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Abstract

This studv investigated the impact of budgetary allocation and quality of secondar}- education in puhlic
secondary school in Oyo state. Nigeria. The studv employed descriptive survey research design. The
populalion o fthé study comprised all the puhlic secondary schools principals and teachers in Oyo State and
Ministry of Education staffs (TESCOM officers). The study adopted multi-stage sampling procedure. The
sample size o fthé study comprised 30principals. 420 teachers and 50 TESCOM officers which mode up a total
0f500 respondentsfrom 8 locaigovernments o fthé state and 30 secondary schools. Six (6) research questions
were raised and answered and Data were analyzed using descriptive statisiics. The studyfmdings indicated
that quality o fsecondary education in Oyo State is low. There wasfucinaiions in budgetary allocations to
education. within its componenis (infrastructuralfacilities.furniture andflitings, staffrecruitment. wages and
salaries, and teaching-learning materials) and in its totals under theyears reviewed (2011-2017). The study
finding revealed that budgetary allocation has noipromoted that quality offurniture andfittings in Oyo State.
Budgetary allocation has noi improved the quality ofteachers in Oyo State. Budgetary allocation has noi
improved teaching-learning materials in Oyo State. In Ughi offmdings. the studyforwarded thefollowing
recommendations. Government should make effort to improve secondary education budgetary allocation by
adopting apolicy o fproactive investment insecondary education. Government should ha\-e that politicai will
andtest 26%funding o feducatimi using annua! budget ofnation's resourcefor al leastftveyears andassess the

impact amongst others.

Keywords: Budgetary Allocation, Quality, Quality of Education, Secondary Education

Introduction

A country’s socio economie development is largely
dependent upon its trained. skilled and qualified
citizens who can participate efTectively in different
economie sectors to realize developmental agenda.
Moreover, education is considered as the base to
support other social and economie sectors in poverty
reduction schemes. For this, a country is supposed to
make a provision of quality education a reality to
satisfy the educational needs of students and society
at large. The quality of education provision is
generally attainable in educational system where
largeramount of finance is generated. "Finance is in
fact one of the most important resources which
through a process and mechanisms of budgeiing is
converted into required reai instructional resources.
World Education Forum held in Dakar. Senegai
(2000) in which quality education was a priority,
evidence over thé past decade showed that elTorts to
expand enrolment must be accompanied by attempts
to enhance educational quality if learners are to be
attracted to education, stay there and achieve
meaningful leaming outeomes. UNESCO (2003.
2004) asserts that thé growing emphasis on thé need
forquality toaccompany theexpansion ofeducation.

however, remains stubbomly secondary to the
persistent drive for quality education. Country
policies to increase gross enrolment rates are rapidly
and possibly being prompted by many factors,
including the 2000 United Nations Millennium
Declaration for Universal Primary Education (UPE)
inall countries, with no mention ofquality concerns.

Igwe (2007) sees quality in education to cut across
policy formulation to implementation of educational
process covering the scope of curriculum:
teaching/leaming process; resources and facilities:
students and teachers environment. Again. Igwe
(2007) perceives quality in education as “better
school environment, more qualified teachers, and
adequale supply of textbooks that are relevance to
social needs. On the other hand. Coombs (1985) also
adds that quality pertains lo thé relevance of what is
taught and leamed and how well il fits thé presentand
future needs of the particular leamers in question.
given their particular circumstances and prospeets.
He emphasizes that quality also refers to significant
changes in thé educational system itself. in the nature
of its inputs (students. teachers. facilities. equipment.
and supplies); its objectives. curriculum and
educational technologies: and its sociocconomic.
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cultural and politicai environment.

Budget allocation plays key roles in the
operation of quality Education. It refers to expenses
incurred by thé govemment for thé maintenance and
provision of quality education and Works needed to
foster or promote economie growth and improve the
welfare of people in thé society. Budgetary
allocation is generally categorized into capitai and
recurrent components. Capital expenditure refers to
the amount spent in thé acquisition of fixed
(productive) assets (whose useful life extends
beyond the accounting or fiscal year), such as school
building, fumiture. machines and equipnient, etc,,
including intangible assets. Recurrent expenditure
on the other hand refers to expenditure on purchase
teaching and leaming materials. wages and salaries.
teachers’ training, recruitment of staff amongst
others. The annua! budget spells out the direction of
the expected expenditure, as it contains details ofthé
proposed expenditure for each year, though the
actual expenditures may differ from thé budget
figures due, for cxample. to extra-budgetary
expenditures or allocations during thé course of the
fiscal year.

