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Chapter 27

Physical Facilities in ngenan Umversmos; 4T
Implications for Repositioning the Instltutmns“'
for Global Competmon .

Fabiyi, Ann_e ; #
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Department of Educational Administration
' Unwersn:y of Lagos S

Introduction | o ' s _
The Umted Nations Declaratlon of Human R1 ghts Observed that “...everyone
accessible to _all on thc.bas,l,s of merit (Kaplan.2003). Thﬁ__ cheral Goyc;rnmeqm
recognizing the role of universities in l;hcf_production.of high level human
resources for the labour .market, planned for equity 1in accessibility by
quuestino the Joint Admissions and Matriculation Bpard (JAMB) to,provide
opportunities for eligible Nigerians and 1o diversify the intake according to
national spread in the placement of candndates It was expected ithat placement

would be on.the basis of merit, catchmem area and: lhe E:ducataonp] less
~,advantages states, - ’., PRI ' et AR

¥aet

qunu and Ommke (2004) Olarinoye, (20(30) and Omo]ewa (?007) 1demt1ﬁed
soThe government puhcms and reforms that furﬁhernencouragcd 'aceess 1o
education. and the spread of knowledge. With governments: dlvest of her(ho]d
umvcrsny educatlon autonomy hasﬁnot ‘only lbee‘n gwen 1o exxstmg

; _1duals and orgamsa'uons arg: now mvolved m the estabhshrnent, fundm 12
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m nagcment of univer smes They asserted fhdt thns ‘act_ually facfhfafed
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» x;as,sLl1‘c: from pfnc.ntsﬂ umvenany staff frlends and agents of

phenomcnon and o\vevshootmg ‘the- oabrymg capacw}& in most Nigerian
umvexsmea Adedipe (2007) described carrying capacity of Nigeria university ‘
‘as the maximum number of students thag, the institution could sustain-for '
. quality education based on human and material resoutces. This research

_focused o the material resources:and carrying capacity of Nigerian
universities.

L 35 % DG s
Over-enrolment has been a egmmen fcature in the. .universities today. The
2005 over-enrolment profile as recorded by the National University
Commission (NUC) revealed that out of the 25 Federal Universities (18),
representing 72% were over-enrolled while 13 out of the 19 state umversxtles
(répresefiting 68.4%) also overenrolled. Only one of'the seven private
universities' then, (14%) was reported to have ovelemollea ‘Top ten
. ovércﬁowded aniversities inclided five Federal universities and five state
iniversities. ' With this scendrio, there is no dolibt that facilities’ may be over

gitrctcHed‘whreh mi crht produce adverse effect.on the quality of students being
produé’éd AL '

St.atement aﬂPmblem ol e

Adedipe. (2007) noted: that madequacy of such phymdal resources hke
classrooms, laboratories, libraries and other academic resources translates
to poor results because it breeds overcrowdedness. The Organisation for
EBeanontic Cooperatiom and D&vel'oﬁmen‘t (OECD)observed that the planning ’
and-designfafeducational fiacilities forschools; colleges and universitieshas
impaction edudationalreutcomes. This outcome usually quantifies the

management cosf offthafacﬂmes whlch are substantna.l in the public educatl th.
expenditurg:. ;i G Ha

€11y ;i’li.l
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With the 1 rcmarkabie mc;qglﬁe n both number o,f umversmes and thc pre
__ead of placement of students resultmg in over crowdiness and overstretch !
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"ying capacity of facilities, one wonders if this tremendous increase in
cement corresponds with the state:of :available and needed physical

ilities. This research is set'to examme the posmon of physu:al resources
the face of i mcrease in placement. A i Tyl

asearch Questlons

ne following research questions and hypothe31s were fmmulated to guide
ie research.

What is the position of Nigerian universitiesin the plowsxon for
physical facilities Vis-a-vis placement of candidates. - - -
Do Heads of Department participate m the plannmg of physwaJ

facilities?
3 How can ngenan universities be posmoned for global competm,ons‘?_:
Hypothesis . - - :
There is nosignificantdisparity in universities rating of position for physical
resources. ' . - . - 5 b pw spll SRS f;_‘ _
PRS- RN IR :
Purpose of the Research I .t 2 4

One of the major concern of this research is to. examine how umversmes | '
plan to discharge their assignment in offering quality education especi‘aﬂy n p
~ the area of physical facilities so as to keep page with increase in- plaoement g
{

of students. It is hoped that some proposed viable strdtegles will enhance
1eposmomn0 of umver51t1es for global competmon . cwtn

