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Abstract 

This study examined resource utilization as correlate of students’ academic 
performance in Ohafia education zone of Abia State, Nigeria. There are 52 
Secondary schools in Ohafia education zone out of which 20 were selected 
using proportional stratified random sampling technique representing 39% 
of the population. Three sets of instrument were designed for the study: 
Human Resources utilization Questionnaire (HRUQ), Physical Resources 
Utilization Instrument (PRUI) and Students’ academic performance pro-
forma. The 20 school principals were purposively used as respondents to 
both HRUQ and the student’s academic performance pro-forma. Fifteen 
teachers were randomly selected per school as participants to respond to 
HRUQ making a total of 320 participants. The instruments were validated 
by experts in educational measurement and evaluation. The reliability of the 
instruments was established using test-retest method with 0.87 co-efficient 
which showed a high level of reliability. The findings showed that there was 
no significant relationship between utilization of laboratories and students’ 
academic performance. There was also no significant relationship between 
the utilization of classrooms and students’ academic performance. However, 
there was a tendency towards inverse relationship but the magnitude of the 
co-efficient (-0.17) was not strong enough to establish a relationship. Based 
on the findings, it was recommended that utilization of teachers should go 
along with the provision of quality instructional materials and that training 
and re-retraining of Secondary School teachers should be urgently 
considered as teachers can only teach what they know even when they are 
made to work round the clock. 
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A number of research reports have revealed that a significant relationship existed between 
school environment and students’ attitude to schooling (Adeogun, 2007; Ebenezer 2004; 
Olutola.1981; Fubunmi 1997; Ikoya and Onoyase, 2008).Studies from Abulu and Omovweh (2007), 
Asiyai (2010) and Iheonunekwu (2012) have also shown that the condition of school facilities have a 
strong effect on academic performance of pupils. Chan (1979) found that students who were taught in 
modernized buildings scored consistently higher across a range of standardized tests. Adeboyeje 
(2000) reported that schools with well-coordinated plant planning and maintenance practices recorded 
better students’ performance. Burkett and Bowers (1987) reported that students in newer and adequate 
school facilities outperformed students in older and inadequate school facilities. Conducive school 
physical environment could enhance students’ school attendance, involvement in academic activities 
and academic performance positively. In addition, Adesina (1999) stressed that the quality and 
quantity of educational facilities available within an educational system positively correlates with the 
quality and standard of the educational system. Durosaro (1998), Fadipe (1998) and Maxwell (1999) 
examined school plant planning in relation to administrative effectiveness of secondary schools in 
Oyo state of Nigeria. They found that schools that planned and maintained their facilities had higher 
students’ retention and are more effective than the others.  
 

Many scholars, researchers, administrators and educational planners have confirmed that 
school facilities in Nigerian schools are inadequate and few available ones are being over utilized due 
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to the astronomical increase in school enrolment (Abdullareem,1989; Oni,1995, Durosaro,1998). 
Ikoya and Onoyase (2008) reported that only 26% of secondary schools across the country haveschool 
infrastructures in adequate quality and quantity. Ajayi (1999) reported that most of the Nigerian 
primary schools are dilapidated due to inadequate funding while most tertiary institutions are living in 
their past glories. Such situation hinders effective teaching and learning, making the process rigorous 
and uninteresting to students and teachers. Similarly, Owuamanam (2005) noted that the inadequacy 
of infrastructural facilities and lack of maintenance for available facilities were major problems facing 
the Nigerian educational system. The school facilities are grossly inadequate to match the student’s 
population and the available facilities are poorly maintained. The availability and maintenance of 
school facilities will enhance teaching and learning and improve academic performance of students.  
 