33

The quality of a school's education
provision is directly related to theé amount of finance
available to school. Education funding in Nigeria
involves the Federai. States and Locai Govemments'
Appropriation and Releases for Capital and
Recurrent Expenditure. It also includes Education
Trust Fund. Donor Agencies. Interventions. as well as
Scholarship awards by Federai, States and Locai
Govemments (National Bureau of Statistics. 2012).
Budgetary' allocation to education is not in any way
encouraging. It falls far short of expectation in a
country like Nigeria. Unfortunately, thé rapid
expansion in number of enrolments in public
secondary schools is not matched with available
qualified teachers and increased funding, either by
federai or state govemments. since most of the
expansion took place at periods of economie decline
in reai terms. The level of funding of education thus
declined over thé years with attendant decay of
infrastructure and low staff morale. Therefore, the
extent to which a country has committed itself to
education can be seen from how much thé national
financial resources are allocated to different parts of
its education sector.

Tablel.l: Summary of allocation for education Service delivery in N.

S/IN  ltems 2015 2016 2017
1 Construction. Renovation and
Rehabilitation of school building 4,650,000.000 4,882,500.000 5,126,625.000
2 Provision of equipment 435,000.000 456,750.000 479.587,500
Supply of fumiture 1.875,000.000 2,013.750,000 2.039.437.500
4 Instructional Material 140,000.000 147.000.000 154.350,000
Total 7,100,000,000 7,500,000,000 7.800,000.000

Source: Ministri ofEducation. Oyo State secretoria! Agodi, Ibadan November 20/ 7

Infrastructural facilities are a powerful challenge to
quality secondary education. In most public
secondary schools in Nigeria, the infrastructural
facilities likeclassroom blocks, scicnce laboratories
and workshops for vocational and technical
education and libraries are grossly inadequate to
match thé students' population. In majority of the
secondary schools, thé Science laboratories and
workshops are empty. lacking thé equipment and
reagents needed for practical exercises.

Fumiture and fitting in most secondary schools in
Nigeria seem not to be in good shape and/or not
enough for students. In some cases, students sii on
the ground and on Windows. This showed that in
most of nation’s secondary schools, teaching and
leaming take place under a most uncomfortable
environment. lacking basic materials such as
fumiture (desk and chair).

A good classroom must have sufflcient chairs and

desks to encourage quality education which has been
lacking through meager allocation of budget to this
section by govemment. The recent report shows that
there is inadequate numbers of school fumiture.
Teachers' tables and chairs are also inadequate.

The inadcquacy of thé funding
provision by thé Federai Government of Nigeria is
revealed glaringly not only because thé budgetary'
allocation to education does not reach half of
UNESCO minimum standard for developing
countries but also because when compared to
National budgetary allocation to education in some
Africa countries, Nigeria lag quite behind. The
Nigerian education System iacks thé financial
resources to maintain education quality because
Nigeria's recent allocation share for education
diverges sharply from regional and intemational
norms. For example UNESCO report (2000)
indicates that for 19 other countries of sub-Saharan
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Africa education expenditures average 5.1 percent
GDP and 14.3% of Government expenditure
(Hinchiffe, 2002). In faci. Nigeria's budgetary
allocation to education is low and its budgetary
priority to education sector is even low (Oyo
Sobowale20l 1.2).

Statement of the Problem

The attainment of thé goal of education for useful
living within thé society is possible if quality
education is delivered to individuals within thé
System. The issue of quality education in the
developing world is becoming a case for major
concem to education stakeholders. Myriads of
problems are besetting quality of secondary
education in Nigeria which include prevalence of
inconipetent teachers, poor teacher motivation,
inadequate infrastructural facilities, poor student
performance, poor leaching/leaming materials, lack
of and non-application of information
communication technology and many others are
threat to provision of quality secondary education
which can be traced to the meagre budgetary
allocation to education by government,
misplacement of priority. misappropriation of fund
and lack ofcommitment to education sector front thé
pari of government. As noted by Adenuga (2002),
Nigeria government spending has been totally
inadequate or that thé amount purported to have been
expended on education was not actual ly spent. Hence
this study intends to exantine budgetary allocation
and quality ofsecondary education in Oyo state.

Research Questions

The following research questions were raised in the
course ofthis study;

1 What is the trend of budgetary allocation to

education in Oyo State (2011-2017)?

