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Abstract —
This is a rcport
ol an coxperi
arv Educati &
Sccond_.lr) Education, Student cnrollmell'll(‘mll "
work aims at cstablishing basis for suggc‘sl:.'"“
of Oyo Statc. A test was carried out (o cwm

at wae i

b flgc(;:lml(:d' out on the budget Capital allocation to

g cfficiont 0? S'dlld avallz.lblc classroom in Oyo State. The
practical planning guidelines (o the government

b P : ami ;
revicw, somc statistical relationships between l‘ll::: ‘cva:‘:'llh‘l:rbo:i e allocaiios aad o e
ital budget allocation and the fi i i
H ollowing variables:

student cnrolment, Numbers of
s, schools and avai :

n_lcll} el G d_ tesling at 95% confident limit il‘lvilvllab(l; classrooms. Usm_g simple regression analysis
significant lincar relationships with stude , as discovered that capital budget allocation has no
The research showed R-square of 0 909(;(5 4211{8})111011L (l,\lumbcr of schools and available classrooms.
et cm’olmem" o, 40. A’Z 0.8%, 18.2% and 4.06%, for cducation capital
capital allocation versus numbor of c ucation capital allocation versus number of schools; education
A R arl Stene : of available classroom; number of available classroom versus students’
ki To loon i lle:nro ment_ versus number of schools respectively. From the study, it is
T il ude that there 1s need fo_r the government to allocate more fund to secondary

u api prq_]ec_ls and that in education planning of secondary schools the above variables
should bec considered in line with fund allocation.

Introduction
Onc major determinant

appropriatcly, the problem of acccss

of what happens (o cducation is finance. If cducation is funded
and quality would be solved. Before the introduction of UPE,

funding, which of coursc included infrastructure, had been a shared responsibility among the school
proprictors, the government and parents. With the UPE, government accepted full responsibility for

education. Allocation to cducation has been on the decline in real terms, if full cogx_lism}cc is taken of
the sky-high ratc of infation. It is worth noting that when the dcfault Western Reglon introduccd the
UPE in 1955, it spent 38.7% of its annual budget on education. The Eastern Region spent 28.4"/3; the
North spent 2’() 59, of its annual budget on cducation while the Federal Govcn;ncrnt srcn:N 18.7 é In

20.5 cations were 30.5%, 36.9%; 23.9% and 16.1%0 lor the West, East,
11\19611.} ﬁzca;c%t:mblgggg nt Education in the Westcrn Region was backed by a
orth

ment respectively.
: . ith success. (Adesola, 2002). _

comprehensive p lanl,)ll uffﬂo;? 1l?(:eitn‘gwlthe sit of power of the then Western Region g,ovcnm;Jclnt ntliust

I bc OyodSm:; “)',il};l educational opportum'tics and successcil tl)“ i pas%‘(gs :ﬁi)gl:%l;t:jnt a:i)ccguzﬁg
have bcen cndow | budget SpCCiﬁe y y o ‘
to cducation was above the 26% of total ?‘";}?ures %l"oday he allocation of funds and provision of
d cap ital ; expef dary school education in the State are not un}nkcly_ to bc
especially secol ¢ matched the astronomical risc i
iced for morc schools and

infrastructurc to education most ducation has no
. ) ” pudgeted for cdt ' :
without difficultics. Th b o 1 with :‘,?compmxymg l puilding, high population

student cnrolment over U locks.

classroom blocks. This 15 cvidence in the falling standard

itori on

. itioni : rium for classro
density, the partitioning of audito in scconda janning of available resources. Thcrs:forc‘
o Thse o e i of proffering solution to

cics of infl rﬂSUUC!lifc-,sd {o improper ith the aim of
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'.4&.&7‘;};’«]:!):::!;;’!;.;‘unl';omliun for public sccondary schools in Oyo Sl:ltc(‘992']999), Kafiatcesy J', E
say that budgeting is synonymous with management since both arc concerned with Sysllc?‘ldug-f
mtelligent planning and control of resources (Adcbayo. 1981). Thercforc. the pfcﬁc"l' cve » of
cducational development in the State needs critical cxamiﬁa(ion with the aim to deternmunc if planning o
resources arc done witl duc consideration (o variables examined in this paper.

