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The impact of the Covid-19 school closures on children and young people has
been significant, with research suggesting that it has disproportionately
negatively affected students from areas of socio-economic disadvantage. With
the move to remote schooling, the focus on ensuring classes continued to ‘cover
the curriculum’ left little space for considering how students were engaging with
learning, or the factors that influenced their engagement. This paper aims to
examine the extent to which student-teacher relationships, and modes of online
teaching and learning, impacted on student engagement during Covid-19 school
closures in Irish second-level schools. Using data from two research studies, this
paper provides insights into the teacher experience of school closures and a
more focused view of the experiences of second-level students attending schools
in areas of socio-economic disadvantage. The findings highlight two things:
firstly, that meaningful connection between teachers and students matters for
student engagement in remote learning, particularly for students at risk of
educational disadvantage. Secondly, where teachers use innovative teaching and
learning methods and encourage the development of students’ key skills there is
increased student engagement. This paper acts as a timely reminder of the
importance of relationships in student engagement especially during periods of
crisis.

Keywords: COVID-19; school closures; engagement; educational disadvantage;
socio-economic disadvantage

Research background and rationale

The challenges presented by the COVID-19 school closures have been the topic of
educational research both in Ireland and internationally (Darmody, Smyth, and
Russell 2020; Eyles, Gibbons, and Montebruno Bondi 2020). With the sudden
change in education from in-school to remote learning, early research findings
showed clear challenges for continuity of learning and school engagement for stu-
dents in general, but especially for students who experienced educational disadvan-
tage (Devitt et al. 2020; Green 2020). Certain vulnerable groups were identified as
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being more at risk of the negative impacts of school closures, which ‘amplified and
reinforced the digital, social, emotional, cultural and economic inequalities’ (Euro-
pean Centre for the Development of Vocational Training 2020). Initially, much of
the debate focussed on the ‘digital divide’: low student engagement due to a lack of
access to devices and broadband for some students (Devitt et al. 2020; Darmody,
Smyth, and Russell 2020; GUI 2021). There has been less focus on the extent to
which the well-established inequalities of social and cultural resources, and the result-
ing disparity of opportunities (Mountford-Zimdars and Sabbagh 2013; Walker 2015),
have been exacerbated by the school closures.

This paper examines student engagement in Irish second-level schools during the
Covid-19 school closures in the Spring of 2020. Using data from both teachers and
students, it examines the key barriers to engagement for students, in particular
those experiencing educational disadvantage. This work is situated against the back-
drop of extensive national and international research that highlights the importance
of positive student-teacher relationships (Gorard and See 2011), relatable role models
(St John 2013), a student-centred, creative approach to pedagogy (Boni and Walker
2016; Naidoo 2015), and advice and guidance (McCoy and Byrne 2011), particularly
for students in areas of socio-economic disadvantage. In particular, this paper
explores the extent to which student-teacher relationships and modes of online teach-
ing and learning interaction, impacted on student engagement during school closures.

The analysis is based on the following research question:

o What are the material, relational and pedagogic aspects that enhance or detract
from learner engagement during remote learning?

Theoretical perspective

The construct of student engagement is a contested topic, which can range from a
narrow focus on specific behaviours such as school attendance, to a broad, multidi-
mensional perspective incorporating behavioural, emotional and cognitive factors
(Eccles and Wang 2012). Within this contested area however, there is consistent evi-
dence of the importance of both a narrow and a broad conceptualisation of engage-
ment in relation to student outcomes (Janosz 2012). Educational theory and
empirical research have long explored the interactions between learning and social,
cultural, and relational factors (Christenson, Reschly, and Wylie 2012).