2. Has budgetary allocation improved
infrastructural facilities in Oyo State?

3. To what extern has budgetary allocation
promoted the quality of fumiture and fittings
in Oyo State?

4, Has budgetary allocation improved quality of
teachers?

5. To what extent has budgetary allocation
improved teaching-learning materials in Oyo
State?

6. What isthé quality ofeducation in Oyo State?

Literature Review

The Federai Ministry of Education (2003)
agreed that 1978 - 1999 period was an ili period for
Nigeria education System because of instability and
financial inadequacies due largely to generai
economie downtum of the 1980s. The crisis led to
stoppage in thé expansion of primary school regular
occurrence of unpaid teachersl salaries. thé
degeneration of educational facilities and
infrastructure at all levels and thé attendanl common
place strikes across all tiers of Nigeria education
System. According to CBN (2000), poor financial
investment has been thé baile of Nigerian education
System lo thé extent to which the budgeting allocation
has been very low compared to others. Furthermore.
thé federai government allocation to education has
deelined steadily since 1999 and is much lower than
theé average in thé lasl five years of military rule.
Finance as a resource has remained a controversial
issue at all levels of education in Nigeria. According
to Olabanji and Alaka (2010) resource allocation is
one ofthe most chal lenging tasks that our educational
System especially in secondary level of education
faces whether they are in thé early stage of reform or

years into sustaining improvement. Since the
economie downturn in thé eighties (80s). the
Nigerian education sector has suffered

unprecedented setbacks in resource allocation
especially in funding.

Acursory analysis into 1999.2000 and 2010
budgetary provision for education in Nigerian
showed that 6.77%. 4.08% and 5.3% went to thé
sector respectively while in 2011 and 2013, it got
10.24% and 8 percent respectively, a far cry froni thé
year 1999 and 2010 appropriation (Daily
Independcnce, 2013). Relying on thé benchmark
advocatcd by UNESCO, it is implicit that Nigerian
education sector stili faces thé problem of inadequate
funding.

The quality of education depend solely on
proper funding of thé sector by thé bodies concemed
for thé provision of teaching, learning and
educational facilities. The indication on how a
country' gives priority to its education at all levels
depends on the overall budget to education in relation
to thé overall resources allocation. The expenditure
on education involves thé total spending on acadeniic
institutions and other supporting educational
Services. Funding in Nigeria involves all the three
tiers of government namely; Federai, state and locai
government. This also includes capitai and recurrent
expenditure to education sector along wilh
Educational Trust Fund (ETF) as well as scholarship
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award by the federai, state and locai govemments.
Comparing thé total aniount releases of capitai and
recurrent budget of Federai Ministry of Education
with that of thé total National budget for thé past
years (2006-2010). it could be observed that
education had never received up to 10 percent. The
highest released by the Federai Government was
8.59 percent in 2006 and it eventually carne down to
5.3 percent in 2010.

Nigerian government allocation to
education has continued to decrease in respect oftheé
percentage allocation to education front the total
budget. Going by thé budgetary allocations during
these years we can see increases in thé aniount
allocated to thé education sector however. thé
percentage allocation in relation to the Gross
National Product (GNP) of the country have been
very low. Instead of progressing towards the 26%
allocation. thé Nigerian government has continued
to reduce percentage allocation to education until it
attained a record 1.83% in 2003. In thé literaturc this
decline in thé percentage allocation has been linked
to thé economie depression of thé 1980s whicli had
devastating effeets on developing countries
(Nwangwu, 1997; Famade, 1999; Bonat. 2003;
Igbuzor; 2006). As Bonat (2003) aptly points out.
thé economie crisis of thé 1980s led to the
introduction of Structural Adjustment Programmes
(SAP) with thé prescription from thé International
Monetary Fund(IMF) and World Bank for reduction
in public investment on education. Contemporary
discussions on education and thé funding of
education in particular have continued to receive
more attention and this is because education is seen
as a powerful vehicle for the equalization of
economie opportunity, distribution of income and
eradication of poverty.