Physical Infrastructure Development i
Physical infrastructure is a major factor in cducational planning and dcvelopment. To cn 1élncc
cfTective and quality educational development. infrastructuics and classroom construction must be ornc
with the mind to meet population demand, basic frcilitics and conducive cnvironment. Tllc nCCd] 0;
infrastructures or classrooms construction is a dirccl consequence of a growing population of schoo
children enrolment (Adcboycje. 1987). PO p—
A classroom is an important and a complex place in the school. It is a placc of social "“”:‘:'?
where school children live, interact and share together for the purposc ol lcarming, Asicdu (1992)
posited that the development of classroom should aim to meet these social factors. A survey of public
schools in the state showed that there is little or no cfort by all stakcholders to meet the standard f or
classroom development. Therefore the task facing the statc government in crcaling an cnabling
cnvironment for cfficient and cfMective sccondary cducation is cnormous. However, the cfTorts and
contributions of educational agencics, Petrolcum Trust Fund (PTF), and Education Tax Fund (ETF)
have helped to create some positive impact in recent ycars lowards mecting up with the sct standards.

Budgeting: Capital Budget Allocation. ,

Budgcting could also be explained as cyclical decision-making process involving the allocallo.n
of limited financial resources to meet organizational goals and objectives. According to Steiss (1989) it
is the systematic cvaluation of prior commitment and their conscquences in forms of anticipated
achicvements. Budget is classificd under two major featurcs, namely, the statement of rccurrent and
capital expenditures and incomes. The recurrent budget takes care of government finances while capital
budget provided the government capital development proposal. Furthermore. recurrent budget is
referred to as operating recurrent budget or revenue budget if it provides the basis upon which
government may incur obligation and pay for them. such as payment of personal services. increase in
the salarics and fringe benefits of public servants. On the other hand, capital budget is concermed with
crcation of long term assct. for instance, construction of new roads. schools. dams ctc. (Mc Maslcr,
1991).

Government budget deals with allocation of scarce resources among the various agencics in
order to cater for the people. Since these resources are sometimes not sufficient to scrve the needs of the
ncople, there is therefcic, an obvious nced for application of the most tactical paramcter for both
decision-making as well as allocation of resources. It may be nccessary (o mention here that a relatively
new development is the attempt to usc the budgetary process as a tool for achicving the allocation of

national resources, which is cfficient in the economic sense. Government budgcts, invariably affect the
distribution of iicome, that is, the purchasing power of di

Tecn i iy
o t scetions of the populace. (Aiycdun,
From the forcgoing. onc may infer that budget allocation
recurrent and capital allocations. The interest in this paper is on the capital allocation. In order to project
the capital funds required for a new planning periad an asses, ment and estimate of lilc physical Ii:cé of
the schools is necessary. These inviude cvaluation for nccessary repairs, modifications anfi additions {
existing facilitics and equipment in order (o support qualitative changes in cducational policics l(I):lsthg

asscssment of physical needs, planners must sce the possibilit i
5es of 11 needs, y of accommodatis S '
cxisting facilitics by modifying the academic time-schedule, i s S ik I

to cducation has two fcatures:

inds allocated is adequate or not
article sct out to establish whether
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there existed any rcl:uibuwhﬂm bel OSTMED Vol, 6(1), April, 2003. '
cnro . N : S oehween * i : -
m“( :ll‘lkfll ol s(pdcnnls; capital budget ‘|'lhhulu‘llm\mg, pairs ol paramcters: capital budget allocation and
nbers of available classrooms, aad Mlocation and number of schools; capital budget allocation and
s. and number of available classrooms and student enrolment,

Mecthodology

o This study was limite .

reviewing "3“3\'1\1“.1ilcnuulr:“i::i:l.ﬁ;?. public sccondary schools in Oyo State. The rescarch involved
of published data on number lf er (o provide a sound background to the study and also the asscmbly
budgot cxpenditare by te Pl of schools. population of studens. number of classrooms and capilzil
and Ministry of Finance l‘|\(l.|l[.\|\|||g. Rcs&iurch_und Statistics Department, Ministry of Education Ibadan
military government, Tl\‘c dI“TlC(:'l;Ct"‘NC‘ Planning Qyo State. from 1992 — 1999, which was a period of
regression and Non- line . C .ldm%d were Sl!bjCClCd to stalistical analysis bascd on simplc lincar

ncar transformation (Logarithm, Cubic, quadratic) analysis.

Data Analysis, Results and Discussion

from 19 912‘1?3)09(; S\l\\l(::;s ’;};‘S;BC?F of §Chools. available classrooms and students’ cnrolment in Oyo statc
e anci rchubili(; v -.rgn'cs the ﬁgl:ll’CS for budget allocation to cducation capital, classroom
eenti= it Tifoarand non-linl(?n 0 cldss_rooms in the state for the same pcnogl of time. T}lc summary of
*hota o] for amalysis are rCcm“ rcgr\c‘:smn m_ml_\'scs fgr l!\c fivc cxpcriments 1s presenied in Table 3. The

The chart (;n‘ the IR:-;?lig:Lof!imlpl“?‘"ly i l'n !Igllrcs l i " i ( 9t

IO <kt o iy schools .mld capital :1|Io_c:ll|on (o cducation for lhg pcngd 1992-

Y. show nin figl revcaled that capital allocation Lo cducation fluctuatcd over the period with 1998,
having the highest allocation. This probably may have been duc to sudden incrcasc in the total budgct
for_l‘)‘)S. which is about 35% above that of 1997. However, (here was a drop in the allocation for 1999,
which probably could be (raced to shift in capital allocation policy or cmphasis.