Extensive national and international research has highlighted the importance of
children and young people’s positive attitudes to schooling, in relation to their edu-
cational experiences and outcomes (McNamara et al. 2020; Wang 2010). Longitudi-
nal studies in Ireland have shown primarily positive attitudes to school, although
these are socially stratified, with students from homes of lower socio-economic
status reporting less positive attitudes to education (Smyth, Banks, and Calvert
2011; GUI 2016; McNamara et al. 2020). School closures have had a significant
negative impact on attitudes to school with 40% of students not enjoying school
(Flynn et al. 2020), and 35% of children not liking remote learning (Symonds
et al. 2020). This is reflected in the level of difficulty with home learning reported
in the Growing Up in Ireland Covid survey with over half of 12-year olds reporting
at least some difficulty (GUI 2021).
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Relationships inside and outside school

Positive educational outcomes are associated with positive school climate, low-fric-
tion relationships between home and school, relatable role models, and high expec-
tations of students, their families, and their teachers in relation to educational
attainment and engagement (Smyth, Banks, and Calvert 2011; GUI 2016; Janosz
2012; St John 2013). Wentzel (2012) emphasises how the quality of school and class-
room relationships are critical to the effectiveness of practices to support learning and
achievement. Many studies have noted the influence of the quality of student-teacher
relationships as well as the impact of pedagogy (Gettinger and Ball 2007; Hipkins
2012) on student engagement. However, students in DEIS schools are more likely
to experience teacher-directed, rote learning, rather than active learning pedagogical
approaches, causing increased likelihood of disengagement (Keane 2013; Williams
et al. 2011).

Recent empirical evidence drawing on results from PISA and TALIS, shows the
interplay between contextual, social, and relational factors and a range of student
outcomes (OECD 2021). In a pre-Covid context, the results indicated that a
number of factors contributed to positive student-teacher relationships. This included
increased teacher time spent on extra-curricular activities (e.g. homework clubs), and
on assessment (OECD 2021), particularly taking a broad view of assessment and
feedback as dialogic process (Nicol 2010). These findings support existing research
on how classroom teaching processes impact on student attitudes and engagement
(Blazar and Kraft 2017; Keane 2013).

Methodology

This paper examines two perspectives on student engagement drawn from survey data
collected during school closures (Devitt et al. 2020; Bray et al. 2020). Data were col-
lected from post-primary teachers (taking student engagement as participation) and
students (exploring active engagement with education: affective and behavioural
measures). Analysis of these two data sources has allowed barriers to student engage-
ment with education in a remote learning context to be interrogated through two
different, but fundamentally interrelated, lenses.

Voluntary response and snowball sampling methods were used to recruit the
sample of teachers, with the invitation to contribute circulated widely through exist-
ing school networks as part of an ongoing longitudinal study (Bray, Tangney, and
Hannon 2021), professional networks and social media. A total of 723 post-
primary school teachers from 102 schools completed the survey. Given that there
are over 28,000 s-level teachers and 723 schools in Ireland this sample represents
approximately 3% of the post-primary teacher population.

Voluntary response sampling methods were used to recruit students, with par-
ticipants who had provided consent to be involved in the study sent a link to the
online survey by their schools. The student sample is made up of 1004 post-
primary participants, from across the 6 year-groups. This sample was drawn from
a population of students in 15 Dublin-based, post-primary schools linked to the
Trinity Access widening participation programme (Bray, Tangney, and Hannon
2021). All of the respondents attend schools in areas of low progression to higher
education; twelve of the schools have DEIS status and the other three schools are
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all in the Department of Education and Skills’ School Completion Programme.
Drawing participants from this cohort has permitted an in-depth focus on factors
effecting student engagement with education.

It is important to note that the student sample was self-selecting from within an
existing longitudinal study (Bray, Tangney, and Hannon 2021). As a result, students
who opted to take part are likely to be those who are more engaged with their edu-
cation. Furthermore, the respondents in this sample reported adequate access to
the necessary resources to facilitate their participation in online learning, presenting
a more positive picture than illustrated through related research (Authors 2020a;
Mohan et al. 2020; GUI 2021). Despite these limitations, which are taken into
account in the results presented below, this work provides important insight into
the factors that supported this cohort to stay engaged.