Methodology

aUOS Smte ,formed the: popuiatxon f study g
nd one state owned aniversity oéy ere seleot;‘ -
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S/N. Agree. ; Disagree
¢ & iING;; Tors 3% g N -y Gy
1 As a head of department, [ am involved in csumuuon and 02 222 07 778,
plunmhgo fov‘ physieal facilities, T
2 Lo am conpol ‘overthe ldcntiflcauon and provision of 0 .00 09 100
- cal facilities.
3+ "Prop cd/estlm'\ted physical facilities are rarely provided. 04  d4. 0 05 55.6
4 Fncxlmes arc flexible and innovative for large numbers. 0 0.00 09 . 160
5 Infrastructure performance i is Iow due w0 lack of basnc S02 222 07 778"
N amenities. : : ‘
6 Infrastrucrure is regularly refurbished and updalrd 04 444 05 55.6
7 The buildings are adequate and structurally sound 0 0.0 - 09 100
8 The facilities have low operating costs 04 44.4 05 55.6
9 nfrastrueture. is spatially efficient. 05 556 - 04 444
10 Avaitable chal,ls and tahles pravide comfort 0 .0.0 09 100
11 ‘Facilities in my depanmcm acpommodatcs current 0 0.0 ‘09 100
~eurriculum and preferred mode of teaching and learning: S - R
12 - The arrangement gharantees that human right.is: respected 0l L1 08 - 88.9
13 Padilities makes room for good positioning of compuites, 04 444 05 55.6
overhiead projectors and screem: - Co
14 Departmental facﬂmcs provide for access to leamers with 0 0.0 09 100 .
* disabilities. _
¥5 Seating arrangement enhances learners contact time. T02 2212 07 778
16 _ Available power supply supports woerg facllmes 0 00 09 -1a0. .
- adequately. -
B 17 . Availdbile physmal facilities are. prascmly aver stretched. 03_ 33.3 06 +-.666.

un1ve131txes The kes‘ealch instrument designed, consisted of two sectlons
section A sthlted for information on the level of mvolvement of heads of
depanment, m ;hc plarmmg of physical, famhpes while section B solicited
information ‘from the heads of the various depan:mems on what strategies
are being employed in the planmng of facilities for their departments etc.
and on the state of physical facilities in the universities. To -ensure face validity,
the designed questionnaire was given to experts for scrutmy The questionnaire.
were first administered on five heads of department and a re-administration
was done after two weeks interval, To determine the reliability, the Pearson
Product Moment statistic was applied and a resultant coefficient of 0.67 and
0.65 were obtained for section A andB of the state university questionnaire -
‘ 'respectwely while 0.72 and 0.69 for the Federal Umve131ty

Reésult

Data analys1s was by sxmple perce’ntagbs and the t-test Of dlfference

Table It Opmmn of: Head of Deplartment \mn ‘the Position of Physical

_Facilities in a Federal University

Seurce: Field Work:
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About 78 percent of the heads  F=rart1 it reported iat they were net
involved in estimation for physical :azii/ic  vh' 2 22 percent said they
participate in deciding for needed facil tics. L. case of control over the
identification and provision of physical facilities «. d in the issue of facilities
being flexible and innovative for large numbers all the respondents said that
they were not in control neither are facilities flexible enough to accommodate
large numbers. However, 56 percent of the respondents disagreed that the
infrastructure is regularly refurbished and they operate at low cost.
! . S W S

All the respondents disagreed that the buildings are adequately and structurally
sound and also that available chairs and tables provide comfort, while only
44 percent disagree that infrastructure is spatially efficient.

Only 11 percent of them agree that arrangement guarantees that human right
is respected and that seating arranoement enhances learners contact time
respectively. However, all the respondems dlsaoree that departmental facilities
provide access to learners ‘with disabilities, and that available power supply
supports working facilities adequately» T

A -
It is wotrisome that only four, which is 44 percent of the population agree
that facilities make room for good positioning of computers, overhead
projectors and screen, while the rest 56 percent disagree.

As heads of departments majority of respondents (88.9) were not involved
in the process of estimation of needed physical facilities in their departments
neither could they identify the physical facilities to be provided. Facilities in
the departments did not accommodate current curriculum and preferredmode
of tcaching and learning. This was confirmed by a majority support (88.9%)

for absence of room to make for good positioning of computensgo .erhead
projectors and screen.




Table I: The Position of Physica! Facilities in a Stal¢ University
SIN - Agpree -Disagree
No Y% No So
I Asahead of department, I am involved in estimation and 0l LL.} 08 88.9
planiing for physical facilities. : - ;
2 Lamin control over the identification and provision of 0 00 09 100 i
physical facilities. . |
3 Proposed/estimated physical facilities are rarely provided. 02 222 07 71.8 ‘
4 Facilities are flexible and innovative for large numbers. 0 0.00 09 100 |
S Infrastructure performance is low due to lack of basic 04 444 05 556 !
amenities.
6 Infrastructure is regularly refurbished and updated 02 222 07 71.8
7 The buildings are adequate and structurally séund 0 0.0 09 100
&  The facilities have low operating costs 06 66.7 3 33.
9 Infrastructure is spatially efficient .~ 03 333 06 67.7
10 Available chairs and tables provide comtfort 0 060 09 . 100
[T Facilities in my department accommodates current ot 11.1 08 89.9
curricutum and preferred mode of teaching and learning.
M 2 The arrangement guarantees that human right is respected. 02 222 07 78.8
¥ ' I3 Fuacilities makes room for good positioning of computes, 0l LLt 08 38.9
overhead projectors and screen. '
14 Departmental facilities provide for access to learners with 0 00 09 100
disabilities.
5 Secating arrangement enhanees learners contact time. 02" 222 07 71.8
16 Available power supply supports working facilities 0 0.0 09 100
adequately. . ’ ‘
[7  Available physical facilities are presently over stretched. 08 899 01 1.