Adenuga (2002) point to thé fact that
Nigeria's government spending has been totally
inadequate or that the aniount purported to have
been expended on education was not actually spent.
while Oianiyi and Adam (2002) observed that
government expenditure on education and the share
of total spending to thé Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) have been deelining. The poor funding of
education in Nigeria is said to be thé major reason
for thé poor quality of the sector and its contribution
to GDP, per capita GDP and other human
development indicators. Despite theé importance of
education in an economy, and thé benefits a country
stands to derive by investing in thé education sector.
Nigeria has stili not been able to invest adequately in
the sector. The Asian tigers invested in their
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education sector and thé development of their
education sector led to the development of the
economy as a whole. Adenuga (2002) posits that
education development in Nigeria is conslrained by
enrolment ratio, funding, policy environment and
quality. Most schools in Nigeria suffer from
overcrowding, poor sanitation. poor management
and poor intra-sectorial allocation. The attendant and
composite effeets of theses inconsistencies are
production of half-baked graduates and poor quality
education. The percentage given to education as a
total of public expenditure revealed that Nigeria has
nofirst-rate foreducation.

The poor state of education in Nigeria
started from the severe decline in thé prices of oil in
thé market in thé early 1980s, combined with thé
Structural Adjustment Programme (SAP), and these
led to thé reduction in government spending on
education. The result was unpaid teachers,
degradation of education at all levels and industriai
actions in schools. The end result is thé deelining
quality education in the country. The National
Economie Empowerment Development Strategy
(NEEDS) document recognized that thé delivery of
education in Nigeria has sutfered neglect through the
poor state of funding. There were acute shortages of
infrastructure and facilities at all level of education.
Presently, according to Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA, 2013). the quality of education in Nigeria is
low. This is due. mainly, to thé decline continuously
encountered in thé allocation of education
expenditure by thé government. Over thé years, the
recurrent expenditure on the education sector is more
tlian the capitai expenditure, it is time for the
government to realize that with thé growing rate of
population increase. more investment should be, not
on the recurrent expenditure alone, but to increase thé
capitai expenditure by provision of more educational
facilities. building of more schools in other to avoid
overcrowding thé available schools and educational
facilities.

The recurrent expenditure is not enough to
go round for what it is meant. The facilities are not
well maintained; staff poorly motivated, poor
physical infrastructure. and all these leads to decline
in quality ofeducation. Developing countries such as
Ghana and Keny'a spend up to 20 - 25% of their total
budget on education. and their education quality is
quite appreciable. According to Fluman
Development Index (2013) for developing countries
such as Ghana. Kenya, Angola and the likcs. Nigeria
ranked 12th among thé low human development with
indices 0.471. Worldwide, Nigeria ranked 153 out of
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186 countries of thé world. Countries like Norway,
Japan. Canada. Singapore, led the list ofthe very high
Human Development Index ranging from 0.8 to 0.9.
These countries invest more than 30% of total
expenditure on education. The effect is seen on thé
development of human capitai which is of great
benefit not only to thé individuals but also to thé
society. Since 1960, the average of thé percentage of
total expenditure spent on education is between 6 -
10%, this has a negative effect on thé quality of
education. Nigeria is underdeveloped. The evidence
is everywhere. thé available schools.are noi enough
for thé population, and they are not well equipped.
The equipment available are not functioning
properly. and thé teachers are underpaid and not
motivated to work considering thé fact that there are
no teaching aids, thé environment and buildings are
dilapidated due strictly to inadequate funding of thé
sector. Shifting resources from lo\v productive
sectors such as generai administration to education
will go a longway in thé developmentofthis sector in
Nigeria. Also. the vision of eradicating illiteracy and
poverty will be achieved. But, with the current status
occasioned by thé decreasing allocation, theé rate of
development in the education sector will stili be
classifed as underdeveloped.

Owing to this, thé academic calendars have
been disrupted; pupils and students have stayed more
than required in their studies. To thé employed staffin
the academic institutions, their agitations bow down
to the inability of the govemment to meet up thé new
salary scale and other allowances. More so, it is
attributed to thé poor state of thé leaming institutions
which theé attention of thé govemment is drawn to.
Budgetary allocation to education is so poor that it
cannot financially sustain the existing educational
institutions. The result is that teachers are often owed
many months' salaries, while the school
infrastmctures, facilities and equipment are either
non-existent. dilapidated. or grossly inadequate. This
makes the effective management of thé education
System a herculean task, and when thé situation
becomes intolerable, either thé teachers or thé
students or both revolt, leading to demonstrations,
strike actions. frequent and often prolonged closures
ofthé institutions and damage to educational quality.
Ndagi (1982:134) comparing thé federai allocations
to education, health, agriculture and defence during
the military era 1968 to 1978 found that education
carne second to defence in thé amount of money
allocated to each sector each year. But thereafter. thé
picture changed and federai allocation to education
continued to decline from 24.5% of (he recurrent

budget in 1978 to less than 8% in 1996. The
percentages allocated to education by thé States also
declined from as high as 45% in some States in thé
1970s lo as low as 15% in thé 1990s with most ofthé
funds going to primary and secondary education
whereas most of thé federai funds went to higher
education.