As noted above, student engagement is considered from the perspective of the
teacher and the student. The teacher measure relates to the percentage of students
engaging with online learning in their classes, with low engagement defined as an
average of less than 30% of students engaging with learning across class groups.
The student measure uses the Bundick (2010) active engagement with education
scale, which refers to the relevance and enjoyment they associate with education.

Findings and results

This section explores levels of student engagement with remote learning from the
teacher perspective, and then, having identified the most common indicators of low
engagement, examines these in-depth from the perspective of the student.

Teacher perspectives

Overall, teachers reported a drop in student engagement with learning during the
period of remote learning. In response to the question ‘Since school closures, and
for each of the following types of students, do you feel that “attendance” and engage-
ment with schooling has decreased, stayed the same, increased?’, Figure 1 shows a

Non-Attender 48% 45%
Regular Attender 56% a

B Decreased B Stayed the same (negative) ® Stayed the same (neutral)
Stayed the same (postivie) ®Increased

Figure 1. Changes in engagement by student type.
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drop in engagement of almost 40% for students considered ‘regular attenders’ by their
teachers and 70% for students considered ‘reluctant attenders’.

The key barriers to student engagement with online learning identified by teachers
include a lack of interest from the student (19%) and a lack of support from the home
(18%), as well as factors relating to availability of devices (18%) and technological
knowhow (14%) (Figure 2). It is notable that the barrier that teachers indicated as
having the strongest negative effect on student learning was a perceived lack of
student interest. This construct and the factors that influence it, are discussed in
the section on student perspectives below. It is worth noting that the technical barriers
(access to devices, broadband and data) are considered less impactful than motiva-
tional and social barriers (interest and home support).

Although challenges in relation to student engagement were identified in all con-
texts, our research indicates that low student engagement was significantly more preva-
lent in DEIS schools (Devitt et al. 2020). Furthermore, the impact of different kinds of
barriers was significantly different in DEIS and non-DEIS contexts (Table 1). While
social and motivational barriers were identified as being the most impactful across
all school types, in DEIS settings, these factors are significantly more of a hindrance
to engagement, outweighing the already considerable challenges associated with
material resources. These findings align with pre-Covid research that acknowledges
alienation from schooling in DEIS contexts influenced by overly didactic pedagogical
approaches, negative family history of education, and higher than average rates of
absenteeism (McCoy and Smyth 2011; McCoy et al. 2014; St John 2013).

In addition to the barriers to student engagement explicitly identified by teachers,
the research also explored the different modes of educational interaction used by tea-
chers during the period of remote learning. Once again, significant differences were
identified between responses from teachers in DEIS and non-DEIS schools in relation
to how they communicated with their students. Of particular interest to this work is
the lower levels of provision of feedback and assessment of submitted work in DEIS
(M =4.24, SD =.927) compared to non-DEIS (M =4.41, SD = .822) schools (#(674)
=2.579, p=.01). This is notable as, within DEIS contexts, those teachers who
assessed and provided feedback on their students’ work were significantly less likely
to report low levels of student engagement with remote learning (Devitt et al.

Lack of interest 1
Lack of support from home 18%
Limited access to devices 18%
Limited technological know-how 14%
Poor broadband availability 13%
Caring responsibilities
Limits of data bundles

Lack of time

o

A
(%))
B3
(-
X
(-]
X

Lack of dedicated school email/IT system

Figure 2. Teachers’ perception of barriers to student engagement.
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Table 1. Barriers to engagement in DEIS settings.

Barrier Ve df p-value
Lack of support from home 29.058 1 <.001
Lack of interest 15.929 1 <.001
Limited technological know-how 14.169 1 <.001
Limited access to devices 10.940 1 .001
Limits of data bundles 6.464 1 .011

2020). Once again, these findings confirm the pre-Covid findings of the Growing up in
Ireland (2016) report, that students in DEIS schools are significantly more likely to be
exposed to traditional, didactic and teacher-led approaches to teaching and learning.

Student perspectives

This section examines the concept of active engagement of students attending schools
in areas with low progression to higher education. It is especially pertinent to examine
this from a student perspective given that the most significant barrier to student
engagement identified by the teachers was a lack of student interest.