Researchers like Hallak (1990); Wilcockson (1994), Lawal (1996), Ajayi (1999) and Owoeye 
(2000) have long identified the importance of school facilities in teaching and learning while the 
inadequacy, deterioration and lack of maintenance of these facilities will spell doom for the teachers 
and students in the teaching and learning activities. Negligence in the maintenance of school facilities 
has many negative consequences.When school facilities are not well managed and maintained, they 
constitute health hazards to pupils and teachers who use the facilities. For instance Ogonor and Sanni 
(2001) reported the killing of pupils and teachers of a primary school in Nigeria when the school walls 
and roofs collapsed. Even large amount of money invested on school facilities are wasted when 
school buildings and equipment are left to deteriorate without maintenance.  
 
Statement of the Problem 

There have been hues and cries on fallen standards of education especially in secondary 
schools in Nigeria, this has been a source of concern to experts in education. The worries so 
entertained are not out of place because education determines growth, development and nation’s 
position in global ranking. There is no nation that can indulge to perpetually occupy the backseat in a 
knowledge driven society. It is in consideration of this that every stakeholder from both the public and 
the private sectors is on daily basis strategizing tactically to improve the quality of our educational 
system. The determination of world bodies to ensure literacy of citizens all over the globe has also 
served as impetus and a catalyst to efforts made by Nigerians and Nigerian government.Education for 
all by 2015 and other targets of governments have engendered signing off of various projects to make 
sure that the school–age is actually in school. Various advocacies in respect of girl-child education, 
discouragement of minors and school-age from hawking and the recent Almajiris’ education initiative 
are all geared toward ascertaining that the school-age are definitely schooled. Provisions are also 
made in terms of physical resources with the intervention of Education Trust Fund and Millennium 
Development Goal projects, though the required provision is yet to be met. With all these being done 
and others still in the offing, the performances of the students in secondary schools are still nothing to 
write home about. There is always a story of woe every time the West African Examination Council 
releases results. Not too long ago, the Federal Government Secondary Schools’ results all over the 
country createdrumpus and a shake in leadership of the schools because of what was said to be a poor 
and horrendous academic performance of the students. 
 

It is based on those unpalatable stories and records that the utilization of the resources put in 
education is desirable to be questioned alongside the academic performance of the students. The fact 
should not be set aside that if provisions are averagely made in terms of both physical and human 
resources and the performances of students are still dwindling unacceptably, it is then not out of place 
to query the utilization of the resources so provided. Educational facilities are no doubt supposed to 
enhance academic performance in schools. Ogunu (2000) succinctly puts school facilities as material 
resources that facilitate effective teaching and learning in the school. 
 

School facilities serve as a pillar of support for effective teaching and learning in schools and 
the vital role played by school facilities in students’ achievement and teachers’ job performance 
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cannot be overemphasized (Akinsolu, 2006). It is based on this that it is very pertinent that the 
utilization of the facilities in schools be investigated to know the quantum of their relevance to the 
performance of students in academics in secondary schools. 
 
Purpose of the Study 

The general purpose of the study is to investigate the relationship between resource utilization 
and students’ academic performance in Ohafia education zone of Abia State. 
Specifically, the purpose of the study includes: 
1. Examining the relationship between utilization of laboratories and students’ academic performance. 
2. Determining the correlation between utilization of classrooms and students’ academic performance. 
3. Investigating the relationship between the rate of teacher utilization of teachers and students’ 
academic performance. 
 
Hypotheses 
The following hypotheses were formulated and tested to guide this study: 
 
Ho1 - There is no significant relationship between the utilization of laboratories and students’ 
academic performance 
 
Ho2 - There is no significant relationship between utilization of classrooms and students’ academic 
performance. 
 
Ho3 - There is no significant relationship between the rate of teacher utilization and students’ 
academic performance. 
 
Method 
Research Design 

The research design adopted in this study was a correlation designwhich was conducted ex-
post facto. The reason for adopting the ex-post-facto design is because the events have already taken 
place and the researchers are not in a position to manipulate any of the variables. Thestudy 
investigated the extent of correlation between resources utilization (laboratories, classrooms and 
teachers) and students’ academic performance in West African Examination Council Senior 
Secondary School Certificate Examination in Ohafia Education Zone of Abia State. There are 52 
secondary schools in Ohafiaeducation zone of Abia, State. 
 
