  the  problem  under  study.  In addition  to  this,  various  

recorded documents, Kuyyu Woreda Educational Office Annual Statistical Data, with  respect  to 

students drop out  was  used  from  the  sample  schools, and  zone education office. To answer 

the research questions, appropriate and relevant data was collected by designing appropriate and 

relevant data collection instruments. Accordingly, a quantitative and qualitative data  collection  

tools  such  as  questionnaire  and  interviews  were  used  as  a  major  data  gathering 

instrument. Since, the medium of instruction and the regional local language is Afan  Oromo; the 

questionnaire  was  translated  into  Afan  Oromo  in  order  to  make  clear  for  the  student 

respondents. Data concerning enrollment and dropout was obtained from Kuyyu Woreda, North 

Shoa zone education office and the elementary schools of the sample schools through direct 

access to the records. Most of the data were presented in tabular form in actual numbers and 

percentages in the data analysis and presentation section of this paper. 

3.3.1 Questionnaire  

The  questionnaire was consisted of  closed-ended and open ended,  so  as  to  extract  all  the  

possible factors contribute to students drop out.  Then, a set of questionnaire was compiled and 

distributed to the samples that were selected using proportional stratified random sampling 
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technique. The questionnaire has different parts designed to address issues, like the age, 

educational back ground, and year of services with open ended and close ended questions 

consecutively. The first part was used to collect information about personal characteristics of the 

respondents while the second part was intended to secure information regarding the causes for 

students‟ dropouts from schools and the possible solutions in the study area.  

3.3.2 Recorded Document  

Data concerning enrollment and dropout rate at zone and sample schools level were obtained 

from North Education Office through direct access to the records after the researcher was 

explaining the purpose of the study and the request was approved by office personnel. Five 

consecutive years (2012/13-2016/17 academic years) were used to show the magnitude and 

trends of dropout rates. The data are presented in tabular form in percentages in the data analysis 

and presentation section of this paper.  

Table 3.2: Woreda Level Trends in Elementary School Dropout Rate for five Consecutive years 

(2012/13-2016/17) 

No 
Academic 

year 

Enrolled  Dropout rate in No 

Grade 1-8 Grade 1-8 

M F T M F T 

1 2012/13 13410 11991 25401 1103 1053 2156 

2 2013/14 13557 12253 25810 951 1021 1972 

3 2014/15 15832 1311 28943 963 885 1848 

4 2015/16 16576  14537 31113 936 765 1701 

5 2016/17 15953 13955 29908 782 695 1477 

Source: From Kuyyu Woreda Educational Office Annual Statistical Data 

3.4 Procedures of Data Collection  

 The  first  drafts  of  all  tools  were  prepared originally in English and  later translated into 

Afan Oromo to be filled by the respondents, then were commented  on  by  experienced teachers. 

If there are comments and suggestions on the format and items, necessary modification of items 

and formatting was made.  Then, it was submitted to the advisor. Including important comments 
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and suggestions of advisor, the draft of the tools were developed for the pilot test. Next to the 

above procedures the questionnaires prepared for homeroom teachers, supervisors, and principals 

were pre-tested in a pilot study carried on randomly selected 350 teachers in two sample 

elementary schools which were excluded from the study. To address the issue of reliability of the 

questionnaires, pilot testing was conducted on total of 190 teachers drawn from Kuyyu Woreda 

elementary schools (the two schools) using random sampling method. Finally, the responses of 

the participants were scored and tabulated to compute inter item correlation and cronbach alpha 

in order to evaluate the sub scales and reliability. The measures found to be reliable with alpha 

0.902 for 49 items.  

George and Mallery (2003) provided that if the survey instruments have values of alpha greater 

than o.7, the included items in the scale have an acceptable internal consistency (reliability). 

Therefore, the survey instruments are good enough to be administrated and able to attain their 

intended goals. 

After all considerations and modifications the questionnaires were distributed to respondents. 

Finally asking the consent for the participant, semi structure interviews were conducted with the 

leaders of parent-teacher –associations and principals of sample schools. Then, the data was 

collected, presented, analyzed and interpreted and finally a report on the study prepared. 

3.5 Methods of Data Analysis  

Analysis of data was done with the help of different techniques including both qualitative and 

quantitative methods. The quantitative data was analyzed by using descriptive statistics or simple 

statistical tools such as standard deviation, range, percentage and mean. The results of the 

analysis were summarized and presented by tables and charts. Besides, qualitative data obtained 

through key informants interview and open-ended questions was analyzed and presented through 

narration. The data collected through closed ended questionnaire was tabulated and analyzed 

using frequency and percentage. Percentage and frequency were employed to describe the 

characteristics of respondents and to describe the factors that contribute to the school dropping 

out in Kuyyu Woreda. The quantitative data gathered from respondents through close ended and 

open ended questionnaire was systematically coded, tabulated and organized for analysis using 

quantitative approach. The organized and coded data stored in an editable excel spread sheet was 
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imported to Statistical Package for Social Science (SPSS) and was analyzed using descriptive 

statistics (mean, range, standard deviation) and descriptive frequency analysis. 

3.6 Ethical Consideration 

In the process of the study, in order to obtain an informed consent from the respondents, the 

purpose of the study was explained clearly, the researcher approached the school directors of 

sample school in a friendly manner to make them free and propose, the authorities of the 

elementary schools under study approved the request to conduct the study in their respective 

schools. Then, the researcher assured the school director that the research is purely academic. 

The pupils were also informed about the confidentiality of the information they provided. The 

languages in the data collection tools considered the culture, religion and the comprehending 

level of the respondents and Authors quoted in this study are recognized and cited within the 

Script and references.  
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     CHAPTER FOUR 

4 DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS, INTERPRETATION AND 

DISCUSSION 

In this chapter the results of the data analysis are presented, the data collection process and the 

analysis process were influenced by the objectives posed in chapter one, which were; factors 

affecting students dropout: to investigate the school resources and facilities those contribute to 

the elementary school dropout, to identify the teachers and students related factors that 

contributes to the elementary school dropout and to assess the family and community related 

factors that lead students to school dropout. 

4.1 Response rate 

In any research, stating the response rate of respondents is important as it reflects the in depth of 

the data collected.  Mugenda  (2003),  argues  that  a  return  rate  of  50%  and  above  is 

satisfactory for data analysis. From a total of 241 questionnaires issued by the researcher, 235 of 

them were returned implying a return rate of 98%, this return rate was deemed adequate for the 

study and it did set a good base that is satisfactory for analysis. 

Table 4.1 respondent‟s distribution  

Sample 

Schools 
Respondents  

Issued questionnaire  Returned 

Male  Female  Total  Male  Female  Total  

Biriti   

Homeroom Teachers  13 10 23 13 10 23 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Gebregura-

cha no 2 

Homeroom Teachers  23 7 30 23 7 30 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Gebregurac

-ha no 3  

Homeroom Teachers  30 9 39 30 9 39 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 
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Kere kura  

Homeroom Teachers  10 6 16 10 6 16 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Gose  

Homeroom Teachers  6 4 10 6 4 10 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Seyum 

demsew   

Homeroom Teachers  12 7 19 12 7 19 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Chere 

Homeroom Teachers  13 1 14 13 1 14 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Dero danisa    

Homeroom Teachers  14 10 24 14 10 24 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Wilincho  

Homeroom Teachers  6 4 10 6 4 10 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Amuma 

bubisa    

Homeroom Teachers  8 2 10 8 2 10 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Lafto  

Homeroom Teachers  12 2 14 12  12 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 

Aburoge    

Homeroom Teachers  6 2 8 4  4 

Principals  1  1 1  1 

Supervisors   1  1 1  1 
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4.2  School resources and facilities  

The purpose of this variable of study is to assess the extent to which school based resources and 

facilities contribute to the drop out of students. 

And the research presents the data analysis of the corresponding schools as follows for the stated 

factor. 
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Table 4.2: Descriptive analysis output for homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is 

related to school resources and facilities 
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BIRRITI 

From the above table 4.2 we can see that the mean value of 4.61 which is for the class size or 

number of students in the class is ranked first which is again the same for frequency analysis 

87% (scale very high see appendix I, A ) of the response.  Then next to this laboratory service for 

practicing with mean value of 4.43 (82.6% very high for frequency analysis) and counseling 

problems for students facing problems with mean value of 4.34 are selected as a main 

contributing school resource  and facilities which contributes for the dropout of schools.  

In addition to this the standard deviation for the factors: counseling service, laboratory service 

and class size or number of students in a given class is above one (1.15, 1.37 and 1.16 

respectively) which mean those factors are significantly varied when scaled by the respondents. 

The mean value being around four and those factors are highly rated for “very high” scale. So the 

researcher believes; according to Birriti school home room teachers, the main factors in addition 

to those which are significant enough like necessary reference book and shortage of text book 

(  ̅(mean)=3.86 and 3.69 respectively) are counseling service, laboratory service and class size 

or number of students.  

 

CHARE  

From the same table we can see that the mean value of 5, 5, 4.93 which are equal and nearly 

equal to 5 (100 %, 100% 92.9 % very high from; see appendix I, B) are the main factor 

according to Chare school home room teachers. Even the standard deviation shows no difference 

and almost no significant difference which are 0, 0 and 0.267 respectively for laboratory service 

for practicing, necessary reference book and counseling service for students facing problems 

respectively. This implies the mean is nearly the same as the mode (frequently rated scale, in this 

case 5 =very high).  So the researcher believes that according to Chare school home room 

teachers, all factors are significant enough to cause drop out. However, the most the most 

contributing factors are lack of laboratory service, lack of necessary reference book and lack of 

counseling service.  