It is important to acknowledge that, despite the difficulties and uncertainty faced
by students during lockdown, respondents to this survey replied reasonably positively
on the five-point (1-5) active engagement scale (M = 3.51, SD = 0.669). This is likely
to be reflective of the self-selecting nature of the sample.

Correlation analysis was used to identify statistically significant relationships
between pedagogical approaches and students’ active engagement scores. Significant
positive relationships were identified with practices that support the development of
key skills, with the strongest positive correlations (medium effect size) associated with
approaches that encouraged critical thinking (#(611) =0.25, p <.001) and creativity
(r(610)=0.25, p<.001). Active engagement scores were also significantly positively
associated with higher levels of feedback from teachers (#(532) =0.14, p =.001) and
from peers (#(531)=0.10, p = .018).

These results suggest relationships between pedagogical practices, levels of inter-
action between students and teachers, and students’ active engagement with edu-
cation. However, it is important to bear in mind that multiple factors can occur
concurrently and interact. In order to further understand the interplay of character-
istics that shape low levels of active engagement, it is necessary to control for multiple
factors using a regression model. Multilevel binary logistic models were developed in
order to identify specific factors that act as predictors of low levels of active engage-
ment, where low active engagement reflected the lower quartile (scores below 3.14) of
responses. Factors that were considered in the model included student demographic
characteristics, pedagogy, and social and relational student variables (Figure 3).

One of the student characteristics that was identified as predictive of low active
engagement was related to age and stage in school, with students in Junior Cycle
three times less likely to report active engagement with education than in other
year groups. In line with existing research on student engagement in second-level edu-
cation (Hannon 2018; McManus 2013; Smyth 2017), low levels of engagement were
particularly prevalent for students in their second and third year of school. Findings
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Factor Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

Constant -703©@ 942 -.241

Students characteristics
e Junior Cycle 1.130*** 1,292 1231
e Parental involvement with -439%** -372** -.262*

student’s education

Teaching and learning

o 21CT&L -.991** -.813*

Student experience
e Lowwellbeing 877
* Poor student-teacher 925***

relationship

Nagelkerke R2 .084 107 .184

Source: Trinity Access Covid-19 Student Survey, 2020
Note: From a logistic regression model.

*** p<.001; ** p<.01; * p<.05; © p<.10.

Figure 3. Predictors of low active engagement with education (Authors 2020a, 56).

also highlight the role of parental involvement in maintaining student engagement; as
in the earlier research by Smyth (2017), higher student engagement was predicted by
higher parental involvement.

Pedagogical practices that supported development of key twenty-first century
skills such as collaboration, project work, creativity, critical thinking and self-direc-
tion were also highlighted. Students with lower levels of exposure to these practices
were more likely to report low active engagement with their education.

The findings show how low levels of student wellbeing and poor student-teacher
relationships were both found to be predictive of low scores on the active engagement
scale, even when controlling for all other factors (Figure 3). Once again, this aligns
with previous research that highlights the importance of student wellbeing (Frisch
et al. 2005; Lewis et al. 2011), and positive relationships with teachers (Authors
2019; Clement 2010; Pianta, Hamre, and Allen 2012).

Discussion and conclusion

It is well established that the Covid-19 pandemic has had a dramatic impact on edu-
cation, and disproportionately so for students from areas of socio-economic disad-
vantaged. In line with existing research, this paper shows that student engagement
declined overall during school closures (Doyle 2020; Mohan et al. 2020). Three
primary factors were identified in relation to this decline: material, pedagogical,
and relational. The main determinant for low engagement however, was the disadvan-
taged status of the school, with teachers in DEIS schools significantly more likely to
report low student engagement.
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Using quantitative measures drawn from two previous studies, this research pro-
vides a broad picture of the teacher experience and more focused view of the experi-
ences of students attending schools in areas of socio-economic disadvantage. Our
findings highlight that the move to remote schooling appears to have further com-
pounded existing inequalities with regards to material, social and cultural resources.
Access to appropriate devices, space and other material resources emerged as an issue
for many students, and was well-documented as being particularly problematic in
DEIS schools (Darmody, Smyth, and Russell 2020; Devitt et al. 2020). This paper
however, also highlighted that teachers considered these material factors as less
impactful than barriers more generally associated with social and cultural resources
(interest and home support). This suggests that in the move to online learning, the
social and cultural resources that had been supplemented by in-person contact in
schools were more difficult to maintain, exacerbating the pre-existing disparity of
opportunities (Mountford-Zimdars and Sabbagh 2013; Walker 2015).