Population 

The population for this study is made up of fifty-two 52 secondary schools in Ohafia 
education zone of Abia State.  
 
Sample and Sampling Technique 

Stratified random sampling technique was used to sample out 20 secondary schools out of the 
52 secondary schools in the zone representing 39% of the population.  
 
Instruments 

Three instruments were designed and used for the study: Human Resources Utilization 
Questionnaire (HRUQ) which wasadministered on the principals, Vice Principals, Heads of 
Departments and the classroom teachers; Physical Resource Utilization Instrument (PRUI) was 
personally filled by the researchers to elicit information in respect of number of classrooms and 
Laboratories, dimension of the facilities, hours put to use per week and student population per class. 
The third instrument was the student performance pro-forma used to gather information in respect of 
the performance of students in WAEC SSCE for three years (2009, 2010 and 2011). 
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Administration of the Instruments 
All the 20 school principals were purposively used as respondents to both the HRUQ and the 

Students’ Academic Performance Pro-forma. Fifteen teachers were randomly selected per school as 
respondents to HRUQ making a total of 320 participants. However, out of the 320 copies of 
questionnaire administered, twelve were not returned and three were wrongly filled. At the end, 305 
copies were used for the study making approximately 95% rate of return. 
 
Validity of Instrument 

The face and content validity of the instrument were obtained by giving it to experts in 
measurement and evaluation, to check whether the instrument measured what it was intended to 
measure, in terms of its content and construction of the questionnaire. Their corrections and 
modifications were used to improve the content and construction of the questionnaire items by 
modifying and revising some as well as eliminating the ambiguous and irrelevant ones.  
 
Reliability of the Instrument 

The reliability of the instrument was carried out through test-retest method, using respondents 
from schools that were not part of the sample for the study. The same questionnaire was administered 
on them after two weeks intervals. The aim was to determine the consistency and stability of the test 
items. The responses of the respondents were correlated using Pearson-Product-Moment Correlation 
statistic. A reliability coefficient of 0.87 was established and considered adequate for this study. 
The data were analyzed using Spearman rank-order correlation co-efficient statistics method: 
r = 1 – _6ΣD2 
n(n2-1) 
 
Where D = derivation 
n = number of observation 
Meanwhile, the rate of utilization of both the laboratories and classrooms were done using 
Global utilization rate (Oni, 1995). The rate of teacher utilization was arrived at using Teacher- 
Students ratio in the schools sampled. 
 
Results 
Ho1 - There is no significant relationship between utilization of science laboratories and students’ 
academic performance in Ohafia education zone. 
 
Table I: Spearman Rank-order Correlation Analysis of Relationship between the Utilization of 
Laboratories (LUR) and Students’ Academic Performance 
 

Schools    LUR (X)      SAP (Y)   rX      rY         D         D2 
 

1                                                  165   2.5 1  7  -6  36 
2.                                                 163   1.8 2  18  -16  256 
3.     150   1.9  3  15  -12  144 
4.                                                 143   2.8 4  4    0  0 
5.                                                 132   1.9  5  15  -10  100 
6.                                                 128   2.3  6  10  -4  16 
7.                                                 123   1.7  7  20  -13  169 
8.                                                 105   1.9  8  15  -7  49 
9.                                                  104   3.0  9  2   7  49 
10.                                                98   1.8  10  18  -8  64 
11.                                               95   2.0  11  12  -1  1 
12.                                                93   2.5  12 7   5  25 
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13.                                               83   2.6  13  5    8  64 
14.                                               70   2.9  14  3  11    121 
15.                                               68   2.0  15  12  3  9 
16.                                               63   2.0  16.5  12  4.5  20.25 
17.                                               63   2.4  16.5  9  7.5  56.25 
18.                                              45   1.8  18.5  18  0.5  0.25 
19.                                               45   3.1  18.5  1  17.5  306.25 
20.                                               43   2.5  20 17  3  9 

ΣD2=1495 
 
Not significant at r = -0.12 (calculated r – value),0.38 (critical r – value) for 19 df at .05 level of 
significance. 
r=1-6ΣD2r = 1 – 6(1495) r= 1 – 8970 
n(n2-1)20(202-1)7980 
 
r=1-1.12 r= -0.12. 
 