DERO DENISSA 

Range or the difference between the maximum and the minimum scale for the above table 4.2 is 

2 the maximum mean is 3.08 which is for necessary reference book. And this moderate scale is 
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rated by 18 home room teachers which constitute 75% of the total 24 teachers in the Dero Danisa 

School. Next to this laboratory service for practicing 66.7% (see appendix I) with mean value of 

2.75 shows the main cause for the dropping out of the students from school. Even if the mean 

value for academic support for female is greater than academic support for female students the 

percentage of moderate scale is 54.2% which is lesser by five respondents in number. Hence the 

researcher concludes from the above table and the corresponding frequency analysis of scales in 

the appendix less academic support for female students, lack of necessary reference book for the 

students to strengthen their academics and less practical oriented laboratory service are the major 

causes.  

GABRA GURRACHA NUMBER 2 

From the above table 4.2 we can see that the laboratory service for practicing holds the highest 

mean value of 4.53 which was rated by 21 out of 30 home room teachers constituting 70% very 

high scale. The value of the standard deviation which is 0.776 shows less deviation from the 

mean value of each individual scales. In addition to this factor; contents loaded in the 

curriculum, counseling service for students facing problems and necessary reference book as 

well as academic support for female students are among the main factors which have mean value 

greater than 3 (which is a value for moderate scale). From the table the researcher infers that lack 

of laboratory service for practicing ( ̅ = 4.53), more contents loaded in the curriculum ( ̅ = 

3.93), lack of counseling service for students facing problems( ̅ = 3.83),  and lack of necessary 

reference book( ̅ = 3.73),  as well as less academic support for female students( ̅ = 3.47),  are 

the main causes for students to drop out.   

GABRA GURRACHA NUMBER 3 

According to table 4.2 above the number of students in a given class has a maximum mean value 

of 4.05, and from the frequency analysis table the scales “high” and “very high” have each 

38.5% totally constituting 77% (appendix I)of  the respondents response.  And moderate scale 

was rated 100%, 79.5% and 66.7% for well school rules and regulations, counseling service for 

students facing problems and contents loaded in the curriculum respectively. Also the 0.00 value 

for the standard deviation shows the rated scale is single scale in this case only “3” which is for 

moderate. So from the above table and the frequency analysis the researcher concludes that high 

number of students in a given class, lack of well school rules and regulations, less counseling 
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service for students facing problems and high contents loaded in the curriculum are the major 

factors which contributes for the dropout rate to scale up. To remind of the use range in this 

analysis it shows the variation in between the highest scales the smallest scales. For instance zero 

stands for no difference. 

GOSE 

For the above table let‟s discuss about “range =0”, and “standard deviation =0” first: zero value 

for both variables indicates the same value for the respondents scale choice. This means the 

mean is the same as the scale rated by the respondents. For those factors chosen with zero range 

the value of standard deviation is zero also. For factors like supervisors support in class room 

instructions, well school rules and regulations, conductive school environment for effective 

instructional environment, and class size or number of students in the class the range is “0”, and 

the standard deviation is also “0” (refer 100 % high from the frequency distribution table in the 

appendix for those factors). So according to home room teachers of Gose School those factors 

contribute equally for the dropout rate.  However, the mean value of 3 and above also shows the 

significant contribution of those factors to the dropping rate of the school. So the researcher 

founds out from his analysis  less supervisors support in class room instructions for students, less 

well school rules and regulations, un conductive school environment for effective instructional 

program, and  high class size or high number of students in the class are the major factors in 

scaling up the dropping rate of students from school.  

KERE KURA 

Also for the above table 4.2 for those factors chosen with zero range, the value of standard 

deviation is also zero. Even if the highest scale is “moderate” there exists convergence of 

scaling, 100% moderate, for factors like contents loaded in the curriculum, necessary reference 

book, and conductive school environment for effective instructional program as well as 

laboratory service for practicing. So the researcher infers from the respondents response high 

contents loaded in the curriculum necessary, lack of necessary reference book, less conductive 

school environment for effective instructional program and unavailability laboratory service for 

practicing are the major factors to contribute to the dropping out. 
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SEYOUM 

 

From the frequency table (appendix I), for Seyoum school one can see that the factor accessing 

elementary school is rated high by 13 respondents out of 19 home room teachers, which is 68.4 % 

and very high by 4 respondents which is 21.1% and next to this the number of students allowed to 

take classes in given room holds the second highest “high” rate around 58% and “very high” rate 

36.8%. That is why we can see here in the above table 4.2 the highest mean value of 4. 32 ( ̅ = 

4.32), for the factor “class size or number of students in the class” which is slightly higher than the 

accessing elementary school ( ̅ = 4.11),  Also counseling service for students facing problems in 

the school is rated high by 4 respondents and very high by 9 respondents, together which constitutes 

around 68.8%. The researcher concludes from the response of Seyoum School home room teachers 

the main contributing factors for dropout rate to increase are problem of accessing elementary 

school, the number of students allowed to take class in a single room and lack of counseling service 

for students facing problems in the school. 

WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 

Here according to table 4.2, the response of three schools, home room teachers Wilincho, Bubisa 

and Aburoge we surprisingly found that supervisor‟s less support in helping students understand 

class room instructions, high contents loaded in the curriculum, lack of counseling service for 

students facing problems and lack of school regulations and rules were rated with same scales 

high, moderate, low and moderate.  From the frequency table and the SPSS output it is easy to 

conclude that lack of necessary reference book (33.3% high, 41.7 very high and  ̅ = 3.92) and 

shortage of student text book (79.2% high, 20.2% very high and  ̅ = 4.21) supervisor‟s less 

support in helping students understand class room instructions (100% high, and   ̅ = 4.00), high 

contents loaded in the curriculum (100% moderate and   ̅ = 3.00), and lack of school regulations 

(100% high moderate and   ̅ = 3.00) are the major causes of dropout in those respective schools. 

 LAFTO SCHOOL 

Here according to the researcher from table 4.2 only three factors are worth discussing because 

as it can be seen from the table the rest have mean value less than three which means they do not 

even moderately contribute to the increment of the dropout rate. So with  ̅ = 4.25,  ̅ = 4.25and ̅ 
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= 4.17 lack of necessary reference book, shortage of students text book and the problem to have 

access to elementary school respectively are the major causes of dropout.  

Table 4.3 descriptive analysis output for principals of the target schools 

 
N Range Mean Std. Dev. 

Stat. Statistic Statistic Statistic 

Contents loaded in the curriculum 12 2 3.83 .718 

Conductive school environment for 

effective instructional environment 
12 3 3.83 1.193 

Set up for tutorial class 12 2 3.83 1.030 

Well school rules and regulations 12 2 4.08 .793 

Academic support for female students 12 2 4.17 1.030 

Supervisors support in class room 

instructions 
12 2 4.17 .835 

Accessing elementary school 12 2 4.33 .651 

 Shortage of student text book 12 2 4.50 .798 

Class size or number of students in the 

class 
12 1 4.58 .515 

Necessary reference book 12 1 4.83 .389 

Laboratory service for practicing 12 0 5.00 .000 

Counseling service for students facing 

problems 
12 0 5.00 .000 

Source: descriptive statistics output for principals of the target schools 

Table 4.3.1 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for laboratory service for practicing 

laboratory service for practicing 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 12 100.0 100.0 100.0 

counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 12 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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 According to the principals of the target schools lack of laboratory service for practicing some 

lessons and as it can be seen below unavailability of counseling service for students facing some 

problems are the main causes of dropout. All rated the problem as very highly contributing 

factor. Even if these factors are the main contributing factors, all of them have a direct 

contribution with a mean value greater than “3”. 

Table 4.3.2 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for necessary reference book 

necessary reference book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 2 16.7 16.7 16.7 

very high 10 83.3 83.3 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

Also lack of necessary reference book with a mean value of   ̅ = 4.83, percentage of 83.3% very 

high and 16.67% high, shortage of text books with mean value  ̅ = 4.58, percentage of 66.67% 

very high, 16.7% high and 16.7% moderate and high class size or the number of students 

allowed to take classes with  ̅ = 4.58 and percentage of 58.3% very high, 41.7% are the main 

causes of dropout. 

Table 4.3.3 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for shortage of student text book 

shortage of student text book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 2 16.7 16.7 16.7 

High 2 16.7 16.7 33.3 

very high 8 66.7 66.7 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  
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Table 4.3.4 frequency analysis for principal‟s response for class size or number of students in the 

class 

Class size or number of students in the class 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 5 41.7 41.7 41.7 

very high 7 58.3 58.3 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

 

Table 4.4 descriptive analysis output for supervisors of the target schools 

 

N Range Mean 
Std. 

Devi. 

Sta. Statistic 
Statisti

c 

Std. 

Error 
Statistic 

Contents loaded in the curriculum 12 1 3.08 .083 .289 

Supervisors support in class room 

instructions 
12 2 3.42 .193 .669 

Well school rules and regulations 12 2 3.58 .260 .900 

Set up for tutorial class 12 2 4.50 .261 .905 

Conductive school environment for 

effective instructional environment 
12 2 4.58 .229 .793 

 Shortage of student text book 12 2 4.58 .229 .793 

Academic support for female students 12 1 4.67 .142 .492 

Accessing elementary school 12 2 4.75 .179 .622 

Class size or number of students in the 

class 
12 2 4.83 .167 .577 

Necessary reference book 12 2 4.83 .167 .577 

Counseling service for students facing 

problems 
12 2 4.83 .167 .577 

Laboratory service for practicing 12 0 5.00 .000 .000 

Source: SPPSS output for supervisors of the target schools  
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According to the supervisors of the target schools lack of laboratory service for practicing some 

lessons and as it can be seen below unavailability of counseling service for students facing some 

problems, lack of necessary reference book, and the number of students which are allowed  to 

learn in a given room are the main causes of dropout. All rated the problem as very highly 

contributing factor. 