It is well established that student engagement, particularly in disadvantaged
contexts, are enhanced by positive relationships with trusted adults (teachers and
parents), and creative and student-centred approaches to teaching and learning
(Gorard and See 2011). The research presented in this paper suggests that in an
online environment, the importance of these aspects of education has been ampli-
fied: where students experience student-centred, creative pedagogies, and when
student-teacher connections are meaningful and positive, students are less likely
to disengage.

These findings demonstrate how the Covid-19 pandemic can offer a unique
opportunity to reconsider our focus on teaching and learning, drawing attention to
the critical importance of putting meaningful connections with our students at the
heart of education.

Disclosure statement
No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

Notes on contributors

Dr Aibhin Bray is lecturer and researcher in education and leader of the mathematics strands in
the School of Education in Trinity College Dublin. She has worked in widening participation
for a number of years and continues to act as Research Advisor for Trinity’s widening partici-
pation programme: Trinity Access. In addition to mathematics education, her research focuses
on the development of teaching and learning practices that positively influence engagement
with education and support the development of key skills and competences.

Dr Joanne Banks is a lecturer and researcher in inclusive education at the School of Education
in Trinity College Dublin. She has worked for over a decade in social research focussing on
inclusive education, the school experiences of students with disabilities and educational
inequality more generally. Her research focuses on inclusive education in policy and practice
and examines system and school level practices that promote equity for all students. She has
published widely on the school experiences of students with disabilities and those from
socio-economically deprived backgrounds.

Dr Ann Devitt is a lecturer and researcher in language and literacy education at the School of
Education in Trinity College Dublin. She is currently Director of Research at the School and
Academic Director for Learnovate, the Enterprise Ireland funded research and innovation



Irish Educational Studies 439

centre focused on educational technology which is hosted in TCD. Her research interests lie in
the area of language teaching and learning and technology enhanced learning. She is currently
Principal Investigator on an IRC funded project on Family Digital Literacy project in partner-
ship with NALA.

Eilis Ni Chorcora is the Coordinator of Research and Impact at Trinity Access, Trinity College
Dublin. A qualified primary school teacher with a postgraduate degree in Psychology, she
works to support people from areas of low progression to higher education to achieve their
full educational potential. Her research interests are in the area of widening participation
among students from under-represented backgrounds as well as child and adolescent health
and wellbeing.

ORCID

Aibhin Bray © http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2896-3020
Joanne Banks © http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2322-662X
Ann Devitt 2 http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4572-0362

Eilis Ni Chorcora ‘© http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2653-8741

References

Blazar, D., and M. A. Kraft. 2017. “Teacher and Teaching Effects on Students’ Attitudes and
Behaviors.” Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis 39 (1): 146-170.

Boni, A., and M. Walker. 2016. Universities and Global Human Development: Theoretical and
Empirical Insights for Social Change. New York: Routledge.

Bray, A., B. Tangney, and C. Hannon. 2021. Large-scale, Design-based Research Facilitating
Iterative Change in Irish Schools — the Trinity Access Approach. (manuscript submitted for
publication). School of Education, Trinity College Dublin.

Bray, A., E. Ni Chorcora, J. Maguire Donohoe, J. Banks, and A. Devitt. 2020. Post-Primary
Student Perspectives on Teaching and Learning During Covid-19 School Closures: Lessons
Learned from Irish Students in a Widening Participation Programme. http://hdl.handle.net/
2262/93107

Christenson, S. L., A. L. Reschly, and C. Wylie. 2012. “Epilogue.” In Handbook of Research on
Student Engagement, edited by S. L. Christenson, A. L. Reschly, and C. Wylie, 813-817.
New York, NY: Springer New York.