LUR: Laboratory Utilization Rate 
SAP: Students’ Academic Performance 
rX : ranking of LUR 
rY : ranking of SAP 
 

Table 1 shows that the calculated r – value (-0.12) is less than the critical r –value (0.38) for 
19 degrees of freedom at .05 level of significance, thus the null hypothesis which states that there is 
no significant relationship between the utilization of science laboratories and students’ academic 
performance is not rejected. However, the result points at an inverse relationship between utilization 
of laboratories and students’ academic performance, though, not significant to establish a relationship 
between the two variables. 
 
Ho2: There is no significant relationship between the utilization of classrooms and students’academic 
performance in Ohafia Local Government Area. 
 
Table II: Spearman Rank – order Correlation Analysis of Relationship between the Utilization 
of Classrooms and Students’ Academic Performance 
 
Schools  CUR(X)  SAP (Y)  rX  rY  D D1.          

1.                                    180   2.0  1 14.5 - 13.5  182.25 
2.                165   2.6   2  6. 5 -4.5  20.25 
3.                                    160  2.1   3.5  12  -8.5  72.25 
4.                                    160   1.8   3.5  18  -14.5  210.25 
5.                                    150   2.4   5.5  8.5 - 3  9 
6.                                    150   1.8   5.5  18 - 12.5  156.25 
7.                                    145   2.9   7  4  3  9 
8.                                    142   3.4   8  2  6  36 
9.                                    140   2.6   10  6.5  3.5  12.25 
10.                                    40   3.3   10  3  7  49 
11.                                  140   1.8   10  18  -8  64 
12.                                  135   2.1   12.5  12  0.5  0.25 
13.                                  135   2.0   12.5  14.5  -2  4 
14.                                  123   1.7   14  20  -6  36 
15.                                  120   2.1  15  12  3  9 
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16.                                  115   1.9   16  16  0  0 
17.                                  110   2.3   17  10  7  49 
18.                                  102   2.4   18  8.5  9.5  90.25 
19.                                    95   3.5   19  1  18  324 
20.                                    90   2.7   20  5  15  225 

        ΣD2=1642 
 
Not significant at r = -0.17 (calculated r- value, .38 (critical r-value) for 19 df at .05 level of 
significance. 
r=1- 6ΣD2r=1-6(1558) r=1 9348 r=1-1.17 
n(n2-1) 20(202-1) 7980 
 
r= - 0.17 
 
CUR: Classroom Utilization Rate 
SAP: Students’ Academic Performance 
rX: ranking of CUR 
yX: ranking of SAP 
 

Table II indicates that the calculated r – value (-0.17) is less than the critical r – value (0.38) 
for 19 degrees of freedom at .05 level of significance, thus the null hypothesis which states that there 
is no significant relationship between the utilization of classrooms and students’ academic 
performance is not rejected. On the other hand, the result shows a possible indication of inverse 
relationship; however, the magnitude of the coefficient is not strong enough to bring about a  
relationship. 
 

Ho3: There is no significant relationship between the teacher utilization and students’ academic 
performance. 
 