Table 4.4.1 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for accessing 

elementary school 

accessing elementary school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 2 10.5 10.5 10.5 

High 13 68.4 68.4 78.9 

very high 4 21.1 21.1 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

Also the lack of access to primary school with a mean value of   ̅ = 4.75, percentage of 21.1% 

very high and 68.4% high, class size or number of students in the class with mean value  ̅ = 

4.83, percentage of 36.8% very high, 57.9% high and 5.3% moderate, high class size or the 

number of students allowed to take classes with  ̅ = 4.83 and percentage of 58.3% very high, 

41.7, less academic  support for female students with  ̅ = 4.67 and percentage of 66.7% very 

high, 33.3% high and shortage of text book with  ̅ = 4.58 and percentage of 75% very high, 

8.3% high and 16.7% moderate are the main causes of dropout. 

Table 4.4.2 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for shortage of 

student text book 

shortage of student text book 

 Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 2 16.7 16.7 16.7 

High 1 8.3 8.3 25.0 

very high 9 75.0 75.0 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  
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Table 4.4.3 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for class size or 

number of students in the class 

class size or number of students in the class 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 1 5.3 5.3 5.3 

High 11 57.9 57.9 63.2 

very high 7 36.8 36.8 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

Table 4.4.4 frequency analysis of supervisor‟s response of the target schools for academic 

support for female students 

academic support for female students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 4 33.3 33.3 33.3 

very high 8 66.7 66.7 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

 

4.3 Teachers related factors  

The purpose of this variable of study is to assess the extent to which teachers based factors 

contribute to the drop out of students. 

And the research presents the data analysis of the corresponding schools as follows for the stated 

factor.  
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Table 4.5 Descriptive output for homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is related to 

teachers 

 

 



44 

 

 



45 

 

 

 



46 

 

 

 

 



47 

 

BIRRITI 

From the above table we can see that the mean value of 4.17 which is for the disciplinary 

problem of students is ranked first followed by regular absenteeism from school and less 

availability enough teachers, which are again true from frequency analysis table 66.7% (scale 

very high see appendix II for Birriti School) and 12.5% high, 33.3% very high, 37.5% high and 

8.3% moderate regular absenteeism (appendix II for Birriti) and finally 20.8% very high, 45.8% 

high and 16.7% moderate response.  Then additionally, failure in examination with mean value 

of 3.7, appropriate evaluation of students with a mean value of 3.65, attractiveness of teaching 

methodology with mean value of 3.48 (12.5% very high, 33.3% high and 37.5% moderate for 

frequency analysis) and availability of qualified teachers with mean value of 3.43 are main 

contributing teacher related factors which contributes for the dropout of schools. From this 

analysis the researcher concludes that most of the factors are causes for drop out; however, 

disciplinary problem of students, regular absenteeism of students from school, availability 

enough teachers, less attractiveness of teaching methodology employed by teachers and  in 

appropriate evaluation of students as well as availability of qualified teachers are the major 

causes of dropout in the school.  

In addition to this the standard deviation for the factors which the researcher founds out that they 

are the major causes for dropping out school such as:  disciplinary problem of students, regular 

absenteeism of students from school, availability enough teachers, failure in examination, 

attractiveness of teaching methodology employed by teachers and appropriate evaluation of 

students as well as availability of qualified teachers is above one except for the failure in 

examination and availability of enough teachers (1.53, 1.35, 0.95, 1.33, 1.03 and 0.898 

respectively) which means those factors are significantly varied when scaled by the respondents.  

CHARE  

From the above table we can see that the factors with the mean values of 4.79, 4.71, and 4.64 

which are nearly equal are the main factor according to Chare school home room teachers. Then 

going up through the table we found 3.07 mean value for student‟s educational background of 

middle level showing that each variables of study down the table are significant enough to cause 

drop out in the school. Failure in examination (with mean value of 4.79, 85.7 %very high, 7.1 

high, 7.1 %moderate;) , disciplinary problems of students (with mean value of 4.71, 78.6 % very 
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high, 14.3% high, 7.1 %moderate), regular absenteeism from school (with mean value of 4.64, 

78.6 % very high, 14.3% high) appropriate evaluation of students (with mean value of 4.50, 64.3 

% very high, 18.6% high, 7)availability of qualified teachers in the school(with mean value of 

4.43, 57.1 % very high, 35.7% high,) are the major outstanding problems or causes of drop out 

that the researcher observed from both the descriptive analysis and frequency analysis table.   

So the researcher believes that according to Chare school home room teachers all factors are 

significant enough to cause drop out.  

DERO DENNISA 

For Dero Danisa school above attractiveness of teaching methodology, appropriate evaluation of 

students, encouragement given by teachers, special support given for students who have 

academic problems, availability of enough teachers, availability of qualified teachers in the 

school and teachers attitude towards students are among the factors that are considered 

significant enough to cause drop out in the school. 

GABRA GURRACHA NUMBER 2 

According to table 4.5 the respondents of Gabra Guracha number 2 schools showed that regular 

absenteeism from school, with a mean value of 4.3 and 45.2 % very high and 41.9% high, is the 

most dominant factor to cause drop out from school. In addition to this special support given for 

students who have academic problems, students interest for education, educational background 

of students at the middle level and students expectation on future success are significant factors, 

but this does not means failure in examination, appropriate evaluation of students, attractiveness 

of teaching methodology and encouragement given by teachers are not considerably effectual. 

Yes, they are with an average value nearer to the moderate scale.  

GABRA GURRACHA NUMBER 3 

The table above depicts those respondents of Gabra Guracha 3 School are only concentrated on 

the regular absenteeism of students from school with a mean value of 3.97. The standard 

deviation value 1.181 shows there is some considerable variation of scale rate. This can be 

verified from the frequency table of the school and it is very low 1 respondent (2.6%), low for 6 

respondents (15.4%), moderate for 3 respondents (7.7%), high for 12 respondents (30.8%) and 

very high for 17 respondents (43.6%). So the researcher only takes this factor as the major cause 

for drop out of students from school. 
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GOSE 

Table 4.5 clearly gives clue to the major factors. According to the above table availability of 

qualified teachers in the school, availability of enough teachers, teacher‟s attitude towards 

students, appropriate evaluation of students and attractiveness of teaching methodology are 

equally contributing to the students drop out. However student‟s interest is also being a factor for 

rate of drop to increase. The researcher also found out that students less future expectation and 

less encouragement given by the teachers are also causes of drop out.  

KORE KARU 

From the above table one can see that there is no range no standard deviation and no variance for 

the variable of interest “student‟s expectation of future success.” And next to student‟s 

expectation of future success regular absenteeism from school and students interest for school 

both factors with a mean value of 3.87 are the main factors to cause students to drop schools. 

Also educational background of students at the middle level is another cause of drop out. Hence 

the researcher concludes from this that student‟s less expectation of future success, regular 

absenteeism from school and students less interest for school are the main cause of drop out.  

LAFTO 

From table 4.5 students health problem with a mean value of 4.92 and standard deviation of 

0.289, teacher‟s attitude towards students with a mean value of 4.83 and standard deviation of 

0.389 are the main cause and availability of qualified teachers in the school with a mean value of 

4.58 and standard deviation of 0.515 are the major cause of drop out in the lafto school.  

SEYOUM 

The above table 4.5 depicts that there are variations of factors from school to school showing 

that here at Seyoum School students are not encouraged by their teachers. And what makes the 

factor surprising is the respondents of the research are teachers of the school itself. 15.8 % 

Moderate, 47.4%  high and 36.8% very high shows that even if the teachers vary in scaling the 

factor they all believes that it is the main cause that is what a mean value of 4.21 and minimum 

scale of three or moderate shows.  

SUPERVISORS OF THE TARGET SCHOOLS 

From table 4.5 we can easily observe that the respondents all factors have contribution for drop 

out, however, it is necessary to consider an average or mean value of 3 and above. Since the 
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respondents of this analysis are supervisor‟s it is necessary to see in detail too. According to the 

supervisors response disciplinary problems of students stand first here with a mean value of 4.83 

and less standard variation of 0.389. As it can be seen from the table below 83.3% of the 

respondents scale is very high and the rest 16.7% is high. Failure in examination of students, 

their regular absenteeism from school and the need for qualified teachers in the school are among 

the contributing factor for the drop out.   

Table 4.5.1 frequency analysis output for supervisors of the target schools for  

disciplinary problems of students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

High 2 16.7 16.7 16.7 

very high 10 83.3 83.3 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

And the table below also depicts how necessary it is to consider the effect of appropriate 

evaluation of students is, because if students are felt biased in being evaluated they would feel 

discouraged.  Table 4.5 a higher mean value of 4.67 for this factor as the frequency analysis did.   

Table 4.5.2 frequency analysis output for supervisors of the target schools for the appropriate 

evaluation of students 

 

appropriate evaluation of students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid High 4 33.3 33.3 33.3 

 very high 8 66.7 66.7 100.0 

 Total 12 100.0 100.0  

Also the need of special support for students who have academic problems, the teaching 

methodology used by the teachers, encouragement given by teachers, students expectation on 

future success, their educational background at the middle level as well as their health problems 

are the cause to drop out. And it is important to see that the standard deviation of almost all the 

factors is not high.  



51 

 

PRINCIPALS OF THE TARGET SCHOOLS 

From table 4.6 below failures in examination are 100% certainly making the students to drop the 

school out. Mean value of 5, standard deviation of 0.0, and variance of 0.0 means no dispersion 

of responses and the respondents rated the factor as very high. And in addition to this factor 

almost all of the factors except the student‟s health problem are the main causes of dropout, 4.5, 

4.42, 4.33, 4.33, 4.33, 4.08 mean values show the almost high average respondents rate whereas 

3.5, 3.25,3.25, 3.17 and 3.08 mean values show a moderately rated factor. So from the table the 

researcher categorizes the factors like failure in examination, disciplinary problems of students, 

inappropriate evaluation of students by their teachers, their regular absenteeism from school, lack 

of special support given for students who have academic problems,  the need for enough teachers 

and qualified teachers in the school with attractiveness methodology of teaching as the major 

causes for dropping the school out and the rest factors except health problems as moderate.  