Clement, N. 2010. “Student Wellbeing at School: The Actualization of Values in Education.”
In International Research Handbook on Values Education and Student Wellbeing, edited by T.
Lovat, R. Toomey, and N. Clement, 37-62. Dordrecht: Springer.

Darmody, M., E. Smyth, and H. Russell. 2020. The Implications of the COVID-19 Pandemic for
Policy in Relation to Children and Young People: A Research Review. Dublin: https://www.
esri.ie/system/files/publications/SUSTAT94_3.pdf.

Devitt, A., A. Bray, J. Banks, and & E. Ni Chorcora. 2020. Teaching and Learning During
School Closures: Lessons Learned. Irish Second-Level Teacher Perspectives. http://hdl.
handle.net/2262/92883

Doyle, O. 2020. COVID-19: Exacerbating Educational Inequalities? Public Policy. Dublin:
publicpolicy.ie.

Eccles, J., and M.-T. Wang. 2012. “So What is Student Engagement Anyway?” In Handbook of
Research on Student Engagement, edited by S. L. Christenson, A. L. Reschly, and C. Wylie,
133-145. New York, NY: Springer New York.

European Centre for the Development of Vocational Training. 2020. Digital Gap During
COVID-19 for VET Learners at Risk in Europe. Luxembourg: https://www.cedefop.
europa.cu/files/digital_gap_during_covid-19.pdf.

Eyles, A., S. Gibbons, and P. Montebruno Bondi. 2020. Covid-19 School Shutdowns: What Will
They Do to our Children’s Education? London School of Economics and Political Science,
London, UK: http://eprints.Ise.ac.uk/104675/.


http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2896-3020
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2322-662X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4572-0362
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2653-8741
http://hdl.handle.net/2262/93107
http://hdl.handle.net/2262/93107
https://www.esri.ie/system/files/publications/SUSTAT94_3.pdf
https://www.esri.ie/system/files/publications/SUSTAT94_3.pdf
http://hdl.handle.net/2262/92883
http://hdl.handle.net/2262/92883
https://www.cedefop.europa.eu/files/digital_gap_during_covid-19.pdf
https://www.cedefop.europa.eu/files/digital_gap_during_covid-19.pdf
http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/104675/

440 A. Bray et al.

Flynn, N., E. Keane, V. McCaulery, E. Davitt, M. Heinz, and G. MacRuairc. 2020. Brief Report
on Preliminary and Provisional Findings (as of 14th July 2020) from ( Ongoing) Online Survey
on Parents’|Guardians’ and Childre’s Experiences of ‘Schooling at Home’ during COVID-19.
Galway.

Frisch, M. B., M. P. Clark, S. V. Rouse, M. D. Rudd, J. K. Paweleck, A. Greenstone, and D. A.
Kopplin. 2005. “Predictive and Treatment Validity of Life Satisfaction and the Quality of
Life Inventory.” Assessment 12 (1): 66-78.

Gettinger, M., and C. Ball. 2007. “Best Practices in Increasing Academic Engaged Time.” In
Best Practices in School Psychology, edited by A. Thomas, and J. Grimes, Vol. V, 1043—
1075. Bethesda, MD: National Association of School Psychologists.

Gorard, S., and B. H. See. 2011. “How Can We Enhance Enjoyment of Secondary School? The
Student View.” British Educational Research Journal 37 (4): 671-690.

Green, F. 2020. Schoolwork in Lockdown: New Evidence on the Epidemic of Educational
Poverty. Centre for Learning and Life Chances in Knowledge Economies and Societies
(LLAKES), Research Paper, 67.

GUL. 2016. Growing Up in Ireland Key Findings: Child Cohort at 17/18-years. No 1: Education
and Early Work Experiences Dublin: ESRI/TCD/DCYA Retrieved from https://www.esri.ie/
system/files?file=media/file-uploads/2016-11/SUSTATS56.pdf.