Despite all the alternatives, the
infrastructure and facilities remain inadequate for
coping with a System that is growing at a very rapid
pace. The annual population growth rate was 3.3%.
Due to poor financing, thé quality of education
offered is affected by poorattendance and inadequate
preparalion by teachers at all levels. The morale of
teachers is low due to basic condition of Service and
low salaries. Furthermore, physical facilities need to
be upgraded and resources such as libraries,
laboratories. modern communication and
information technology equipment have to be
provided. The quest for meeting these basic education
needs has been the cause of unending crisis between
govemment. and trade unions such as Nigeria Union
of Teachers (NUT). Academic Staff Union of
University (ASUU).Non Academic Staff Union
(NASU), etc.(Nwagwu, 1997).The effect of the
financial crisis on students, apart from fear of
increase intuition fee or its introduction in federai
university is that they are mostly ili equipped for seif-
employment and there exists limited jobs to absorb
theni in the nation.

Heller. Schultz's work on education as
investment in human capitai, and his hypotheses
about thé relationship between human capitai
accumulation and aggregate economie growth.
fomied thé basis for arguments that funding for
education should be increased. and that thé federai
govemment was responsible for providing that
increased funding. Studies such as Ude, and Ekesiobi,
(2014) have also used this variable in their study of
the effect ofsocial spending on quality ofeducation.
Earlier empirical works provide justification for this.
There inputs model are public education spending as
a percentage of GDP, Health expenditure as a
percentage of GDP, Per capita GDP and
Infrastructural facilities. The justification for
including Education expenditure is quite self-
evident: if govemment spends more on education
mainly in a poor country, it will improve quality of
education.

Most of thé literatures reviewed in this
study have their origin of practice in thé generai view
of budgetary allocation and education outeomes and
few of the studies are available from budgetary
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allocation and quality of education, with very
limited literatures from budgetary allocation and
quality of education Services. Therefore, this study
was essentially designed to establish the relationship
existing between the budgetary allocation and
quality of education especially allocation to all
educational Services in Oyo state for corttributing to
theé existing gap of knowledge.

Methodology

The study adopted thé descriptive survey research
design. The population ofthé study comprised all the
public secondary schools principals and teachers in
Oyo State and Ministry of Education staffs
(TESCOM officers). The study adopted multi-stage
sampling procedure. The sample size of thé study
comprised 30 principals. 420 teachers and 50
TESCOM officers which made up a total of 500
respondents from 8 locai govemments of the state
and 30 secondary schools. Two questionnaires were
used as instrument for this study. The first
questionnaire was titled '‘Budgetary Allocation and
Quality of Secondary Education Questionnaire
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(BAQSEQA) ' which will be completed by school
principals and teachers while thé second
questionnaire was titled Budgetary Allocation and
Quality of Secondary Education Questionnaire
(BAQSEQB) which will be completed by ministry of
education (TESCOM) officers. Six (6) research
questions were raised and answered. Data weré
analyzed using descriptive statistics.

Results

The analyses and interpretation of the quantitative
data collecied from primary and secondary data are
presented in this chapter. Therefore, thé major
findings based on thé data collected. collated and
computed via the Statistica!l Package for Social
Science (SPSS) are presented in three sections
namely: Section A—Demographic Analysis; Section
B - Analysis of Research Questions: and Section C -
Test of Hypotheses. However a total of 500
questionnaires were administered but of which 491
were returned and thé remaining 9 were unretumed
due to the loss by respondents.The analyses of
demographic variables are presented below:

Tablc 2:  Uistrihulion of Samplcd LGA bv Respondents and School
No.
Tot
LGA Respondents of
al Schu
ols
: 2 1 105

Atiba 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 o0 o0 6 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 O m 4

2 7 4 8
Oyo 2 1 1

. 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 3

tasi 0 3 1
Lagcl 3
u 0 0 0O 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 7 56 2
Ibada
n 2

0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 2
Non 5
h
Egbc 2
dag 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 >