Source: Field Work

As heads of departments majority of respondents (88.9) are not involved in |
the process of estimation of needed physical facilities in their departments ‘
neither could they identify physical facilities to be provided.

Facilities in the departments did not accdmmaodate current curriculum and
preferred mode of teaching and learning. This was confirmed by a majority
support (88.9%) for absence of room to make for good positioning of
compuiters, overhead projectors and screen. All sampled heads of departments
in this state university (100%) agreed that there is no available power supply
to support working facilities adequately.
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| U T . ¥ aiyensels
Degree of Sid t-cal t-eritical Remark
Frecdom
= - : :
i3 16 1.29 -15.8& 2:12 Hypothesis
Accept
# Qi il carnen & B oend Edy Lawanl
¥ Signiticance .45 Orobaniit Y level
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Table 111 above shows that there is no significant difference in the position of

physical facilities in state ahd federal universities. This finding is no

surprising because the situation in both state and federal universities appears
to be the same. Without adequate physical fucilities, one begins to. wonder

'huw eflfective teaching and |

2 earning will take place, the issue of quality is
also at stake. For quality e ducation o be realiz ed, the essential physical
tactlities must be available. On the rels ationship between school facility
conditions and the delivery o! mstruction, Duyour (2010) indicated that ¢ 81X
of the ten f; 1uhty conditions are statistically and positively associated with
the delivery of instruction. These six ﬁmhlywndntxon swmfxc.mdyprcdde
the delivery of instruction af ter controlling other extraneous variables. F ‘acility
conditions was reported in the study 6 account for 43.0 percent of the

explmned variations on the delivery of instructions with a medium effect.
Adeogun (2001) also found a positive 1c‘uu|(ms‘np between institutional
resources and the academic performance « { tudents. Also Ojoawo (1989),
Odubunmu, Adeboyeje and UNESCO (2002 ) support lhelmd'no of this sindy
when they assert that without adequale physical facilities, no worthwhile
Iunnmu can take place. th the tremendous increase in emolmem one
should have e expected govEl mmem .ltllht)l‘[lt‘s to match this large numbers of
students with appropriate and adequam faulmu Since it appears that the
problem of massification has come (0 st ay, t there is Lugenlmed for S()metlmw

to be done about provision of physical facilities so that quality will not be
compromised.

Uzoka and Fabiyi (2007) observed that for proper teaching and learning to
take place, there must be adequate infrastructure and in many lertiary
mstitutions in the country, the lecture halls are overcrowded and many of the
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students stay outside because of nadequate accommodation. Even those who
are seated mside are not comfortable because thers ure no air conditioners or
entifated and not well i,
that laborwory equipmenty were ob

: dated [’J()(_)l\'S.

‘ . Fans and classrooms are poorly v They also reported
solete and the libraries had few and out

4. N [
Conclusion

_ The rescarch has identified some ol the problems that are associated with (he
! provision of physical facilities in universities in Nigeria.

1 according to the finding emanated from the
of fucilities. The heads of dep
were not involved in the ident
their departiments. The choice
the hands of higher

These problems
planning stage of the provision
artments in the universities agreed that they
acilities needed in
and provision of those facilities
authorities. Sine
pont of implementation of educ ammes they should be given
i autonomy 1o participate actively in the planning stige of the provision of
physical facilities. University lecture classrooms drg natconvenient for proper
v positioning of modern clectronic gadgets that will
: curnculum and the globally acce
l emphusizing inter

fication and provision of |

are usually in

e heads of depariments are closer to the
ational progr
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accommodate current
ptable mode of teaching an
action sessions. If our educational
converted 10 educational spaces,

ian.

d Ic;u'ning,
programmes must be

planners und users of physical facilities
need to know about current practices. 1t is therelore sugeested that to avoid
overcrowding, the multi campus system - spread of

S0 diniy

campuses could be
embraced.

; . " _ d
ance standards, schedules and |
for the grounds. mechanical and electric
should be institutionalized. In order
are being met, there is need for the impl
program.

Development of mainten

abour requirement
al systems in each of the buildings
L0 ensure that muinten

ance standards

ementation of a direct quality assurance
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