Table 4.6 descriptive statistics output for principals of the target schools 

Items  
N Range Mean Std. Deviation 

Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic 

students health problems 12 1 2.50 .522 

educational background of 

students at the middle level 
12 2 3.08 .669 

Teachers attitude towards students 12 1 3.17 .389 

students expectation on future 

success 
12 1 3.25 .452 

students interest for education 12 2 3.25 .754 

encouragement given by teachers 12 2 3.50 .798 

attractiveness of teaching 

methodology 
12 2 4.08 .669 

availability of qualified teachers in 

the school 
12 1 4.33 .492 

availability of enough teachers 12 1 4.33 .492 

special support given for students 

who have academic problems 
12 2 4.33 .888 
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regular absenteeism from school 12 2 4.33 .651 

appropriate evaluation of students 12 1 4.42 .515 

disciplinary problems of students 12 2 4.50 .674 

failure in examination 3 0 5.00 .000 

Source: SPPSS output  

 

WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 

Here according to table 4.25 which is response of three schools home room teachers Wilincho, 

Bubisa and Aburoge teachers attitude towards students, appropriate evaluation of students, 

attractiveness of teaching methodology, availability of enough teachers, availability of qualified 

teachers in the school are the main causes of problem in these three schools.  From the frequency 

table and the SPSS output it is easy to conclude that teachers attitude towards students, 

inappropriate evaluation of students, unattractive teaching methodology, availability of enough 

teachers, availability of qualified teachers in the school are the main causes of problem in these 

three schools (all being 100% high, and   ̅ = 4.00) are the major causes of dropout in those 

respective schools.  

 

 

4.4 Family and community related factors 

The purpose of this variable of study is to assess the extent to which teachers based factors 

contribute to the drop out of students. 

And the research presents the data analysis of the corresponding schools as follows for the stated 

factor.  
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Table 4.7 Homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is related to family and community 
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 BIRRITI SCHOOL 

From the above table one can see the two factors students able to afford school expenses and 

parent‟s need of child‟s labor are the two main factors for the students to drop out the school. 

However the standard deviation of the latter one is 1.687 which means there is variety of scaling, 

and as it can be observed from the following frequency table 4.7.1 very low is rated by 5 

respondents which was denoted by “1” in the analysis, moderate is scaled by 3 respondents 

which was denoted by “3” in the analysis, and very high is rated by 15 respondents which was 

denoted by “5” in the analysis. Assume that the researcher is trying to analyze it manually, so he 

has to list the scales, (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 3, 3, 3, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, and 5) like this and 

finally has to add these lists of scales and divide their sum by “23” so that he can find their mean. 

There comes a problem when he finds the standard deviation because there is a slight difference 

in magnitude when he subtracts the mean value for example from “1”. This difference when 

squared summed up and divided by the number of scales (5*1 + 3*3 + 5*3 =23) it results in 

variance of the scales.  So finally he can find by taking the positive square root of the variance.  

That is how significant the standard deviation is. The researcher observed that parents need of 

child‟s labor (mean value of 3.87, 13.0% moderate and 65.2% very high) and difficulty of 

affording school utilities expenses (mean value of 3.83, 17.4% moderate 56.5% high and 17.4% 

very high) are the major factors, whereas, involvement of some students in generating incomes, 

and less parental encouragement as well as perception of education are also contributing factors 

to cause dropout rate increase. 

Table 4.7.1: frequency analysis output for Biriti School for Parents need of child‟s labor 

 Frequency Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 5 21.7 21.7 

Moderate 3 13.0 34.8 

very high 15 65.2 100.0 

Total 23 100.0  

Total 23   
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Table 4.7.2: frequency analysis output for Biriti School for able to afford school expenses 

 Frequency Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 2 8.7 8.7 

Moderate 4 17.4 26.1 

High 13 56.5 82.6 

very high 4 17.4 100.0 

Total 23 100.0  

Total 23   

 

CHARE SCHOOL 

Among the factors like the above school, Biriti, parent‟s need of child‟s labor is again the main 

factor that the respondents of the school are scaled it very high with mean value of “5” range 

zero, and standard deviation of zero. Next to this factor, there are some significant factor listed 

from bottom to top from the most significant to the least such as: ability to afford school 

expenses (42.9% high, 57.1% very high), parental encouragement (14.3% moderate, 50% high, 

35.7% very high), parents perception of education (7.1% moderate, 64.3% high, 28.6% very 

high), students involved  in generating incomes (28.6% moderate, 42.9% high, 28.6% very high), 

family breakdown (28.6% moderate, 42.9%high), pear group influence (78.6% moderate, 7.1% 

high), pregnancy during schooling (21.4% moderate, 42.9% high), Early marriage (28.6% 

moderate, 35.7% high), Abduction or rape (21.4% moderate,28.6), parental illness (57.1 

moderate ) and parental death (50 % moderate).  

DERO DANISA SCHOOL 

Here from the table above the researcher believes that only the 100% moderate factor with a 

mean value of 3.00 is the main factor for the students to drop out their school which is student‟s 

capacity not to afford school expenses. Those factors in the low and very low range are not that 

much necessary to consider.  
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GABRA GURACHA 2 SCHOOL 

Table 4.7.3 frequency analysis output of Gabra Guracha 2 School for parents need of child‟s 

labor 

 Frequency Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 1 3.3 3.3 

High 16 53.3 56.7 

very high 13 43.3 100.0 

Total 30 100.0  

 

Here the researcher brought only parents need of child‟s labor frequency analysis in which case 

if necessary any reader can see the appendices and the analysis shows a 3.3% moderate, 53.3% 

high and 43.3% very high response. As the case of some of the schools here the same conclusion 

is going to be taken which means parents need of child‟s labor as a main factor. But also there 

are list of factors such as less encouragement given by the families of the students, break down 

of families, student‟s involvement in generating incomes to support themselves and less 

perception of families for education are some of the causes of the drop out.  

GABRA GURACHA 3 SCHOOL 

From the above table we can see that the parent‟s need of their children‟s for labor stands out as 

the main factor with a mean value of 4.26 and from the frequency analysis table let us the scale 

lists. From appendix III for Gabra Guracha 3 School frequency analysis parent‟s need of child‟s 

labor has scales of very low and low with number of respondents 1 and 2.6% each, moderate 

with a number of respondents 5 which is 12.8%, high with number of respondents 12 and 30.8% 

and very high with number of respondents 20 and 51.3 %. Also from the same school we have 

also a 48.7% very high and 10.3% high analysis for the factor student‟s involvement in 

generating incomes which works the same in the descriptive analysis with a mean value of 4.05.  

It is important to notice the meaning of the standard deviation that the values 0.966 and 0.999 

shows there are some scales such as “1”, “2” which are slightly less than the mean value 4.26 

and 4.05. Parent‟s perception of education is also a significant factor to be seen here, so the 

researcher concludes that parent‟s need of their children‟s for labor, student‟s involvement in 
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generating incomes and parent‟s less perception of education are the main causes of drop out in 

the  Gabra Guracha 3 School. 

GOSE SCHOOL 

From the above table we can not only observe that there are some factors which causes drop out 

but also some factors which surely are not the problem of  Gose school. Among these factors 

pear group influence, early marriage, pregnancy during schooling, abduction or rape and parental 

illness are evident with a mean value of 1.0, 0.0 ranges and standard deviation of 0.000 as well.  

But speaking of the domain factors: inability to afford school expenses, parent‟s less perception 

of education, parents need of their child‟s labor and parental death are the cause of dropping the 

school for the students.  

KORE KURA SCHOOL 

From the above table parent‟s need of child‟s labor is again the outstanding factor for the school 

Kore Kaku with a mean value of 4.50 and a very high scale of 87.5 % (appendix III). Next to this 

factors such as:  family breakdown (mean 3.0, range 0.0 and standard deviation 0.000 and 100 % 

moderate frequency analysis), parental illness (mean 3.0, range 0.0 and standard deviation 0.0 00 

and 100 % moderate frequency analysis), less parental encouragement (mean 3.0, range 0.0 and 

standard deviation 0.000 and 100 % moderate frequency analysis), students involvement in 

generating incomes (mean 3.0, range 0.0 and standard deviation 0.000 and 100 % moderate 

frequency analysis) are among the contributing factors to drop school.  

LAFTO SCHOOL 

From the considered schools above there is some deviation of factors here, for example parental 

death here is scaled 100% very high and abduction or rape is also 8.3% high and 91.7% very 

high. This 8.3% high and 91.7% very high is also the same for pregnancy during schooling 

which literally will be as the result of rape; and as we go up through the table above even if the 

standard deviation shows variation of scaling, family break down and parental illness, are also 

highly significant to cause drop. Surprisingly speaking there is early marriage and inability to 

afford school expenses.  So the researcher also believes that if the above mentioned factors are 

there it is clear that no one would choose literacy. 
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SEYOUM SCHOOL 

Table 4.7.4 frequency analysis output for Seyoum School for the students involved in generating 

incomes 

 Frequency Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 5.3 5.3 

Moderate 4 21.1 26.3 

High 10 52.6 78.9 

very high 4 21.1 100.0 

Total 19 100.0  

 

From the descriptive statistics table and frequency analysis table a mean value of 3.89 and 

percentage of 5.3, 21.1, 52.6 and 21.1 for low, moderate, high and very high respectively are the 

values which make students involvement in generating incomes the main factor to cause drop out 

according to the respondents view.  