11 2

Ido 0 0 0 0 2 ) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 3
(bada
n 2 5 2 2 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 5
Som 5 0 1 4 1
h
Isevi 2 11

0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 55 3
n 6 7
2 2 1 -

Total 2 7 7 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 5 2 4 J 1 291 24

2 5 2 S 1 7 5 0 1 7 4 6 7 4 8 il 3 1 9 7

Table 2. reveals that a total of 491 teachers responded to thé questionnaires. Out this figure. 111 respondents
(i.e. 22.6% of the total) each were from 4 and 5 schools in Atiba and Ibadan South L.GAs resnectively. Further
analysis shows that 56 respondents (i.e. 11.4%) and 55 respondents (i.e. 11.2%) were from 2 and 3 schools in
Lagelu and Isevin LGAs respeclively. The lowest sample of 32 respondents (i.e. 6.5%) was drawn from 2
scKools in Ibadan North EGA. By implication. the study nasrelatively good sample distribution.

Section B-Answerto Research Questions
The research questions are answered below:

Research Qucstion I: What is thé trend ofbudgetary allocation to education in Oyo State (2011-2017)?
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Table 3: Budgetary Allocatimi, lo Education in (X)

% % V. % % V.
VEAR 2011 gro» 2012 gro» 2013 gro» 2014 gro» 2015 Rro* 2016 grow 2017 gro»
ih Ih Ih Ih th th th
Infrastr
uctural ~ 10.000. 16000. . 575005 82851 , o 6,708.36 2,505.0 4.855,1
Faciliti 000,000 ~ 050.000 : 0.00060 6406 (00.000 3.000.80 1903 00000 6266 00,000 9382
es
Furnuu
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Table 3: provides answer to research question one. The table reveals fluctuations in budgetary allocations to
education; within its components (infrastructural facilities. fumiture and fittings, staff recruitment. wages and
salaries, and teaching-leaming materials) and in its totals under thé years reviewed (2011-2017).
Infrastructural facilities allocation had agrowth 0f60% between 2011 and 2012, a decrease 0f64.06% in 2013,
agrowth 0f44.09% in 2014, adecrease of 19.03% in 2015, a further decrease 0f62.66% in 2016 and finally an
increase 0f93.82% in 2017. The allocation fiuctuated from over=N= 16 billion to less than =N=5 billion. Staff
recruitment, wages and salaries component was not different. It fiuctuated from a decrease of 10.39% to a
decrease 4.78%, a growth of 18.81, a decrease 0T0.69%, a growth 0f48.59%, and a decrease 0f2.99% in 2012
to 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016, and 2017 respectively. The fluctuations in this component was between =N=16
billion to =N=25 billion. The total allocations to all components fiuctuated in 2013 and 2015 by decreases of
34.14% and 6.92% respectively while theamount fiuctuated from =N=32 billion to=N=30 billion in thé years
under review.

Development m education is assumeu io oe etinam-cu uy juatained geometrie fund allocations to education
Services, therefore the implication of Table 4.2.1analysis is Oyo State budgetary allocation is not adequate to
sustain education development.

Research Question 2; Has budgetary ai io«.am.n improveo infrastructural facilities in Oyo State?
Tahle 4:Budgetari Allocatimi and Infrastructural Facilities

Dcscription Frequencv Percent
Yes 19 399

Valid No 295 60 1
Total 491 1000

Out ofthe 491 respondenls, 295 (I e 60.1%) stateci that budgetary allocation has noi improved infrastructural facilities in Oyo State
Thei agrced thal allocation of funds lo infrastructural facilities has not enhanced classroom a\ailahility, and proc idee! standard
laboratori, administrative biocks, restrooms and libranes

Research Question 3:To cchat extern has budgetary allocation promoted thé quality of fumiture and littings in (Ho State?

