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Introduction '1," , '; _.,';

The United Nations Declaration of Human Rights observed that " ... everyone
has the right to education and higher education shall equally .bejnade
accessible to al! on the.basis of merit (Kaplan.ZfOo). The Federal Government,
recognizing.the roleof.universities in theproduction of high le~,f11.h~rnaI?
resources for the labour .market, planned for. equiryin access: bility by,
requesting the Joint Adrnissions and Matriculation ~oard (JAMB) to.provide
opportunities for eligible Nigerians and la diversify the intake according to
.nutional spread in the placement of cElTIdictat'es.It was expected that plaeemenr. .

.j would be on .the basis of merit, catchment.area .and .the eGiu,cliponp,]·Je.ss
, advantages states ' ' " " "" ,' •." ',;:,., ' '.

'~~g.unu and0moike'(20,Q4)~ Ola.i.inp:y-@,JZ_Opp'apd G>m~]B~a,f2.097' identified
,t~~me government :policj~s and reforms that funther.encouraged -aceess to
;~~fiQoa~iQn."nd,f,h~spread 'oftkn,owledge. With ,gove.minel1tsiqj vest of her-hold

'J) !:un~~ersity educatloT\,autoT)omIY ihas.1:uot\only.-')bebil, g~~en:to rexisting
:.£;PX~(~rsitie.s,privatization n,?~been Suppol1eq.,~hi~jmphes t1.1atst~~e~,H)J-jv~te

'~~~~i~!u.~.l,~~v.,~?rg~~~,s.~~~.~P~;.~r,!}~.~,~n:~l;v~p\~~?t~)~~t~~'~iSi~~~'~~:l!.~9iI)~p
nQm~in-agement of universities. The')! 'asserted that this 'actuanY'~fic.)11t~ted
5~ ::1~·.r r", ". J~ ,,) '.:'1) ... ,I,l't ~:. ,:' ::' " ·-1•••• " -)} )J~:' it I'J1J'~;·"" "1"'} ':.Jl~·~ ,-"',
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the increase hrJb11pUl,nber of.;tl'niversiti~s;·:~hiCh rose astronomically from

~, : ·I"~'.· ,"~"'l,I,M"" • , '

six. in 1-~'~,~~'bq~t¥t;7fip20o.3....Rlacement.of.studeats also.followed this trend
when ':ll.~:" '?:'Ql;w~r~@JIr,olledin 19979-nd in, 200~'1 ,775,9,00 were enrolled.
Thi,s,f" ,.~Sial~Jnen£as"eo.ft48~p~eennn fb'tlf YearsfS'<hpie ,.'puSl'(r£thrs'
su~~> '!~Ii:e,~;&:n~;efronr pfv;~nt.s,",U1}~ve.,~~iJ1{.staff,!friendS""and agents of
pr6Q~1,~tol:Shave been 'identifiedto q~resp6ru~ible, for the over-enrolment
pq~;;oTU.enon and 0;veirsl10Q1tdh:g;the: Q\ull~i~g:I~~'}DaGi'tY;in most Nigerian

,u~hvers'iti'es,Adedipe (2007) described carrying.capacity of Nigeria uni versity
'as 'the maximum number of &,tu~Ynt~t~H~itJ1~,institution could sustain' for
, quality education based on human and material resources. This, research
. focused on' the material resourcea.and carrying capacity of igerian

uni versi ties.

Over-enrolment has been .a eqrnmcn feature in' the-universities today. The
2005 over-enrolment profile as recorded by the National Uni versity
Commission (NUC) revealed that out of the 25 Federal Universities (18),
representing 72% were over-enrolled while 13 out of the 19 state universities
U@pres'enting-68.4%) ,\'\'80 overenrol'led.' Ol11'Y one of11the seven private
uhl[vers-1tie~(then, (l40/0} was-reported to' have overenrolled. 'Top' ten
0~erel1owded U:.TIi'{rerkiti'esinoltided five Fed'erai, un:i'v'ersiti'es'and f1ve state
~irhVebhttes:IWIth:this' scenario, there is no: doubt that faci:lilid'may'be' over
sti:btclibdlwlii'h~h'mightproduce adverse effectonthe quality or students being'
produced; ~: (,';, , I '

,.i...t , , 'I

StatmllGut,ofIRrablep.T' r. 1 --, _

Adttdirpe'. ,,0£011:7')noted.rhat .inadequacy (or' 'such ,phys'ic'al resources like
classrooms, laboratories, libraries and other academic resources translates
to poor results because it breeds overcrowdedness. The Organisation for
E ulitm:Elltict ~aO-P~11:ati,01ma11dDevelopment (OECD).o,bserved tharthe-planning
and:cl.(tSigntafi.:..t~.dl.ilcati,@naJ. illacili.ti;esfcoschools, colleges, anduniversities.has
imp a~~1:Ol'1l '~@,1!ld.at:]«lulB:bG)'l:L.tcorrie s_ Thi S'_ ou toome us uall y. quan ti fies the.