Table 4.7.5 frequency analysis output for Seyoum School for parent‟s need of child‟s labor 

 Frequency Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 5.3 5.3 

Moderate 3 15.8 21.1 

High 12 63.2 84.2 

very high 3 15.8 100.0 

Total 19 100.0  

 

Again from the descriptive statistics table and frequency analysis table a mean value of 3.89 and 

percentage of 5.3, 15.8, 63.2 and 15.8 for low, moderate, high and very high scales respectively 

shows the parent‟s need of child‟s labor being  a major cause of drop out as students involvement 

in generating incomes according to the respondents view.  Hence the researcher infers from those 

respondents in addition to the above stated two main factors parents perception of education 

(15.8%, 42.1% moderate, 31.6% high, 10.5% very high) parental less encouragement (5.3% very 

low, 15.8% low, 36.8% moderate, 31.6% high, 10.5%very high), inability to afford school 

expenses (47.4%low, 31.6% moderate, 21.1% high) are some of the main factors that causes 

dropout rate to increase.  
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WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 

Here from the table above the researcher believes that student‟s capacity not to afford school 

expense is the relatively the cause to drop out school. Those factors in the low and very low 

range are not that much necessary to consider.  

Table 4.8 descriptive analysis output for principals of target schools 

 
N Range Mean Std. Deviation 

Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic 

Parental illness 12 2 2.92 .900 

Parental death 12 2 3.00 .953 

Early marriage 12 2 3.08 .900 

Pregnancy during schooling 12 3 3.33 1.155 

Pear group influence 12 3 3.33 .985 

Abduction or rape 12 3 3.42 1.165 

Family break down 12 2 3.58 .669 

Parents perception of education 12 3 3.67 1.155 

Parental encouragement 12 2 3.67 .888 

Students involved  in generating 

incomes 
12 2 4.08 .793 

Able to afford school expenses 12 2 4.42 .793 

Parents need of child‟s labor 12 0 5.00 .000 

Source: SPPSS output  

From the table it is necessary to see that parents need of child‟s labor is the first main factor ( ̅ = 

5 and  ̅ = 4.75) and next to this inability to afford school expenses ( ̅ = 4.42 and  ̅ = 4.50) is the 

second main factor to cause drop out in each schools. Then after that there is a slight difference 

in between the supervisors and the principals, and according to the principals students 

involvement in generating incomes ( ̅ = 4.08), parental less encouragement ( ̅ = 3.67), parents 

perception of education ( ̅ = 3.67) and family breakdown ( ̅ = 3.58) are among factors given 

precedence than the rest factor which are actually contributing still.  

Whereas, according to the supervisors (the following table) of the target schools early marriage 

( ̅ = 4.17), abduction or rape ( ̅ = 4.17), pregnancy during schooling ( ̅ = 4.08), students 
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involvement in generating incomes ( ̅ = 3.92), pear group influence ( ̅   3.83) and family 

breakdown ( ̅ = 3.83) are among factors given precedence than the rest factor which are actually 

contributing still. 

Table 4.9 descriptive analysis output for supervisors of target schools 

 
N Range Mean Std.Dev. 

Statistic Statistic Statistic Statistic 

Parental death 12 2 3.08 .515 

Parental illness 12 2 3.17 .577 

Parents perception of education 12 2 3.58 .669 

Parental encouragement 12 2 3.58 .669 

Family break down 12 1 3.83 .389 

Pear group influence 12 3 3.83 .718 

Students involved  in generating 

incomes 
12 2 3.92 .900 

Pregnancy during schooling 12 2 4.08 .515 

Abduction or rape 12 2 4.08 .515 

Early marriage 12 2 4.17 .577 

Able to afford school expenses 12 3 4.50 1.000 

Parents need of child‟s labor 12 2 4.75 .622 

Source: SPPSS output  

4.5 Possible solutions to minimize the problem of dropout rates 

The purpose of this variable of study is to assess the extent to which the minimizing factors 

stated by the researcher would reduce the drop out of students. 

And the research presents the data analysis of the corresponding schools as follows for the stated 

factor.  
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Table 4.10 Homeroom teacher‟s response on the factor which is related to possible solutions to 

minimize the problem of dropout rates 
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BIRRITI SCHOOL 

From the above table making stake holders to participate in helping students with social and 

family and community related problems (mean value of 4.87), improving teaching methodology 

and ways of assessing students (with a mean value of 4.78), organizing tutorial classes for low 

performing students (with a mean value of 4.74), making educational materials more available 

(with a mean value of 4.74), strengthening school and community relation (with a mean value of 

4.70), Strengthening educational management and management information system (with a mean 

value of 4.70), providing  guidance and counseling at school level (with a mean value of 4.65), 

creating awareness on the value of education (with a mean value of 4.65), encouraging students 

to participate in co-curricular activities (with a mean value of 4.52), creating conductive school 

environment (with a mean value of 4.43) and Improving access to school (with a mean value of 

4.43) will highly reduce the rate of drop out from the schools.  

CHARE SCHOOL 

From the above table providing guidance and counseling at the elementary level, making 

students participate in co-curricular activities and encouraging students to do so, organizing 

tutorial classes for low performing students, improving teaching methodology and assessments, 

Strengthening school and community relation participating stakeholders in helping the students 

and making educational materials more available will highly reduce the of drop out in the school. 

This is because as it can be seen from the above table and the frequency analysis table those 

factors are 100% scaled very high with a mean value of “5” and 0.000 value of standard. And it 

is also necessary to understand that this does not mean the rest factors like Strengthening 

educational management and management information system, creating conductive school 

environment, creating awareness on the value of education, improving access to school are not 

important; rather they were even the root cause for the students to drop out school in some 

schools. 

DERO DENISA SCHOOL 

From the above table making educational materials more available, providing guidance and 

counseling at school level, creating conductive school environment, strengthening school and 

community relation, creating awareness on the value of education, improving teaching 
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methodology and assessments, stake holders participation in helping the students are the factors 

which are highly believed in by the school home room teachers to reduce the rate of drop out in 

the school if really worked on. Whereas, it is also necessary to improve access to school, 

strengthen educational management and management information system and encourage 

students to participate in co-curricular activities to reduce the dropout rate as they are moderately 

contributing to the dropout rate. 

GABRA GURACHA 3 SCHOOL 

From the above table in Gabra Guracha 3 School each factor is less likely to cause drop out. 

However the value of the standard deviation shows that there exists a variation in scaling the 

necessity of providing guidance and counseling at school level (very low 28.2%, low 12.8%, 

33.3% moderate and 25.6% high), encouraging students to participate in co-curricular (very low 

20.5%, low 25.6%, 35.9% moderate and 19.9% high) and organizing tutorial classes for low 

performing students (very low 43.6%, low 10.3%, 23.1% moderate and 23.1% high) as well as 

for improving teaching methodology and assessments (very low 10.3%, low 43.6%, 23.1% 

moderate and 23.1% high). This shows that even if all teachers do not believe, some of them will 

do; and according to the researcher it is worth noticing that the school needs to work on the 

factors specifically on providing guidance and counseling (mean value 2.56, and standard 

deviations  1.165), encouraging students to participate in co-curricular activities (mean value 

2.51, and standard deviations 1.023), organizing tutorial classes for low performing student‟s( 

mean value 2.26, and standard deviations 1.251), and improving teaching methodology and 

assessments (mean value 2.59, and standard deviations .966). Also the school needs to involve 

stake holder‟s participation in helping the students, making educational materials more available 

and the woreda has to work on infrastructures so that school access will be improved. 

GABRA GURACHA 2 SCHOOL 

From the above table first it is important to notice that all factors are contributing factors to 

scale up the rate of drop out. However when we see the problems; providing guidance and 

counseling at school level is the major factor to be taken into consideration with a mean value 

of   ̅= 4.53, scale of moderate 10%, high 26.7% and very high 63.3%. even if the standard 

deviation of encouraging students to participate in co-curricular (1.006) and improving teaching 

methodology and assessments (1.015) are relatively higher than the standard deviation of 
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factors like strengthening school and community relation (0.837), organizing tutorial classes for 

low performing students (0.834), stake holders participation in helping the students (0.923) still 

we can see from the following two tables that the necessity of improving is greater than 70% 

(percentage of both high and very high for both factors). 

Table 4.10.1 frequency analysis output of improving teaching methodology and assessments 

and encouraging students to participate in co-curricular for the school Gabra Guracha number 2 

Improving teaching methodology and assessments 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 2 6.7 6.7 6.7 

Moderate 4 13.3 13.3 20.0 

High 16 53.3 53.3 73.3 

very high 8 26.7 26.7 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

providing  guidance and counseling at school level 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 3 10.0 10.0 10.0 

High 8 26.7 26.7 36.7 

very high 19 63.3 63.3 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 3.3 3.3 3.3 

Low 1 3.3 3.3 6.7 

Moderate 2 6.7 6.7 13.3 

High 6 20.0 20.0 33.3 

very high 20 66.7 66.7 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  
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So according to the tables 4.10 and 4.10.1 the researcher believes that it is necessary: to provide 

guidance and counseling at school level, to encourage students to participate in co-curricular 

activities, to strengthen school and community relation, to organize tutorial classes for low 

performing students, to participate stake holders in helping the students, to improve teaching 

methodology and assessments, to make educational materials more available, to create awareness 

on the value of education, to create conductive school environment and to strengthen educational 

management and management information system. 

GOSE SCHOOL 

Also here, since the standard deviation for all factor is less than 0.500, and the mean value for all 

factor is greater than three (the maximum and the minimum mean is 4.20, 3.10 respectively),  the 

researcher believes that with more emphasis on strengthening school and community relation, 

strengthening educational management and management information system, creating 

conductive school environment, stake holders participation in helping the students, making 

educational materials more available, creating awareness on the value of education and 

improving teaching methodology and assessment it is necessary: to provide guidance and 

counseling at school level, to encourage students to participate in co-curricular activities, to 

improve access to school, to organize tutorial classes for low performing students and to improve 

teaching methodology and assessments. 