Tahle 5: Budgetari Allocation and Fumiture and Fittings

Description Frequenti I’creenl
No Responso 1 2
. Yes 135 275
Valid No 5 73
Total 491 100.0
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Tibie 3:  Budgetary Allocatimi» lo Educatimi in (X)
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Table 3: provides answer to research question one. The table reveals fluctuations in budgetary allocations to
education; within its components (infrastructural facilities, furniture and fittings. staffrecruitment, wages and
salaries, and teaching-leaming niaterials) and in its totals under thé years reviewed (2011-2017).
Infrastructural facilities allocation had agrowth 0 f60% between 2011and 2012, adecrease 0f64.06% in 2013,
agrowth 0f44.09% in 2014. a decrease of 19.03% in 2015. a further decrease 0f62.66% in 2016 and final ly an
increase 0193.82% in 2017. The allocation fluctuated from o\e -N= 16 billion to less than =N=5 billion. Staff
recruitment. wages and salaries component was not diflferen: : fluctuated from a decrease of 10.39% to a
decrease 4.78%. agrowth of 18.81 adecrease 0f0.69?...ay  :nof-’f.59%, and a decrease 0f2.99% in 2012
to 2013. 2014, 2015, 2016, and 2017 respectively. The fluctuations in this component was between =N=16
billion to =N=25 billion. The total allocations to all components fluctuated in 2013 and 2015 by decreases of
34.14% and 6.92% respectively while the amount fluctuated from =N=32 billion to=N=30 billion in the years
Jcvelopment in education is assumer io be ennanccu i» si<-ta>i>cu geometrie fund allocations to education
Services, therefore thé implication of Table 4.2.1analysis * "mo State budgetari allocation is not adequate to
sustain education development

Research Question 2: Has budgetary allocation improvcd infrastructural facilities in OyoState?
Tahlc 4: Budgetari Allocation and Infrastructural Facilities

Description Frequencv Iercent
Ycs 1% 399

Valid No 295 60 1
fotal 401 100.0

Oul of the 491 respondents. 295 (i e 60 1%) stalcd Ihal budgelan allocation has not improved infrastructural facilities in Oyo State
rhe\ agreed (hai allocation of funds lo infrastructural facilities has noi enhaneed classonno availability. and ptovidcd standard
laboraton , adminislrativc bloclcs, restrooms and hhraries

Research Ouestion J.To «hai evieni has budgelan allocation promoted thé qualitv of furniture and litlings in Oyo State"”

Tahlc 5: Budgetari Allocation and Furniture and Fittings

Description Frequencv Percenl
No Response 1 2
. Yes 135 275
Valid No 5 723

lutai 491 100.0
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Out of thé 491 respondents, 355 (i.e. 72.3%) stated that budgetary allocation has not promoted thal quality of
furniture and fittings in Oyo State. They opined that allocation of funds to furniture and fittings did not enhance
provision of furniture for staff, improve electricity supply and provide chairs and tables for students, trash cans,
and bookcases.

Has budgetary allocation improved quality of teachers?

Table 6: Budgetary Allocation and Quality of Teachers

Description Frequency Percent
Yes 165 33.6

Valid No 326 66.4
Total 491 100.0

Out of thé 491 respondents, 326 (i.e. 66.4%) stated that budgetary allocation has not improved thé quality of
teachers in Oyo State. They stated that allocation of funds to teacher recruitment, wages and salaries did not
improve recruitment of teachers with better teaching qualification, employment of teachers with many years of
experience, provision for seminars and conferences and adequate training and development allowance.

Research Question 5:To what extent has budgetary allocation improved teaching-learning materials in Oyo
State?

Table 7:Budgetary Allocation and Teaching-Lcarning Materials

Description iFrequency Percent
No Response |2 A4
. Yes 14.9
Valid No 416 84.7
Total 491 100.0

Out of thé 491 respondents, 295 (i.e. 84.7%) agreed that budgetary allocation has not improved teaching-
learning materials in Oyo State. They opined that allocation of funds to teaching-learning materials has not
ensured laboratory equipment availability, increased thé number of textbooks, provided for modern teaching
aids, enhanced availability of visual aids, and modern white board.

Research Question 6: What is thé quality of education in Oyo State?

Table 8: Budgetary Allocation and Quality of Edu~fion

Description Frequencv Percent
Yes (High) 181 36.9

Valid No(Low) 310 63.1
Total 491 100.0

Out of the 491 resoondents. 310 (i.e. 63.1%) aereed that thé aualitv of education in Ovo State is low. Thev

quality has not improved, resources ano laidiues ire not relcvant and adequate, there is no good teacner anu
student environment. there is no improvement in thé school environment. aualified teachers have not been
recruited, there is no supply of relevant textbooks, and modem furniture and fittings have not been provided in

the schools.
[

Discussion of Findings standard laboratory, administrative blocks,

The purpose of this study was to investigale
budgetary allocation and quality of secondary
education in Oyo state. More specifically, the study
was intended to find out how budgetary allocation
to infrastructural facilities, furniture and fittings,
recruitment of teachers and teaching leaming
materials influence quality of secondary education.
Generaily. the results of the study indicate that Oyo
State budgetary allocation is not adequate to sustain
education development.