Table III: Spearman rank – order Correlation Analysis of Relationship between the Utilization 
of Teachers and Students’ Academic Performance 
 

Schools  TUR (X)  SAP (Y)  rX  rY  D  D2 
 

1.                         150   2.3   1  10  -9  81 
2.                         124   1.9   2  16  -14  196 
3.                          118   2.6   3  6.5  -3.5  12.25 
4.                          114   2.0   4  14.5  -10.5  110.25 
5.                          112   2.6   6  6.5  -0.5  0.25 
6.                           112   2.0   6  14.5  -85  72.25 
7.                           112   1.8   6  18  -12  144 
8.                           110   3.3   8.5  3  5.5  30.25 
9.                           110   2.1   8.5  12  -3.5  12.25 
10.                         108   2.1   10  12  -2  4 
11.                         106   2.4   11  8.5  2.5  6.25 
12.                         100   1.8   12  18  -6  36 
13.                          98   1.7   13  20  -7  49 
14.                          90  2.9   14  4  10  100 
15.                          86   2.1   15  12  3  9 
16.                          84   2.4   17  8.5  8.5  72.25 
17.                           84   3.4   17 2 15 225 
18.                           84   3.5   17 1 16 256 
19.                           80   18   19  18  1 1 
20.                           70   2.7   20 5  15 225 

     ΣD2=1642 
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Not significant at r = -0.23 (calculated r- value, .38 (critical r-value) for 19 df at .05 level of 
significance. 
 
r=1-6ΣD2r=1-6[(1642) r =1-9852, r =1-1.23 
n(n2-1) 20(202-1) 7980 
r= -0.23 
 
TUR: Teacher Utilization Rate 
SAP : Students’ Academic Performance 
rX : ranking of TUR 
rY : ranking of SAP 
 

Table III shows that the calculated r – value (-0.23) is less than the critical r – value (0.38) for 
19 degrees of freedom at 0.05 level of significance. This indicates that there is no significant 
relationship between the utilization of teachers and students’ academic performance; thus the null 
hypothesis is not rejected. However, the negative correlation co-efficient indicates an inverse 
relationship between the utilization of teachers and students’ academic performance in the schools but 
not high to bring about a relationship between the variables. 
 
Discussion of Findings 

The findings of the research indicate that there is no significant relationship between 
utilization of laboratory and students’ academic performance. This goes in consonance with 
Adeboyeje(2000) that there is no significant difference indicated between students’ science 
achievement, availability and utilization of laboratory resources and classes. This shows that apart 
from utilization of laboratories, there are other factors responsible to the prediction of students’ 
academic performance in schools. This, among others, could include provision of relevant books and 
other learning materials in the school. The research also confirmed Olutola (1981) who found that 
physical resource utilization was not responsible for the decline or improvedperformance of schools in 
WASC. 
 

The findings of the research also indicate that there is no significant relationship between the 
utilization of classrooms and students’ academic performance. In other words, this shows that the 
utilization of classrooms is not a good predictor of an increased or decreased students’ academic 
performance in academics. According to the finding, there may be some other factors responsible for 
students’ academic performance apart from the utilization of classrooms. This collaborates with 
Abdulkareem (1989) that physical resource management was a poor predictor of students’ academic 
performance in WASC Examination. However, the negative coefficient of the result is an indication 
that there may be over-utilization of the classroom which may result in poor performance of the 
students in academics. The tendency for an inverse relationship between utilization of classrooms and 
students’ academic performance supports the findings of Burkett and Bowers (1987) that space-wise 
over utilization of facilities creates unpleasant and stressful learning environment. The research also 
shows that there is no significant relationship between teachers’ utilization and students’ academic 
performance in the secondary schools. This indicates that the utilization of teachers does not predict 
good or poor students’ performance in academics. It shows that there are other factors which could 
determine students’ performance in academics apart from teacher utilization. 
 

However, the negative co-efficient (-0.23) which is not significant to establish a relationship 
shows a tendency, at least, toward an inverse relationship. Meaning that, any further over utilization 
of teachers would bring about poorer students’ academic performance. It indicates that as the rate of 
teacher utilization goes higher, the tendency that students’ academic performance would go down is 
very possible. It is very important to state, however, that the result shows that there is no significant 
relationship established between teachers’ utilization and students’ academic performance in the 
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schools. Other factors such as quality of teachers, socioeconomic background of students, 
administrative style and the overall tone of the school may be possible predictors of students’ 
academic performance in academics apart from the utilization of teachers. 
 