KORE KURA SCHOOL 

Also here, since the standard deviation for all factor except strengthening school and community 

relation and making educational materials more available is less than  0.500, and the mean value 

for all factor is greater than three (the maximum and the minimum mean is 5.0, 3.10 

respectively),  the researcher believes that with more emphasis on creating awareness on the 

value of education, strengthening school and community relation, encouraging students to 

participate in co-curricular activities, organizing tutorial classes for low performing students, 

making educational materials more available and improving teaching methodology and 

assessment it is necessary: to strengthen educational management and management information 

system, to create conductive school environment, to participate stake holders in helping the 

students, to provide guidance and counseling at school level and to improve access to school. 

WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 
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From the above table it can be inferred that encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

activities, improving teaching methodology and assessments and strengthening educational 

management and management information system are the main factors which are being reasons 

for drop out to increase in those corresponding schools. Because, the mean value of those factors 

is „5‟ this means 100% very high. Also it is also important to understand from the above table 

4.43 that providing guidance and counseling at school level, organizing tutorial classes for low 

performing students, strengthening school and community relation, creating conductive school 

environment, participating stake holders in helping the students, creating awareness on the value 

of education are also among the factors which are contributing to the increment of dropout. For 

further information the researcher recommends to see the appendix of this section (Appendix 

III). 

LAFTO SCHOOL 

From the above table even if the standard deviation of the main factors the researcher observed 

from the table is high, their mean is as moderate as the effect of the case considered in the 

school, it is expected from the woreda to improve teaching methodology and assessments 

(mean= 4.00, standard deviation 1.348), to strengthen educational management and management 

information system (mean 3.33 and standard deviation 1.614), to improve access to school (mean 

3.42 and standard deviation of 1.73), to make educational materials more available (mean 3.33 

and standard deviation of 1.443)  of Lafto school. 

PRINCIPALS OF TARGET SCHOOLS 

Here, it is important to understand that the principals of those schools are nearer to understand 

the problem than anyone in the school will do. So let us discuss the above table, yes! Each 

schools in the woreda absolutely needs to: provide guidance and counseling(mean 5, 100% 

necessary), improve their teaching methodologies and assessments , strengthen educational 

management and management information system, create conductive school environment, 

participate stake holders in helping the students whenever necessary, make educational materials 

more available and above all create awareness on the value of education. Also from the table the 

standard deviation of the rest five factors being even less than half and their mean being 4.92 

4.92 4.92 4.67 respectively it is important to encourage students to participate in co-curricular 

activities, to organize tutorial classes for low performing students, to strengthen school and 
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community relation and improve access to school. So according to the researcher all the factors 

will be home work for the woreda. 

 

SUPERVISORS OF TARGET SCHOOLS 

What is interesting here is that like the principals of the woreda‟s schools supervisors of target 

schools have responded in the same manner to most of the factors the researcher considered them 

as the main factors.  For most of the factors almost there is no range and no variation. So it is just 

easy to infer. 
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     CHAPTER FIVE 

5 SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION 

5.1 Summary 

Education plays a significant role in the life of individual as well as in a society. However,   

many students leave school (dropping) before completing a particular cycle/level of education. 

And this drop out will be caused by different factors, which can be environmental cause, societal 

cause or even it can be institutional cause.  The researcher of this paper has gone far in detail to 

study mainly the cause of drop out in the Kuyu woreda.  This woreda has different first cycle 

schools with a greatly varying community back ground, and due to this difference, some of the 

causes of dropout in a certain school will not be the causes of drop out in another school. For 

example from the study lack of laboratory for practicing and necessary reference book is a 

problem of almost all school whereas accessing elementary school is the case with chare 

Wilincho, Bubisa and Aburoge School‟s. Children‟s of Gabra Gurracha 3 School have the 

chance to complete their first cycle without facing those major problems. Basically the most 

influencing problems are factors which are related to school resource and facilities and teacher 

related factors.  Even if a certain child will prefer to access a nearby school if there are no 

enough and qualified teachers, if there is less availability of text book, if there is no enough 

references to support his or her academic understanding he or she will be forced to quit the 

school.. Also methods of delivering lessons and assessment will greatly plays a significant role in 

discouraging or encouraging morale of a child.  

Major findings from analysis of the study are the following and they are the problems of most of 

the schools: 

 School resources and facilities related factors: 

 Class size or large number of students in a single class room 

 shortage of text book and lack of necessary reference book 

 lack of well specified rules and regulations 

 There is no counseling service for the students who face problems, and  

 Contents loaded in the curriculum 
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 Teachers related factors:  

 Less availability of qualified and enough teachers in number, Less encouragement 

given by teachers 

 In appropriate method of evaluations, unattractiveness of the lesson, and less 

academic support given to students with such problems or strugglers. 

 The main Communities and families related problems: 

 In ability to afford school expenses, and  

 Parent‟s need of child‟s labor. 
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5.2 Conclusion  

The main cause of drop out being classified as school resource and facilities, teachers related 

factors and family and community related factors the researcher will points out the main factors 

of the respective classifications. According to most of the schools home room teachers, 

principals and supervisors the main cause of drop out which are related to school resource and 

facilities, teachers related factors and family and community related factors are: 

 Lack of counseling service in the schools for students facing problems and support given 

for students who have academic problems is less hence forcing the students to drop 

 The class size or number of students allowed to learn in a single class is very high hence 

creating uncomfortable environment 

 lack of students text books  necessary reference books makes the students frustrate on 

academy 

 Inappropriate evaluation of students performance discourages, and paves way to quit 

 unattractiveness of teaching methodology incurs feelings of discomfort and non-

belongingness  

 less availability of enough and qualified teachers in the schools makes the students lack 

interest 

 Inability of students to afford school expenses hence involvement   in generating incomes 

will enforce them quit. 

Here it is important to remind that every factor considered in the research has a certain amount of 

contribution to make a child drop school; however the researcher prioritized them and concluded 

that if those problems stated in the conclusion are solved the problems like students perception of 

their future won‟t be a case.  
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5.3 Recommendations  

The researcher believes that this study has significant contribution for the woreda; this is 

because, the analysis of the research has different measures of variations and locations (central 

tendency). However the researcher still believes that the population for study should include the 

students and the families in the sampling which needs split analysis and will help to come up 

with concrete solutions to the problems. Even if it is ongoing process and takes time and 

resources to solve the problems the researcher recommends that the following problems should 

be prioritized and needs to be solved by the woreda‟s education bureau, school communities and 

concerned bodies: 

School‟s communities:  

 guidance and counseling  service has to be provided in each schools in the kuyu woreda 

 addressing each schools with center of practical lessons or hands on plan 

 Clearly outline measures to correct students with disciplinary problems 

Woreda‟s education office, school communities and concerned bodies:  

 constructing additional rooms to address problems of class size 

 Teachers of the corresponding schools need to upgrade their academic level; specifically, 

those who are teaching with diploma level to at least a first degree, they need to improve 

their methods of  teaching (student centered than chalk talk or etc.) , methods of 

assessments, refrain from discouraging students, help students to participate in co-

curricular activities and develop self-presentation skills and organizing tutorial classes for 

low performing students  

 It can be with help of sponsors or stake holders building center of references, library full 

of necessary reference books for primary cycles  

 Creating awareness to communities and families so that they could help in reducing 

dropout. 

 Building necessary infrastructures to improve access to school. 
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APPENDICES 

  APPENDIX I 

FREQUENCY TABLES 

I. SCHOOL RESOURCES AND FACILITIES FOR ALL SCHOOLS 

A. SCHOOL BIRRITI  

 

shortage of student text book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 7 30.4 30.4 30.4 

High 16 69.6 69.6 100.0 

Total 23 100.0 100.0  

 

necessary reference book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 4.3 4.3 4.3 

Moderate 6 26.1 26.1 30.4 

High 11 47.8 47.8 78.3 

very high 5 21.7 21.7 100.0 

Total 23 100.0 100.0  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

class size or number of students in the class 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 2 8.7 8.7 8.7 

High 1 4.3 4.3 13.0 

very high 20 87.0 87.0 100.0 

Total 23 100.0 100.0  
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counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 4.3 4.3 4.3 

Low 2 8.7 8.7 13.0 

High 5 21.7 21.7 34.8 

very high 15 65.2 65.2 100.0 

Total 23 100.0 100.0  

 

B. SCHOOL CHARE 

shortage of student text book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 3 21.4 21.4 21.4 

High 4 28.6 28.6 50.0 

very high 7 50.0 50.0 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

necessary reference book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

very high 13 92.9 92.9 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

 

 

 

 



80 

 

C. SCHOOL DERO DENISA 

necessary reference book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 2 8.3 8.3 8.3 

Moderate 18 75.0 75.0 83.3 

High 4 16.7 16.7 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  

 

laboratory service for practicing 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 7 29.2 29.2 29.2 

Moderate 16 66.7 66.7 95.8 

High 1 4.2 4.2 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  

 

academic support for female students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 6 25.0 25.0 25.0 

Moderate 13 54.2 54.2 79.2 

High 5 20.8 20.8 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  

D. WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 

well school rules and regulations 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid moderate 23 95.8 100.0 100.0 

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   
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counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Low 23 95.8 100.0 100.0 

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

contents loaded in the curriculum 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid moderate 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

supervisors support in class room instructions 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

E. GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 2 

necessary reference book 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 2 6.7 6.7 6.7 

Moderate 8 26.7 26.7 33.3 

High 14 46.7 46.7 80.0 

very high 6 20.0 20.0 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

laboratory service for practicing 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 5 16.7 16.7 16.7 

High 4 13.3 13.3 30.0 

very high 21 70.0 70.0 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  
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academic support for female students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 4 13.3 13.3 13.3 

Moderate 13 43.3 43.3 56.7 

High 8 26.7 26.7 83.3 

very high 5 16.7 16.7 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 13 43.3 43.3 43.3 

High 9 30.0 30.0 73.3 

very high 8 26.7 26.7 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

 

contents loaded in the curriculum 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 3.3 3.3 3.3 

Moderate 5 16.7 16.7 20.0 

High 19 63.3 63.3 83.3 

very low 5 16.7 16.7 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

F. GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 3 

class size or number of students in the class 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 4 10.3 10.3 10.3 