, agement!c:oo~lofIEhdacilitiies1whicfu asesubstantial.in the public edueatian
penditnser, 't"", ", I" - ,:, 'j ','" , ' "LtLiw.1~.-t. : _ l, ! ~ t;., ~ ( ~ •• !.. • l. I" "", I. ,. ' b~ :' .. ~!..I . -, _: '~•.••.~ .•. ('".. -c.;' h~l

:. lO~).fh\~cl;;,:'.:i .c;~)LI;:!iD~' " ,': ., ",:'.' ',., ,:'~":.,\l'''",, ";:~::':";".'.I~t
th~I>~.ewarlf~9,1~"nCt~~Wf~\Yr:9~JDgtl;IAber pl,~ni ver~it~e~:~~~_9~~J?R~~~;9t,,·:,
of placement of students, resulting in over crowdiness and overstretehect;"
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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 setto examine the-position of physical resour es
the face of increase in placement. "',1." - ,

esearch ·Questions
[le following research questions and hypothesis were formulated to guide
le research.

What is the position of Nigerian universities in the provision for
physical facilities vis-a-vis placement of candidates .. ' .. - '

·f)oHeads of Department participate'in thepranning-of-physical ..
facilities? . ' .. ' . , .
How can Nigerian universities be positioned for global cornpetitjons".3.

Hypothesis , ".
There is nosignificant.disparity in uni versuiesrating of position f~rrphysical
resources. . '. " ~._~::~.\'.~.t.'.·~~-t~-.,:i: ... ,.' I' ,','

t . J " ,,' . .1.. I'

Purpose of the Research . ~ .
~ . ..' .,""·M : "y-;

One of the maj or concern cif this research is to examine how uni vensi ties
plan to discharge their assignment ,in offering quality edilca~ibri·.es~C1'~Tlyin
the area of-physical facilities so as to keep pacewith increase h;'plac~j-nent
of students. It is hoped that some proposed viable strategies will 'enhance
repositioning of universities for global competition. ',' . .... ' . "',

\1...

I).
" I

~
,J. ., ., ':':":: •.. . .'.

,~~ '. ' ••• ' '"'' ~ v , ._,' •••••• ,' •• 1·· •. " ,'1\11,""/'1,:~:Methodology . . , . 'I." c. r "., .: . , ... ' '" t·. ::,,- :. (
, 11:,·, ~ '... -4--' 1"; _,t. ~. ,- 1"1' :~ •.•.s: ":"', 'j' ", .••.

'\.A d~~~riP.tive desi~fl:WIlSadopte~'f0r thi~:r~~~ci}:~~P',~f1~~ia,~J~~~.,-~~~n~Jt~lt·'~",.
:.La&?s ,Srat~ IfQrmCI~·the'popltIat19f1:,pf st~~Y,~ "o;"~~y·· ~~~~pe.XceeX9:L,*·J.

.and one state owned nni versity :~rf!, s.eloo~·-fon"l(ffe'. , Y::,1 tl~liibj.ect~:
""pc:l,ude s~~. heads ..ofdepartn:YDt'fr9rn.',;~he.;~i~ff~~y,:'9Ti·~.4~W;'. tt(j\D~The
..~epartments are science and technology, Human-Kinetics.Adult E ucation,
".~ts·and Social Sciences Education', Educational AiQm'in'islr~.~16n,and
ducational Foundation. From the.faculty of Arts, Heads of-Departments of
nglish andMusic participated in theistu'dy While from the/faculty .of '$Gi~nce,

I •.• " ._t~ : .

~,,-h('(~d_of ~<?'partm~n~of Chemistry wasselected. In ,all'eight~~JJlfi1~)he.ads
',department (9 from each university) were samph~u~}frbn~;'th~e'Jtwof



L1ni~e~·si:i~~.,~~~r;,w.~~~~·~hinstru:ne,nt ,desi,~ned~),Go~~istedof two secti~~lS,
s~ctl?n;ft~ti$.RJl.y::~e~t~?rinformation on the level of involvement of,heads of
depm:trn4rr~jh. ~\i~,planning of physical.facilities while sectionB solicited

, ., )~., "I ',,',t,.', •.• ( \·4 . •

information from the heads ot the various departments. o~ }A{r~tstrategies,
are being employed in the planning of facilities for their departments etc.
and on the state of physical facilities in the uni versities. To-ensuse face validity,
the de9igned questionnaire was given to experts' for scruti~i 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 and;B of the state university questionnaire.
'respectively while 0.72 and 0.69 for the Federal University. '

R:e~hrt
.Data ~nalysis was by simple percentages ana the t-test ofdifference,

" . . " '.' '. ' '.

