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Abstract

This rescarch work was carried out 0 examine wh s (7 or rot there existed during the period
under review, sume lincar statistical relationships between the percentage change in capital budget
allocation to primary schools, population of pupils, number of schools and classrooms. Using simplec
regression analysis technique and testing at 95% confidence limit, it was cstablished that the percentage
change in capital budget allocation had significant lincar “c ationships with the percentage changc in
population of pupils and number of Liassrooms with R-squarc of 84.15% and 70.12% respectively. The
rescarch revealed an R-square of 47.79% with P-value of 0.0575 which means that there is no
significant relationship between budget allocation and number of schools It also further established that
a significant lincar relationship existed between pcrcentage change in population of pupils versus
number of schools and classrooms at R? of 75. 204% and 54.52% respectively. It was concluded that the
short fall in infrastructure provision should be made up by the private sector in the State.

Introduction
(1) Primary Education. ,

Primary education is the foundation for the overall educational structure as the success or
failure of other educatimal structure depends on it. Primary education is defined as the stage of
cducation in which all children are taught what they need to know in order to be wholly human in the
warld in which they are growing up including thc basic skills of reading and writing. (Brumbeck et al,
1969).

The National policy on Education 15989 classified formal Education into three categories
namely; Primary Education, Secondary Education and Tertiary Education. Primary aducation as
referred to in the National Fducation policy is restricted to children aged between 6 and 11 plus.

However, with the introduction of Universal Primary Education [UPE] in 1976, primary
education became Universal, free and compulsory, and with a duration of six years. In its early years
from 1976 — 1978, Kwara State according to Ayorinde [1997] had enrolment figure of public primary
school pupils of about 766,415. This figure was relatively high compare to past years. In his
examination of pupils’ enrolment in public schools. Fadayomi (1983) reiterated the fact that before and
after the adoption of uni~usar pririary education, educational policies especially of the primary level

were reflections of the substantial increase in the number of pupil enrolment. He also observed that the
carlier part of 1970 witnessed gradual increasc in pupil’s enrolment but there was a sudden change or
increase of about 39% in pupil’s enrolment in the 1576/77 academic year over and above the figures for
the previous year. He concluded by saying that more correspunding expenditure will be needed o cope
with increasing demand of manpower, school administration, and physical infrastructures.

(2) Physical Infrastructure development.

The developraent of classroom infrastructure should be done with certain consideratimns in
mind, such as space, heighvwindow ratio, quet locatious, ease of access etc. For instance, the
construction of school building sho.nd Ye cited in large arcas so as (o accommodate playing grounds,
future expansion, and school farms for demonstration. (Philip Jor er. af 1980).

Physical development is a major factor in educational planning and development. Therefore, to
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(3) Capital Budget Allocation,

Budget is classificd under two major features, which include the statement of recurrent and
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data. Unfomatcly. the preparation of budget had always been handled by non — professional (Mogbo
2001). -
imary Education Fundin . s R
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Primarv Education Commission (NPEC). is chqrgcd wi.lh the rcSPO'r‘S'g' ]?li:n fun?l‘ ‘5()"nb€lSC!(:l on
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disach "“'lllk;gd State Primary Education Board (SPEB) was sct up by fhe _80".”"“"3'(“ d?:l]:g S;'(;gr;‘ilo'?l’
structure charged with the responsibility of managing primnr_Y cduc;mop 'm cngh ila (\:/i(l)h s Obl(‘lillC(j
Amongsl others, its functions include sceing to the construction of capital prajec s with . cduc:"ni N
from NPEC and state government. Opinions from scholars revealed that funding to prn' «.tr_v A H lo
has been grossly inadequate. This being that, budgcelary resources clmnncl_lcd o cdus:.nl;onll 1:]J (urt 1c;
constraincd because of rapid developinent of other public social undcrlakmgs such as 1calth, socia
welfare, and public works c.(.c. Also most of the expenditures mcant for cd?xcal!on cncl'cd up in rccur(rcnl
cxpenditures. As obscrved, the basic and fundamental problem of cducation is funding. (Gran_t 1990,
Abiodun 1998). In Kwara Statc for instance, the percentage increasc in the capital cxpc_ndl.lurc Is not a
truc reflection of the percentage increase in the number of school building, especially within the period
under review. This makes the infrastructure inadequate when the growing population of the pupils is
considcred.