Moderate 5 12.8 12.8 23.1 

High 15 38.5 38.5 61.5 

very high 15 38.5 38.5 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  
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well school rules and regulations 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid moderate 39 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 6 15.4 15.4 15.4 

moderate 31 79.5 79.5 94.9 

High 2 5.1 5.1 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

contents loaded in the curriculum 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 2.6 2.6 2.6 

moderate 26 66.7 66.7 69.2 

High 8 20.5 20.5 89.7 

very low 4 10.3 10.3 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

G. SCHOOL GOSE 

class size or number of students in the class 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

conductive school environment for effective instructional program 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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well school rules and regulations 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

supervisors support in class room instructions 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 

H. SCHOOL SEYOUM 

accessing elementary school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 2 10.5 10.5 10.5 

High 13 68.4 68.4 78.9 

very high 4 21.1 21.1 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

 

class size or number of students in the class 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 1 5.3 5.3 5.3 

High 11 57.9 57.9 63.2 

very high 7 36.8 36.8 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

 

counseling service for students facing problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 2 10.5 10.5 10.5 

moderate 4 21.1 21.1 31.6 

High 4 21.1 21.1 52.6 

very high 9 47.4 47.4 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  
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contents loaded in the curriculum 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 2 10.5 10.5 10.5 

Low 10 52.6 52.6 63.2 

moderate 2 10.5 10.5 73.7 

High 4 21.1 21.1 94.7 

very low 1 5.3 5.3 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

 

supervisors support in class room instructions 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 11 57.9 57.9 57.9 

Low 5 26.3 26.3 84.2 

High 3 15.8 15.8 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  
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APPENDIX II 

II. TEACHERS RELATED FACTORS 

A. SCHOOL BIRRITI 

availability of qualified teachers in the school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 2 8.3 8.7 8.7 

moderate 10 41.7 43.5 52.2 

High 10 41.7 43.5 95.7 

very high 1 4.2 4.3 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

availability of enough teachers 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 3 12.5 13.0 13.0 

moderate 4 16.7 17.4 30.4 

High 11 45.8 47.8 78.3 

very high 5 20.8 21.7 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

regular absenteeism from school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 3 12.5 13.0 13.0 

Low 1 4.2 4.3 17.4 

moderate 2 8.3 8.7 26.1 

High 9 37.5 39.1 65.2 

very high 8 33.3 34.8 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

disciplinary problems of students 
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 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 4 16.7 17.4 17.4 

High 3 12.5 13.0 30.4 

very high 16 66.7 69.6 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

B. SCHOOL  CHARE 

educational background of students at the middle level 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

moderate 11 78.6 78.6 85.7 

High 2 14.3 14.3 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

regular absenteeism from school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

High 2 14.3 14.3 21.4 

very high 11 78.6 78.6 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

disciplinary problems of students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

High 2 14.3 14.3 21.4 

very high 11 78.6 78.6 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  
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failure in examination 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

High 1 7.1 7.1 14.3 

very high 12 85.7 85.7 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

C. SCHOOL DERO DANISA 

availability of qualified teachers in the school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 16 61.5 66.7 66.7 

High 8 30.8 33.3 100.0 

Total 24 92.3 100.0  

Missing System 2 7.7   

Total 26 100.0   

 

availability of enough teachers 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 3 11.5 12.5 12.5 

moderate 10 38.5 41.7 54.2 

High 10 38.5 41.7 95.8 

very high 1 3.8 4.2 100.0 

Total 24 92.3 100.0  

Missing System 2 7.7   

Total 26 100.0   
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special support given for students who have academic problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 16 61.5 66.7 66.7 

High 7 26.9 29.2 95.8 

very high 1 3.8 4.2 100.0 

Total 24 92.3 100.0  

Missing System 2 7.7   

Total 26 100.0   

 

attractiveness of teaching methodology 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 3 11.5 12.5 12.5 

moderate 7 26.9 29.2 41.7 

High 10 38.5 41.7 83.3 

very high 4 15.4 16.7 100.0 

Total 24 92.3 100.0  

Missing System 2 7.7   

Total 26 100.0   

 

D. GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 2 

 

special support given for students who have academic problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 3.2 3.3 3.3 

moderate 11 35.5 36.7 40.0 

High 10 32.3 33.3 73.3 

very high 8 25.8 26.7 100.0 

Total 30 96.8 100.0  

Total 31 100.0   
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regular absenteeism from school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 3.2 3.3 3.3 

moderate 2 6.5 6.7 10.0 

High 13 41.9 43.3 53.3 

very high 14 45.2 46.7 100.0 

Total 30 96.8 100.0  

Total 31 100.0   

 

E. GABRA GURRACHA NUMBER 3 

regular absenteeism from school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 2.6 2.6 2.6 

Low 6 15.4 15.4 17.9 

moderate 3 7.7 7.7 25.6 

High 12 30.8 30.8 56.4 

very high 17 43.6 43.6 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

F. GOSE 

availability of qualified teachers in the school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid high 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

availability of enough teachers 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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encouragement given by teachers 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 2 20.0 20.0 20.0 

Moderate 1 10.0 10.0 30.0 

High 7 70.0 70.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

G. SCHOOL KAKU 

Teachers attitude towards students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 14 87.5 87.5 87.5 

Low 2 12.5 12.5 100.0 

Total 16 100.0 100.0  

 

students expectation on future success 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

regular absenteeism from school 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 2 12.5 12.5 12.5 

High 14 87.5 87.5 100.0 

Total 16 100.0 100.0  

 

H. SCHOOL LAFTO 

 

encouragement given by teachers 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 
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Valid 

very low 1 8.3 8.3 8.3 

Low 1 8.3 8.3 16.7 

very high 10 83.3 83.3 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

 

Teachers attitude towards students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 2 16.7 16.7 16.7 

very high 10 83.3 83.3 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

 

students health problems 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

High 1 8.3 8.3 8.3 

very high 11 91.7 91.7 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

 

I. SCHOOL SEYOUM 

encouragement given by teachers 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 3 15.8 15.8 15.8 

High 9 47.4 47.4 63.2 

very high 7 36.8 36.8 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  
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      APPENDIX III 

III. FAMILY AND COMMUNITY RELATED FACTORS 

A. SCHOOL CHARE 

able to afford school expenses 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 6 42.9 42.9 42.9 

very high 8 57.1 57.1 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

parents need of child’s labor 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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students involved  in generating incomes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 4 28.6 28.6 28.6 

High 6 42.9 42.9 71.4 

very high 4 28.6 28.6 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

parents perception of education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Moderate 1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

High 9 64.3 64.3 71.4 

very high 4 28.6 28.6 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

 

 

 

parental encouragement 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 2 14.3 14.3 14.3 

High 7 50.0 50.0 64.3 

very high 5 35.7 35.7 100.0 

Total 14 100.0 100.0  

 

B. SCHOOL DERO DENISA 

able to afford school expenses 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid moderate 24 92.3 100.0 100.0 

Missing System 2 7.7   
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Total 26 100.0   

 

C. WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 

able to afford school expenses 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Low 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

D. GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 2 

students involved  in generating incomes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 3.2 3.3 3.3 

moderate 12 38.7 40.0 43.3 

High 13 41.9 43.3 86.7 

very high 4 12.9 13.3 100.0 

Total 30 96.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 3.2   

Total 31 100.0   

 

E. GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 3 

parents need of child’s labor 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 2.6 2.6 2.6 

Low 1 2.6 2.6 5.1 

Moderate 5 12.8 12.8 17.9 

High 12 30.8 30.8 48.7 

very high 20 51.3 51.3 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  
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students involved  in generating incomes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 2.6 2.6 2.6 

moderate 15 38.5 38.5 41.0 

High 4 10.3 10.3 51.3 

very high 19 48.7 48.7 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

F. SCHOOL GOSE 

able to afford school expenses 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 5 50.0 50.0 50.0 

High 5 50.0 50.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

parents need of child’s labor 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 7 70.0 70.0 70.0 

High 3 30.0 30.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

parents perception of education 

 Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 6 60.0 60.0 60.0 

High 4 40.0 40.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  
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parental encouragement 

 Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative Percent 

Valid moderate 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

parental death 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Moderate 10 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

G. SCHOOL KAKU 

parents need of child’s labor 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 2 12.5 12.5 12.5 

very high 14 87.5 87.5 100.0 

Total 16 100.0 100.0  

 

students involved  in generating incomes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Moderate 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

parental encouragement 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Moderate 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

family break down 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Moderate 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

H. LAFTO  

parental death 
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 Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 12 100.0 100.0 100.0 

pregnancy during schooling 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 1 8.3 8.3 8.3 

very high 11 91.7 91.7 100.0 

Total 12 100.0 100.0  

 

I. SCHOOL SEYOUM  

parents need of child’s labor 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 5.3 5.3 5.3 

moderate 3 15.8 15.8 21.1 

High 12 63.2 63.2 84.2 

very high 3 15.8 15.8 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

 

students involved  in generating incomes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 5.3 5.3 5.3 

moderate 4 21.1 21.1 26.3 

High 10 52.6 52.6 78.9 

very high 4 21.1 21.1 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  

 

parents perception of education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 
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Valid 

Low 3 15.8 15.8 15.8 

moderate 8 42.1 42.1 57.9 

High 6 31.6 31.6 89.5 

very high 2 10.5 10.5 100.0 

Total 19 100.0 100.0  
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APPENDIX IV 

IV. POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS TO MINIMIZE THE RATE OF DROPOUT 

A. SCHOOL BIRRITI 

stake holders participation in helping the students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 4.2 4.3 4.3 

very high 22 91.7 95.7 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

Strengthening educational management and management information system 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 4.2 4.3 4.3 

High 3 12.5 13.0 17.4 

very high 19 79.2 82.6 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

strengthening school and community relation 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 4.2 4.3 4.3 