'IableH: Pliihion,0f'iJ:le~4:ofYfie;J>taFtinJ;!Iit (~Hi'the' Position' of Phys ical
Facillties ill a Federal Vniv~r.slty

SIN, Agree .. Disagree
;;'NOi; ~"\:3{ "~J ~ ;J\('G~ .~~i t ~Jt .

As it head of departm,~nt. I am involved in estimation ~n.d 02 22.2 07 77,8
plnn'hl1.lfgl fot.' pn ysictdi facilitIes," . ' ...

c•.

2: ., , l',rirri~iJ}C,or~;i9l.:0veritl1\! identification and provision of 0 0.,0 09 100
physi~~f~dirdes. . , ,

y ,p.rQiid~~Jftes~i'~:a[ed physical facilities are rarely provided. 04 1\4:,.0, 05 . 55,6
4 " Fn8i\ilie~ ~r~nexibleaf\c;l innovative for largenumbers. o 0,00 09 lOO
5 ;tntl'iistrl.lcture performance is low due to lack of basic 02 22.2 07 17.8

amenities. .' .
6 Infrastructure is regularly refurbished and updated. 04 ,44,4- 05 55,6
7 The buildings are adequate and structurally sound 0 0,0 09 LOO
8 The facilities have low operating costs 04 44.4- 0.5 55,6
9 InfJ;aslructlfre is s~)atiall'y.efficierit. 05 . 55,6 0.4 44,4
10 Avai lub!c choi,rs and t,lbks provide comfort 0 .0,0 09 100
r I 'Facilities in nW'departn~el\t accommodates current ° 0.0 09 10.0.

eurriculurnand preferredmode otteaehlng and learning:
q . Thy.arr:tngement guarantees that human right.isresflected, 01 11:I 08 88,,9
t3 Facllities makes room 'for good' positioning of computes', ',04 44.4 05 55,6

overhead projectors and screen;
14 Departmental facilities provide for access to learners with 0 0,0 09 100

, dlsnbilities. . , .
S;eatfng arrangement enhances learners contact time. ' 02 2'2l2 01 77,g

.6
.'

Available power supply supports working facilities 0. 0.0 ,09 . ~OO
ac'tequae~IY.'I , '

- ~vaH~51 e::pbysiqal facilities are ..ljresenti Y over .strerched. 0.3 33.3 06· ·,66:6.. - .;. ,
ce.:.Fllilij- Work.

. \)., '

i
I
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About 78 percent of the heads L.: ~or art: 1 t reportec iev ere ~ -
involved in estimation for physical _J:;i ... Il \/h e _) per en - 3

participate in deciding for needed facil tics. L case of control 0 er ~ e
identification and provision of physical facilities 4._din the issue of facili ies
being flexible and innovative for large numbers all the respondents said [ha
they were not in control neither are facilities flexible enough to accommodate,
large numbers. However, 56 percent of the respondents disagreed that [he
infrastructure is regularly refurbished and they operate at low cost.

r·
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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 arrangement. enhances learners contact time
respectively. However, all the respondents disagree that departmental facilities
provide access to learners 'with disabililies1apd that available power supply
supports working facilities adequately' ~ IJ •

- I ::_

. - .
It is worrisome 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 faci lities to be provided. Facilities in
the departments did not accommodate current curriculum and preferred.mode
of teaching and learning. This was confirmed by Cl majority support (88.9%)
for absence of room to make for good positioning of coinpLite~ t-, rhead
projectors and screen.

\ 1. .

405
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A~)heads or depurtmcnts majority of respondents (88.9) are not involved in
the process of estimation of needed physical facilities in their departments
neither couidthey identify physical facilities to be provided.

\

Facilities in the departments did noL ~ICC()lllmO(LHe 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
computers, overhead projectors and screen. All sampled heads of departments
in this state university (100%) agreed that there IS no av: ilable power supply
to support working facilities adequately.
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Table t 1 i bove shows that there is no signirL:~'I'\t difference in lilt POSitiLJ!1
phyxic.il Iaci liues in state a11cl fCiJ.l'tl';11 uni versifies. This finding is r.o:
surprising because the situation in both state and federal universities appears
l~)be the same, Without adequate physict J fLc,ilitiL';s, one begins to wonder
how (~ITective leaching and learning will Lake place, the issue of' q,l1.alilY is
also ru stake, ]-:;'01' quality education 0 be realized, the essential physical
racilitics must be available. On the relationship between school facililY
conditiuns und the delivcl"Y ofinsrrucuon, Duyour (20 LO) indicated tlu t six
of" the ten Llciliry conditions <Ire statistically and positively associated with
[he del i vcry of instructi on, These six. f'.1L'i1 i1y condi tions significantl y predicted
the del ivery of instruction after controlli ng other extraneous variables. Facility
conditions was reported in the study to account for 43,0 percent of the
expl.uncd v.uituions on the delivery or instructions with a medium effect.
Alkogllll c:~()OI) ~Ib(j round a positi vc relationship between institutional
resources and the :1 .adcmic performance (J!' students Also Ojouwo Cl ( 89),
Odubunrru , Adcboycje ~l.1dUNGSCO (2002) suppon ihe finding of this study
when they assert that without acle<JLJ:lt~physical facilities, no worthwhile'
Ican~ing can lake place \Vith the tremendous increase in enrolment, OIlC
should helve expected gov'C;i;mlell( :llltlw,r;ILies to march this large numbers of
students with appropriate and adequ.ue fucii ities. Sincejt appears ;that the
problem or mussi fication has come to stay, ther~ is urgent need for something
to be done about provision of physical facilities so that quality will not be
compromised.

