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Abstract

Student engagement in relation to teaching and Jearnirig has. been of'concerf in education fOJ

irrrprcvernentand better teaching learning.outcomes: This studyexamined student

en¥agell)ent in relation to school enviroument ill the universal secondary education (USE)

schools in Torero d istrict. The Flow theory advanced by Csikzentm ihalyi was used to explain

school' environment-student engagement interplay, Usinga cross-section survey, 402 students

were randomly selected with' eight purposively selected teachers as participants in the study.

School environment measurement scale,' a. = "84~and 'student engagement in schools

questionnaire (SESQ) (j, = .:82; were adopted fo'r the study. The results revealed a.good state

of physical, instructional materials and social environment in USE. schools in Torero district.

Though government needed.to invest.more in the physical and instructional materials to-make

it better. The students in .uSE schools reported high levels ofengagement and there was

positive.significant.correlation (r =.401,p < ;0 I) between school .environment and student .

.engagement. Thematic analysis of qualitative data revealed that. students were engaged

duringlessens, teachers used diffel'eht techniques like question and answer, group

discussions arid class exercise, Conversely on physical environment, two teacher' s revealed

that the space. in the laboratories and ..classroomswere not enough and had no .liJ~.fitinR.In

conclusion the state ofsclrocl environment. was good with high student engagement which

also htdicaied a positive relationship between school environmentand student.engagement.

The study recommends that teachers should .g~.tide.students 011.l10W to. use the text books and

be friendly during teaching' and learning session, Government-should invest more 011

expansion ofexistiug laboratories, provide adequate instructiortal materials, school

-administrators should ensure.maintenartceand supervisicnofthe teaching. arid learning

process.in order to realize optima! engagement of students.

'Key words: school, environment; student engagement; secondary .education



Chapter One: Introduction

This chapter reviews the background, statement of theproblern, purpose, objectives,.. . , .

research questions, hypothesis significance and .scope ofthc study and, conceptual frame

work.

Backgroundto the Study

Environmental factors are fundamental for any growth and development ofan

individual and society at.large{Patl'ick &, Ryan,.:200j). For academicgrowth and

development, this.observation is equally vital, sohools therefore need to providean

environment thatisappropriate 'tor teaching and learning, Education is pivotal in

development and it is more critical in society today than ever before, as conventional paths

to success, especiallyeconomic stability dependent upon certain.levels of educational

attainment (Pevey, Kate, W iJIis, & Haynes, 201.6). 'This, Education needs ro be providedin a

'cofiducive.environrnerit ~Hcre students are maximally engaged to achieve the. goals for such

education. Educational goals Mid objectives may licit be achieved very well if there is no

student en~agelhent in the education processes, especially during teaching, and learn ing

(Everett, 20 15). Studentengagement, refers not .onlyto the academic achievement,

motivation, and commitmentthat students demonstrate within their school (both 'in .and out of

the classroom context), but alsoto the. psychological connection, .. comfort, and 'sense 'of

belonging that students feel towards their school, their peers and.their teachers (London,

Downey, & Mace, 10.07).

Student engagement has been a topic ofconcern and has. been viewed as, ali issue

affeoting students in higher 'education 'only (Jennings & Angelo, 2006). Studying student

engagement in' secondary level is also important In the contcliljJOra'ry'time' as lower education

builds the.foundation for higher education" implying that poor lower education background

rnay translate. into poor higher education and Iifelong outcomes, These outcomes include
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