GUL. 2021. Growing Up in Ireland Key Findings: Special Covid-19 Survey. Dublin: Growing Up
in Ireland.

Hannon, C. 2018. “Capital, Capabilities and Culture: A Human Development Approach to
Student and School Transformation.” PhD. Trinity College Dublin, The University of
Dublin.

Hipkins, R. 2012. “The Engaging Nature of Teaching for Competency Development.” In
Handbook of Research on Student Engagement, edited by S. L. Christenson, A. L. Reschly,
and C. Wylie, 441-456. New York, NY: Springer New York.

Janosz, M. 2012. “Outcomes as Engagement and Engagement as Outcome: Some Consensus,
Divergences and Unanswered Questions.” In Handbook of Research on Student Engagement,
edited by S. L. Christenson, A. L. Reschly, and C. Wylie, 695-705. New York, NY: Springer
New York.

Keane, E. 2013. Widening Participation in Higher Education in the Republic of Ireland. Bristol:
HEFCE (Higher Education Funding Council for England): https://aran.library.nuigalway.
ie/bitstream/handle/10379/6601/2013_WPeffectivenessIreland.pdf_Keane.pdf?sequence=
1&isAllowed=y.

Lewis, A. D., E. S. Huebner, P. S. Malone, and R. F. Valois. 2011. “Life Satisfaction and
Student Engagement in Adolescents.” Journal of Youth and Adolescence 40 (3): 249-262.
McCoy, S., and D. Byrne. 2011. ““The Sooner the Better I Could Get Out of There’: Barriers to

Higher Education Access in Ireland.” Irish Educational Studies 30 (2): 141-157.

McCoy, S., and E. Smyth. 2011. “Higher Education Expansion and Differentiation in the
Republic of Ireland.” Higher Education 61 (3): 243-260.

McCoy, S., E. Smyth, D. Watson, and M. Darmody. 2014. Leaving School in Ireland: A
Longitudinal Study of Post-school Transitions. ESRI Research Series, No. 36. Dublin: The
Economic and Social Research Institute.

McManus, B. 2013. “Challenges for Second-Level Education: The Importance of Education to
Ireland’s Economy and Society.” In Why Education Matters, edited by F. O’Toole, 14.
Dublin: CRM Publications, on behalf of the Association of Secondary Teachers, Ireland.

McNamara, E., D. Murphy, A. Murray, E. Smyth, and D. Watson. 2020. Growing Up in
Ireland: The Lives of 17118 Year Olds of Cohort ‘98 ( Child Cohort). Dublin: https://www.
esri.ie/publications/growing-up-in-ireland-the-lives-of-17-18-year-olds-of-cohort-98-child-
cohort.

Mohan, G., S. McCoy, E. Carroll, G. Mihut, S. Lyons, and C. Mac Domhnaill. 2020. Learning
for All? Second-Level Education in Ireland during COVID-19 (92). Dublin: https://www.esri.
ie/pubs/sustat92.pdf.

Mountford-Zimdars, A., and D. Sabbagh. 2013. “Fair Access to Higher Education: A
Comparative Perspective.” Comparative Education Review 57 (3): 359-368.

Naidoo, L.-A. 2015. “We Shall not Be Moved or Led Astray-the Emergency of the Student
Movement.” New Agenda: South African Journal of Social and Economic Policy 60: 12-14.