For this rcason the ratc of development of the Nigerian cducational sector especially the public
primary cducational system has been reduced as a result of inadequate infrastructure. Thercfore, the
study was camried out fu cxamine the pereentage changes in budget capital allocation to primary
cducatio:i, population of pupils, number of schools and classrooms available from 1993 1o 200, in order
to cstablish basis for suggesting cmpirical planning guide lines to the government of Kwara State for
clfective planning of Lablic primary schools. with the following objcctives: (1) Dctermine the
rclationship cxisting between percentage changes in pupils enrolment and capital expenditure. (2)
Determine the relationship existing between pcicentage changes in pupils’ enrolment and number of
classrooms. (3) Determine the r_clalionship existing between percentage change in pupil cnrolment and
number of schools. (4) Determine the relationship cxisting between pcreentage changes in number of

classrooms and capital Expenditure. (5) Determine the relationship cxisti
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and capital Expenditure. ° ver of sehool
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Further c.\pcm‘ncm revealed that, there is no strong significant rclationship between percentage
change in number of scliools and cipital expenditure (R? = 47.79%) with p - valuc of 0 ()52;) whiclllbis
5.1% higher than .lhc 5% confidence limit. This is an indication that most part <;f the pcrécnta{;c change
in capital cxpenditure is cxpchcd on classroom expansion and rchabilitation rather than new schools
Morcover, pereentage change in capital allocation was not giving duc consideration in the planning of
new construction of primary schools in the Statc.

(here
puildi

Conclusion and Recommendation

The fundamenial problem of primary schools cducation planning, borders on funding amongst
ollier factors. Future trend of percentage change or increase in pupils’ enrolment with no corrcsponding
chanze in infrastructures could cxert cnormous financial and planning pressurcs on the Kwara State
Government. As secn from onc of the results obtained in the studics the R? of the regression showed for
population of pupils which is 54.52% was explained by the percentage change in the number of schools,
which means there is a short fall of 45.48%, which could be cxplained by other factors not considered in
this study. Similarly, there is a slight fall of 29.88% in thc provision of capital fund for new classroom.
Encouraging privalc participation in primary school development could provide for this deficiency in
infrastructures. The private initiative techniques like U}c Build — Own Operatc — Transfer or Refurbish
- Operatc — Transfer to the government will be appropriale.

The study revealed no significant rclationship between percentage change in schools and
" allocated is cxpended on classroom cxpansion and

capital expenditure, which indicated that fund nde ;
refurbishment rather than constructing ncw schoo!s. Therefore, 1l Es s:ggcslcdl Llu}ld rllic{::cag:dg‘i:z
allocation be given to development of new schools in the state and that planncrs should gy qud

consideration to the change in percenlage of capital allocation.
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\l(;;g; No o{)iczzhools Population of pupils No of Classrooims
K L 251100 4315
l??4 952 254657 4315
1995 1028 258657 4339
O . . |
1];3(7, 1034 253633 4363
oo :‘(;}Z 276001 4363
X 303
1999 1074 ';hj}: 437”
2000 1677 35680 oo
Source: Kwara State Planning Commission gl 409

Table 2: Pupils' Population and Capit
Ycar  Population of pupils

| al Expenditure,
Capital cxpenditure

Capital Expenditurc in— Expenditure Per

O( '\ IR .
ot ;21(‘)‘:(7’ 5.900,000.00 —Rﬁ%‘(‘)\““" Pupil
1995 258()%7 “).8()(),()()(),()0 {d 8 23
1996 253623 2:810,700.00 081 i
1997 276001 15,519,059 0 sl 38
1998 %034 15 8,436,881, 5.52 59
1999 305415 22,003,183 9 i 31
2000 356806 60:000,000.00 iy i

Source- Kw 'S = . 90.()0().0()0()() 600() 196
- Kwara State Primary Educatiop Boarg (project U 90,00 252
cct Uniy) -
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‘h|(‘ ' [ _ B"NQ YQ;"-
_—"NoofSchools  Population of " ——
S Sunil No of o
e —«__.Al,l!pﬁl‘f___ Clasc (-Jl)lllll Expondit
— —— L 1ASSrooms v ; ZXpenditure
. 0.00 0.00 ()W\L\qu’cr Punsil
3 0.00 .42 A0 0.00 LS
o : 0.00 0.00
| 7.9% 3.01 - 83.05
A 0.56 82.60
1 ( 861 1.01 1 66.27 6522
" 893 9.92 ~ 163.05 156 3
IW . 1.11 56.52
w8 9.56 20.83 1.27 43.05 34.78
! 12.82 21,71 181 272.88 21739
; 13.13 12,10 ¥ 21695 752.17
100 . S i 1425.42 995 65
m)'SIS of Data S —— 68
‘ N
jed: Summary of Results of Lincar Regression Analysis,
— o B _ ar JE T —
N Regression Equation R -Square Sldll‘d.ll‘d F- F-Cal P-valuc Rcmarks
: Error Tab
Population of pupils =
176631 |-+ 0.026213 84, 15%, 6.374 599 31.85 0.0013  Significant
(Expendi
Number of Classrooms =
1333069 +0.01271 CExpendi - 70.12% 0.465 599  14.081  0.0095 Significant
Population of pupit. =- _
3909155+ 16.327518 Nelass  75.204% 7973 599 1819  0.0053 Significant
Population of pupils = - o
1961256 + 2.157792 Nschool ~ 54.52%  10.80 599 7.19 00364 Significant
Nschool=5.118413+0.006760 A —
i 17.796% 3.959 599 5. :
CExpendi 47.796% Significant
————

e Author's Analysis of Data: Nschool = Nt
%=Number of Class.
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