The number of schools in the statc maintained a fairly stcady increase over the period with a
sharp incrcasc in 1995. In figurcs 2 and 4, the number of availablc classrooms rosc in 1995 to the
highest and dropped in the succeeding ycars in a fluctuating trend. These werce probably planned to
accommodate the high cnrolment of students in 1994 and 1995, since the pcriods rccorded high
cnrolment figurcs of 325,224 and 315,166 for 1994 and 1995, respectively.

In table 2. it is noticed from the regression analysis carricd out at 95% confidence level, that
therc arc no significant lincar rclationships between capital allocation to cducation and number of
schools. There proved to be weak and positive corrclation between the variables .The R* values for all
regressions fell within 45% and 47% with all probability valucs {Puiue) ranging from {0.06 - 0.07}
greater than the 0.05 level of significancc adopted by the study. }t can be inferred from the positive
lincarity of regression cquation (hat as capital allocation to cducation increascs. the number of schools
incrcasés. Results from the analysis further showed that correlation between (he variables were low with
‘F’ valucs calculated lower than the ‘F’ values tabulated. This means that there was no s_ign.iﬁcant lincag
relationship between the variables studicd. Result _of (hc‘analysxs bqsc on experiment 2 indicates low'R
ranging (rom 0.7% to 4% meaning that a cl\q|1gc in ca'pual allocation w1.ll not p‘ro_ducc a lcorrc.spondmg _
number of available classrooms. The rcgression cquation show_s a negalive hng:anly, which E\:]CIIHS 1!\:11
as capital allocation to cducation incrcases, (he number of avmlablc’ clalssr?g!1\s: ;lc:frlcfl(lscs. ’ f)lr_rcl,alll‘o'ul
between the variablcs wcerc low with ‘F’ valuc culcululc_:d lower than the tabulated. revealing tha
(here is nO significant incar rclationship belween l.l\c vanu_blc tcslc'd. o capital allocation 10

In c_\-pcrimcnls 3, 4 and 5 the following variables werc cxamined. cap d

ducation vCrsus student cnrolment, available classroom vCrsus student cnrolment as well as number
cduca '

schools versus student cnrolment. The trends of the result were not dilTerent froms}‘hc carlicr two
’ H 0, ‘v

1;)”;1;“[5 Result of the analyscs indicated low R? values ranging from 0.90% to 35%. a deduction

[ :

hat the variablc westigated had weak s(atistical relationship. Also probability valucs {Puaiuc} TANBING
that the ¥

i 0.05, level of significance.
- the analyscs, which were greater than the i ! '
from 0'20|m :)10 :13:; %?lttlf::] ‘];?ls‘,:ali ) bulated valucs (sce table 3). This showed
The calculatcd V¢

stic were lower than the ta
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Anui.\'sis of budgets allocation for public sccondary schools in Oyo State(1992-1999) 1diake, J. E.

that there were no statistically significant lincar and non-lincar rclationships between all variableg
investigated.

1sion and Recommendation ,

Condl’l‘his rescarch has shown that allocation of funds to sccondary cducation does not appear to
have been carried out with duc consideration to student cnrollment. number of school and number of
available classrooms in ine state for (he period under revicw. This has probablly rcs"é“'cﬁ to rlhc
inadequacy of building infrastructure prevalent in the state post primary schools. ’ll-lc 5:‘: )l d‘c:‘: olfs
suggests that the variables: number of schools, available classrooms and student enrolment tes c ,s ll?u
be considered when a.ocating funds o public sccondary schools in thc Statc. Th_c average lund
allocation to the cducation scctor in the state is about 6% of the total budget for the period l"l]ldcr Study.
Wwhich is far from (he target of 26% sct by UNESCO, Thercfore, more funds should bc a ocal'cd’ lo
physical infrastructurc in view of the incrcasing cnrolment resulting from the free Educz.luon policy of
the Oyo State Government. The short fall in funding could be solicited l]ll’Ol:lgl:I Educallqn Tax Fund.
which is cndowed with the responsibility to cnhance cducational facilitics and infrastructure
dcvelopment.