High 3 12.5 13.0 17.4 

very high 19 79.2 82.6 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   
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improving teaching methodology and assessments 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 1 4.2 4.3 4.3 

High 1 4.2 4.3 8.7 

very high 21 87.5 91.3 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

organizing tutorial classes for low performing students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 4.2 4.3 4.3 

moderate 1 4.2 4.3 8.7 

High 1 4.2 4.3 13.0 

very high 20 83.3 87.0 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

moderate 3 12.5 13.0 13.0 

High 5 20.8 21.7 34.8 

very high 15 62.5 65.2 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   
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B. SCHOOL CHARE 

strengthening school and community relation 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

improving teaching methodology and assessments 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

organizing tutorial classes for low performing students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

providing  guidance and counseling at school level 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 14 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

C. SCHOOL DERO DANISA 

making educational materials more available 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Low 2 8.3 8.3 8.3 

Moderate 18 75.0 75.0 83.3 

High 4 16.7 16.7 100.0 
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Total 24 100.0 100.0  

 

stake holders participation in helping the students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 15 62.5 62.5 62.5 

Moderate 7 29.2 29.2 91.7 

High 2 8.3 8.3 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  

 

creating conductive school environment 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 7 29.2 29.2 29.2 

Moderate 16 66.7 66.7 95.8 

High 1 4.2 4.2 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  

 

strengthening school and community relation 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 8 33.3 33.3 33.3 

Moderate 14 58.3 58.3 91.7 

High 2 8.3 8.3 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Low 15 62.5 62.5 62.5 

moderate 9 37.5 37.5 100.0 

Total 24 100.0 100.0  
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providing  guidance and counseling at school level 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 5 20.8 21.7 21.7 

moderate 17 70.8 73.9 95.7 

High 1 4.2 4.3 100.0 

Total 23 95.8 100.0  

Missing System 1 4.2   

Total 24 100.0   

 

D. WILINCHO, BUBISA AND ABUROGE SCHOOL 

creating awareness on the value of education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

making educational materials more available 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

creating conductive school environment 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

Strengthening educational management and management information system 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

strengthening school and community relation 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 



105 

 

 

 

improving teaching methodology and assessments 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

organizing tutorial classes for low performing students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 24 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

E. SCHOOL GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 2 

organizing tutorial classes for low performing students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 3.3 3.3 3.3 

moderate 5 16.7 16.7 20.0 

High 12 40.0 40.0 60.0 

very high 12 40.0 40.0 100.0 

Total 30 100.0 100.0  

 

F. SCHOOL GABRA GURACHA NUMBER 3 

improving teaching methodology and assessments 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 4 10.3 10.3 10.3 

Low 17 43.6 43.6 53.8 

Moderate 9 23.1 23.1 76.9 

High 9 23.1 23.1 100.0 



106 

 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

organizing tutorial classes for low performing students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 17 43.6 43.6 43.6 

Low 4 10.3 10.3 53.8 

Moderate 9 23.1 23.1 76.9 

High 9 23.1 23.1 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 frequency   Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 8 20.5 20.5 20.5 

Low 10 25.6 25.6 46.2 

Moderate 14 35.9 35.9 82.1 

High 7 17.9 17.9 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

providing  guidance and counseling at school level 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

very low 11 28.2 28.2 28.2 

Low 5 12.8 12.8 41.0 

Moderate 13 33.3 33.3 74.4 

High 10 25.6 25.6 100.0 

Total 39 100.0 100.0  

 

G. SCHOOL GOSE 

creating awareness on the value of education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

High 9 90.0 90.0 90.0 

very high 1 10.0 10.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

making educational materials more available 
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 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 9 90.0 90.0 90.0 

very high 1 10.0 10.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

stake holders participation in helping the students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 9 90.0 90.0 90.0 

very high 1 10.0 10.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

creating conductive school environment 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 9 90.0 90.0 90.0 

very high 1 10.0 10.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

Strengthening educational management and management information system 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 9 90.0 90.0 90.0 

very high 1 10.0 10.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  

 

strengthening school and community relation 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

High 8 80.0 80.0 80.0 

very high 2 20.0 20.0 100.0 

Total 10 100.0 100.0  
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H. SCHOOL KAKU 

creating awareness on the value of education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid very high 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

stake holders participation in helping the students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

improving teaching methodology and assessments 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

organizing tutorial classes for low performing students 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid High 16 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 

I. SCHOOL SEYOUM 

creating awareness on the value of education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

High 12 57.1 63.2 63.2 

very high 7 33.3 36.8 100.0 

Total 19 90.5 100.0  

Missing System 2 9.5   

Total 21 100.0   

 



109 

 

encouraging students to participate in co-curricular 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid 

Low 1 4.8 5.3 5.3 

Moderate 3 14.3 15.8 21.1 

High 11 52.4 57.9 78.9 

very high 4 19.0 21.1 100.0 

Total 19 90.5 100.0  

Missing System 2 9.5   

Total 21 100.0   
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APPENDIX V 

                         ADDIS ABABA UNIVERSITY 

                         COLLEGE OF EDUCATIONAL AND BEHAVIORAL STUDIES 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT 

Questionnaire to be filled by Home Room Teachers, Principals and Supervisors.  

General Information 

Dear teachers, principals and supervisors the purpose of this questionnaire is to collect data 

on the factors that contribute to dropout students in elementary Schools of Kuyyu Woreda, North 

Shoa Zone, Oromia. It also aims at identifying the major factors of dropout students and to come 

up with relevant strategies in the zone.  

Your genuine concern and willingness infilling the questionnaire will to make the study more 

objective, informative and useful. Hence you are kindly requested to give genuine and full 

responses for all questions. Your responses will be kept confidential and used only for academic 

purpose. 

                                                                                           Thank you for your cooperation 

INSTRUCTION  

• You do not need to write your name in the questionnaire.  

 • Put a tick mark “√”sign in the space provided and give only one answer to each item.  

• Give short and precise answer for the short answer questions. 

Section One– Personal Information  

Fill your responses on the space provided. 

1. Name of school  ___________ 2.Wereda_________________ . 3. Sex  ________      

 4.  Age ______ 5.  Qualification __________ 6.  Specialization ____________  

7.  Years of service _____  

Section two:  

2.1 School resources and facilities 

2.1.1 .From your experience, judge the extent to which the following school based factors such 

as school resources and facilities contribute to the dropping out of students from the school. Put 
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tick mark (√) on your choice in the box below. 1=Very low,   2= Low, 3= Moderate, 4= High 

and 5= Very high 

No   Items 1) 2 3 4) 5 

1 Accessing elementary schools      

2 The class size or number of students in a class      

3 
Conducive school environment for effective 

instructional programs 
     

4 Shortage of student textbook      

5 Necessary reference books in the  library      

6 Laboratory service for practical learning      

7 
School management setup tutorial class for 

students as a whole  
     

8 
Special academic support given for female 

students 
     

9 How well are the  school rules and regulations      

10 
Counseling service at school level when 

students facing a problem  
     

11 Contents loaded in the curriculum       

12 Supervisor‟s support in classroom instruction       

 

2.1.2. If you have observed other factors that contribute to students‟ dropout, please mention 

them:  

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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2.2. Teachers related factors  

2.2.1. From your experience, judge the extent to which the following teachers and students 

related factors that contribute to the dropping out of students from the school. Put tick mark (√) 

on your choice in the box below. 1=Very low,   2= Low , 3= Moderate , 4= High  and 5= Very 

high 

 

No   Items 1 2 3 4 5 

1 Availability of qualified teachers in the school       

2 Availability of enough teachers in the school      

3  Encouragement given by teachers to students      

4 
Special support given for students who have 

academic difficulties 
     

5 Attractiveness of teaching method      

6 
Appropriate evaluation of students 

performance 
     

7 Teachers attitude towards students      

8 Students health problems      

9 
Educational background of students at middle 

school  
     

10 Students  expectation on future success      

11 Students' interest towards education      

12 Regular absenteeism from school      

13 Disciplinary problems of students      

14 Failure in examination      

 

2.2.2. If you have observed other factors that contribute to students‟ dropout, please mention 

them: _________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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2.3. Family and community related factors 

 2.3.1. From your experience, judge the extent to which the following family and community 

related factors that contribute to the dropping out of students from the school. Put tick mark (√) 

on your choice in the box below. 1=Very low,   2= Low , 3= Moderate , 4= High  and 5= Very 

high 

 

No   Items 1 2 3 4 5 

1 Able to afford expenses of school supplies      

2 Parents need of child labor      

3 
Students involvement in income generating 

activities 
     

4 
Parents‟  perception of benefits from 

education 
     

5 Parental encouragement      

6 Parental illness      

7 Parental death      

8 Family breakdown      

9 Peer group influence      

10 Early marriage      

11 Pregnancy during schooling      

12 Abduction or rape      

 

2.3.2. If you have observed other factors that contribute to students‟ dropout, please mention 

them: _________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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2.4.Posible solutions to minimize the problem of dropout rates 

2.4.1. From your experience, judge the extent to which the following solutions to minimize the 

problem of dropout rates in the elementary schools. Put tick mark (√) on your choice in the box 

below. 1=Very low,   2= Low , 3= Moderate , 4= High  and 5= Very high 

 

No   Items 1 2 3 4 5 

1 Improving access to schooling          

2  Creating awareness on the value of education      

3 
Making educational materials and school facilities more 

available        
     

4  Providing material and financial support by stake holders      

5 Creating conducive school environment      

6 
Strengthen  educational  management  and  management  

information system 
     

7 strengthening community and school relation      

8  Improving teaching methods and  assessment practice       

9 
Organizing tutorial classes for low performing  

Students 
     

10 
Encouraging students to participate in different  

co-curricular activities 
     

11 Providing guidance and counseling service at school level       

 

2.4.2. What strategies do you suggest to improve the problem of students dropouts in the 

elementary schools?  

 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 
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