I-

Uz.oku and Fabiyi (2007) observed that for proper teaching and learning to
take' place, there must be adequate infrastructure and in many tertiary
institutions in the country, the lecture h~lUsare overcrowded and many.of the
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~;!l1dl'lltS S!;IY()lIhidc, heC:lII:,C ,)1'illadequate 1l,'L'lI1l111hkl:llit"1I1,Ev n those who
:lll' ~;l':IIL'Liinside arc no: L'I)rnl'lll-lahk l1c'CILlSCIII '1'0 :ire IlU ui r conoitiu1I('rS or
r:lm <l1lL!c l~t':srO()11lS are poorly venii bled 11lldnot \ 'cll Ii l. They •.ilso reponed
lh,ll [,dIU!';I!.,)!"Y(:qLlipl1wnt~; were nbsuiL'lc ~1:1e.!t!lL' libr.uie., h.ul Ic ,v 'Ine.!out
(/;llnl I'D' .l.s

I I .•
_~jl. \"'..

The rcxcurc}: il:IS iLicfllil'il'c.I Sl)I11L~ul'll1L' pl\)hkll1~ th.u un- associulc.'d with {he
pm\'isil)ll of physic:t1 r,lcili{ies in 1I11~\'crillc.s ill , igcri~l, Thesc problems
:ICI;()!'(Jillg to IhL: rillliing l'l1lun:llccl Irorn the pl,d11llng sl~lge or-Ihe provi<;ion
of' LICililics, The heads of dep~lrtmcnls in the un: ersiucs 'lgrced rh.u Ihey
WCI'e 1l0{ ill\'l)lvcd ill the iclelltiricalil)l1 und pro 'isi )1,1of hL'ililleS Ih:.~cdcdill
l hrir ticp,lIllnC'llts, The L:lwicc '-IIHI provisilll1 ur Ihdse ('ll-ilitic: lire L1SlI'-lllyin I
Illl' halHls ul' higher :llIlhul-ilies_ Since he.id-, (lC dcp:tnntcnt_ :tre 'Ios r ro the
l'"il1l "r il!ll'icrnclllcllion of "dUL'Cllion,,1prugrcllnn]c, the. should be given r
(lLlll.llllllny to p,lI'licipale actively j n the planning :,l:,::oc If l!le pro I:-;ion ul-
[)Il YSiCl1 I-:Ie i lit iL~S,U 1Ii versi Iy ler t u re c iasS\"()Ullb ar~ i1( -t con \ en le III Cl)!" proper
pu;-,itinl1illg llr ll1udL..'1'llL..'lcL'lmllic gadgets thut \VIII :IL'-l)n1!TIllc.iate L'1I1TLlll
L'lIITiL'lIlull! ilJ:d the ,~dub:llly ilc('Cpt:lblc:' mode of le,1 'hll1~ un«. ~c~lrnlng,
nnpilasizing intcLlclioll sc:'ssi()Il~;, I r Our educ:itil)n:tI pn,gr: mme, !11lL'[ he:
COI1VLTICd10 eLilll;lIlinilal SP:ICL:;, pbl1ne\"~ und LtS-:'I-Sof pl._ Sk"! (IL't1ilics
Ilel'd 10 kno\\' .ihour Currc~111pr-adiCGs, 11is tlinerllr ' \uggc :lec.l [hell 10 ~l\'OI I
o\'crI..TI1\\lling, the rnuln CillrlplIS system - spre:ld of c.unpu C L-lIuld be
L' III hr:tced_

I.)cvelopm .ru of lIlainlCI1,lnCe Slat1lLtrds, SL'I1Luuics and I:..I)Ul r requirement
1'01-Illc ~1\Hlnds, mechanical .md e lecuic.rl ~) stcrn-, in each 1)1' the buildings
should be instilUtionalizL'C/' In order lO ensure that mainlen:mL~ st: nd.uds
arc be ing met, Ih .re is need for the implemenration o! ~!direct ,1I:.t III ussur.incc
program,

ros

, .
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