Acknowledgment. The author wishes to cxpress his thanks and gratitude to the Ministry of Finance
and Economic Planning Ibadan as well as Ministry of Education Ibadan all of Oyo Staltc for .lhc sppply
of data and Mr. Ganiyu B. Olanrcwaju of the Dept. of Quantity Surveying, Fedcral University of
Technology, Minna for assistance in classification and analysis of data.
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Table 1: Shows Number of Schools, Available Cl

assrooms and St in Se :
Schools in Ovo State Student Enrolment in Secondary
Year Number of Schools Number of Availabie Cee————
00 o Ay gllaﬂzblc Classrooms Student's Enrolment

O ' :
& o R
1995 324 6,774 325.224
1996 325 7,336 315,166
1997 326 o160 300,86
1998 377 3,537 5291’048
1999 127 6,711 299076
Source Planning, Research and Statistics Department, Min; : 805( 283,881
. 1Slry o i .
lry of Educatiop Ibadan Oyo Statc 2003
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Table 2: Showy Budget Allpe

y JOSTMED Vol. 6
don iy Ovo §¢

ale,

(1), April, 2003,

Educy; <ug;
1992 1.106.937.350 k dlion ) .
37,38 ) Capi o
1993 2.004.654.540 1’45(;(;:'”‘00“ 48.8: o ‘;‘w of Classrooms  Rchabilitation of class
1994 2487868160 143000 108,400,000 3,920,000 860,000
1995 2.506.482.000 146'5QE;'77" 78,900,000 11?’88”'0“0 1,200,000
1996 +093.618.100 255 qgs a0 105,670,000 Py £yt el
1997 5066302250 5285000 2000000 6,000,000 3,000,000
1998 7.799.694.068 ?2} 152470 23407700 ) PU00.000 20, 00,00
1999 8.923.846,954 .{“("f;zz"”” 579,497,500 ?:{22“‘0()() 2,260,000
I =22 " 00, : 1= wJ8(),
Source: Ministry of Finance ,JEFTL‘L-“L__‘ZN.Z()()_N.) 10 'HU il 47.000,000
i COnomic |m—_\_ W I.()()l_)__ 57.000,000
ng Ovo State 2003, I
Table 3: Summary of Simpe Regression Anglva
TEXP Variable Type of nalysis Resulty
NO Y analysis Regression RCSUl?‘;f "le;imcm Inference RM
; (1 / . ) T
ST 100 T et %
1.01 CAP 218+138 46.14 599574 0.064 Weak NS
NSCI1.
1.02 Logarith !
L0 Oliiratic 4594 599 509 0065 Weak NS
104 1 Cubic 3??: ggg g ;3 0.063  Weak NS
2.01 Avclass DU Lincar : o 2.4 . 22 0062 Weak NS
CAD ¢ EDUCAP=394 076 599 005 0888 VeryWeak NS
202 l . - 0.028Avclass
j .ogarith
S Qﬁudmlic 0.64 599 004 0850 VeryWecak NS
S 01 Cubic :lsg 29‘) 0.08 0923 Very Weak NS
; . . ' 3. b9 009 0914 VeryWeak NS
101 ENROL  EDU  Lincar DU CAP=T45+ 092 599 o S
: L : : 0.06  0.822 Very Weak NS
CAY _ 0.067Lnrol =
3.02 l.ogzmlh_ 1.55 599 009 0769 Very Weuk NS
3.03 Quaglmlnc 3388 599 128 0355 VeryWeauk NS
304 Cubic MM 599 129 0354 Very Weak NS
401 AVCLASS ENROL Lincar LEnrol=162+0.019 18.18 599  1.33 0292 Very Weank NS
Avclass
4.02 Logarith 16.53 599 118 0318 Very Wenk NS
403 Quadratic 3352 599 126 0360 Very Weuk NS
4.4 Cubic 3265 599 121 0372 VeryWeak NS
501  ENROL  NSCII  Lincar Enrol=107+0.585 406 599 025 0632 VeryWeak NS
l‘ > l ' =
: . NSCl 413 599 026 0629 VeryWeak NS
aritl
§.UZ Loganth 4.06 599 025 0632 VeryWeak NS
?gi gu;glmuc 406 599 025 063 VeryWek NS
. ubic

Source: Author's Analysis of Data 2003.
NSCH: Number of schools; ENROL: Stud

capital allocation .
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Fig. 1: Number of Schools and Capital Allocation to Education (1992-1999)
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Fig. 2: Number of Available Classrooms and Capital Alrlocation to Education (1992-1999)
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Fig. 4: Number of Available Classrooms and Student's Enrolment (1992-1999)
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