https://www.esri.ie/system/files?file=media/file-uploads/2016-11/SUSTAT56.pdf
https://www.esri.ie/system/files?file=media/file-uploads/2016-11/SUSTAT56.pdf
https://aran.library.nuigalway.ie/bitstream/handle/10379/6601/2013_WPeffectivenessIreland.pdf_Keane.pdf?sequence=1%26isAllowed=y
https://aran.library.nuigalway.ie/bitstream/handle/10379/6601/2013_WPeffectivenessIreland.pdf_Keane.pdf?sequence=1%26isAllowed=y
https://aran.library.nuigalway.ie/bitstream/handle/10379/6601/2013_WPeffectivenessIreland.pdf_Keane.pdf?sequence=1%26isAllowed=y
https://www.esri.ie/publications/growing-up-in-ireland-the-lives-of-17-18-year-olds-of-cohort-98-child-cohort
https://www.esri.ie/publications/growing-up-in-ireland-the-lives-of-17-18-year-olds-of-cohort-98-child-cohort
https://www.esri.ie/publications/growing-up-in-ireland-the-lives-of-17-18-year-olds-of-cohort-98-child-cohort
https://www.esri.ie/pubs/sustat92.pdf
https://www.esri.ie/pubs/sustat92.pdf

Irish Educational Studies 441

Nicol, D. 2010. “From Monologue to Dialogue: Improving Written Feedback Processes in
Mass Higher Education.” Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education 35 (5): 501-517.
doi:10.1080/02602931003786559.

OECD. 2021. Positive, High-achieving Students?: What Schools and Teachers Can Do. TALIS,
OECD Publishing, Paris: https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/content/publication/3b9551db-en.
Pianta, R. C., B. K. Hamre, and J. P. Allen. 2012. “Teacher-student Relationships and
Engagement: Conceptualizing, Measuring, and Improving the Capacity of Classroom
Interactions.” In Handbook of Research on Student Engagement, edited by S. Christenson,

A. Reschly, and C. Wylie, 365-386. Boston, MA: Springer.

Smyth, E. 2017. Off to a Good Start: Primary School Experiences and the Transition to Second-
Level.

Smyth, E., J. Banks, and E. Calvert. 2011. From Leaving Certificate to Leaving School: A
Longitudinal Study of Sixth Year Students Economic and Social Research Institute (ESRI)
Research Series. Dublin: The Liffey Press/ESRI/ NCCA and Department of Education
and Skills.

St John, E. P. 2013. Research, Actionable Knowledge, and Social Change: Reclaiming Social
Responsibility Through Research Partnerships. Sterling, VA: Stylus Publishing, LLC.

Symonds, J. E., D. Devine, S. Sloan, M. Crean, B. Moore, G. Martinez Sainz, E. Farrell, A.
Davies, J. Farrell, and T. Blue. 2020. Experiences of Remote Teaching and Learning in
Ireland During the Covid-19 Pandemic ( March — May 2020). University College Dublin:
https://al15i2ikt0k3wno971cywnml-wpengine.netdna-ssl.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/
12/CSL-Annual-Report-2-Final.pdf.

Walker, M. 2015. “Universities as a Public Good.” In Routledge International Handbook on
Education and Development, edited by S. McGrath and Q. Gu. London: Routledge.

Wang, Q. 2010. “Using Online Shared Workspaces to Support Group Collaborative
Learning.” Computers & Education 55 (3): 1270-1276.

Wentzel, K. 2012. “Socio-cultural Contexts, Social Competence and Engagement at School.”
In Handbook of Research on Student Engagement, edited by S. L. Christenson, A. L. Reschly,
and C. Wylie, 479-488. New York, NY: Springer New York.

Williams, J., S. Greene, E. Doyle, E. Harris, R. Layte, S. McCoy, M. Thornton, et al. 2011.
Growing up in Ireland national longitudinal study of children. The lives of 9 year olds.
Dublin: http://hdl.handle.net/10147/143172.


https://doi.org/10.1080/02602931003786559
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/content/publication/3b9551db-en
https://a115i2ikt0k3wno971cywnm1-wpengine.netdna-ssl.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/CSL-Annual-Report-2-Final.pdf
https://a115i2ikt0k3wno971cywnm1-wpengine.netdna-ssl.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/CSL-Annual-Report-2-Final.pdf
http://hdl.handle.net/10147/143172

	Abstract
	Research background and rationale
	Theoretical perspective
	Relationships inside and outside school

	Methodology
	Findings and results
	Teacher perspectives

	Student perspectives
	Discussion and conclusion
	Disclosure statement
	Notes on contributors
	ORCID
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