The results of the study reveal that
allocation of funds lo infrastructural facilities has
not enhanced classroom availability. and provided

restiooms and libraries without this quality of
edoosiion is hindered. The ftnding is consistent with
tht finding of Dare (2010) that infrastructural
facilities should be properly invest on, planned,
developed and maintained in order to ensure its
relevance to the school needs and its efTective
teaching and leaming in any educational institutions.
Educational facilities are indispensable as far as the
industry is concemed. They are cssential for the well
being and comfort of teachers' and thé students' in the
teaching learning process.

The results of thé study again revealed that
allocation of funds to furniture and fittings did not
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enhance provision of fumiture for staff, improve
electricity supply and provide chairs and tables for
students, trash cans, and bookcases. This finding
confimi thé assertion by Baldertab (1974) and
Comb (1985) that thé quality of education can be
greatly affected if schools are deficient in essential
facilities such as fumiture and fittings' in the
teaching/leaming process without proper fund
being allocated lo them.

The findings also revealed that allocation
of funds to teacher recruitment, wages and salaries
did not improve recruitment of teachers with better
teaching qualification, employment ofteachers with
many years of experience, provision for seminare
and conferences and adequate training and
devclopmental lowance.

The results of the study again revealed that
allocation of funds to teaching-leaming materials
has not ensured laboratory equipment availability.
I' Tcai__, he number of textbooks, provided for
modem teaching aids, enhanced availability of
visual aids, and modem white board. This finding
supports thé view of Aminu (1986) and Ade-Ajayi
(2003), that funding has a cruciai role to play on
providing qualitative teaching and learning
materials. Also thé World Bank (2001) noted that
teaching and learning materials are often seriously
uuderfunded alongside physical facilities and
human resources.

This study also revealed that thé quality of
education in Oyo State is low. They agreed that there
has been no improvement in curriculum to reflect
the needs of thé society, teaching-leaming quality

imrrovetl
reievani ano adequate, mere is no good teacner ano
student environment, there is no improvement in the
school environmen.L qualified haw not
been recruited. there is no supply of relevant
textbooks, and modem fumiture and fittings bave
not been provided in thé schools.

Conclusion

The importance of analyzing budgetary allocation
and quality of secondary education is essential to
help solve many negative consequences of poor
quality secondary education as a result of
inadequate budgetary allocation, insufficient
fumiture and fittings, inadequate infrastmctural
facilities. lack of commitment and responsibility
from teachers. poor and inadequate teaching
learning materials, prevalence of incompetent
teachers, poor teacher motivation. inadequate
infrastructural facilities. poor student performance,
poor teaching/leaming materials. lack of and non
application of information communication
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technology amongst others, because ifnot checked, it
would lead to poor quality education and invariably
poor student performance in secondary education
System. In ordertocurtail thé problem ofpoor quality
education among public secondary education in Oyo
state, this study investigated budgetary allocation
(infrastructural facilities, fumiture and fittings,
recruitment of staff and teaching/leaming materials)
and quality of secondary education in Oyo State,
Nigeria to ascertain thé extent to which all these
factors could enhance quality of secondary
education.

Recommendations
In the view of these findings, thé following
recommendations are made to enhance good quality
secondary education:

i. Government should make eflfort to improve
seco-iarv. w uu' budgetary allocation by
adopting a policy of proactive investment in
secondary education. This is because the benefit
derivable has multiplier effect in thé economy. The
welt trained secondary school graduates have
capacity to sell their labour and transcend from
secondary education to university education and the
retums there ere beneficiai to thé individuate and thé
nation ingenerai.

ii. Public secondary schools should institute
efficient System and resource management for
optimum result obtainable from constrained

has become necessary in view of thé fact that
govemment as thé major firar.c.cr of secondar,
education has increasing financing competing for
already constrained The Secondary
Education Board must of necessity device strategie
resources management policy for optimum

resources.

realization ofher corporate goals.

iii. Government should create avvareness on thé
importance and need for public private partnership in
secondary education through seminare, workshops,
and campaigns in media for more income generation
for thé development and provision of infrastructural

facilities in schools.

iv. Government should ensure continuous staff
training, retraining and capacity development
programmes that will benefits both principals and
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teachers.

V. Government should have that politicai will
and test 26% funding of education using annual
budget of nation's resource for at least five years and
assess the impact.
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