Conclusion 

The provision of both human and physical resources is very important to the attainment of 
educational goals and objectives. The utilization of the resources so provided is also strategic to 
meeting educational targets. However, as resources are provided and adequately utilized, efforts 
should be made to consider other educational factors such as the quality of the resources, funding and 
creation of conducive environment which can engender quality teaching and learning in the schools. 
The utilization of resources singly is not enough to ensure expected school performance. Therefore, a 
holistic approach to educational matters is expected so as to bring about a robust achievement of 
educational goals and objectives. 
 
Recommendations 
Based on the findings of this study, the following recommendations are made: 
i.  Utilization of teachers should go along with the provision of quality instructional materials. 
ii.  Training and re-training of secondary school teachers should be urgently considered as teacher 

can only teach what they know even when they are made to work round the clock. 
iii.  Space-wise utilization of classrooms should be moderate so as not to be counterproductive.An 

overcrowded classroom would bring about negative school conduct which would not add any 
value to the school. 

 
 

References 
Abulu, K. & Omovweh, N.O. (2007). The Effect of Downstream pollution on the Niger-Delta . 

Journal of social science. 7 (2) 11-12.  
 
Abdulkareem, A.Y. (1989). Impact of school Resource Management on school effectiveness in 

selected secondary schools in Kwara State. Unpublished Ph. D. Thesis, Department 
 ofEducational Management, University of Ilorin. 

 
Adeogun, A.O. (2008). An Investigation into the Maintenance of School Facilities in Ekiti State, 

Nigeria. Nigerian Journal of Educational Administration and Planning 8(1) 11-20.  
 
Adesina, A. E (1999). Some Aspects of School Management. Ibadan: Educational  Industry Ltd 
 
Ajayi,A.O. (1999). Resources utilization: The Mandate of Education Managers. Faculty  lecture 

 series, Faculty of Education University of Ibadan, Ibadan.  
 
Akinsolu, A. O. (2006). School facility depreciation and types of maintenance regime by  school   

administrators in Nigeria: Planners view. International Journal of educational management 
(IJEM)4 (1)  19-27 University of Ilorin, Nigeria.. 

 
Asiyai,A.A. (2010). Effect of Oil Pollution on Educational activities in Delta South Senatorial District 

of Delta State. M.Sc (Ed) Dissertation Delta State University, Abraka.  
 
Burkett, S.W. & Bowers, J.K. (1987) Relationship of Students Achievement and  Characteristics in 

two selected School Facility Environment Settings. Paper  presented at the 64th annual 
International conference of the Council of  Educational Facility Planners. Edmonton, Alberta, 
Canada.October 3-7 ED286278.  

 

Solomon Iheonunekwu, Ph.D and Anyatonwu Ndidi 



9 
 

Chan, T. (1979). The Impacts of School Building Age on Pupils Achievement. Greenville School 
districts (Ed1912138).  

 
Durosaro, D.O. (1998).School Plant Management practice in Nigeria: Trends Issues and Problems. In 

A.A. Olagboye, J.O. Fadipe (Eds). Management of Nigerian Education:  Project Monitoring 
and School Plant Maintenance, Ondo: NEPA  

 
Ebenezer, B.T. (2004). A Stitch in Time Saves Nine: Cultivating a Maintenance Culture in 

 Ghana. www.ghanaweb.com Ghana home page/News Archive  Retrieved August 2nd, 2009. 
 
Fabunmi, M. (1997). Differential Allocation of Educational Resources and Secondary School 

 Academic Performance Edo State (1989-1994).Unpublished Doctoral ThesisAssessing School 
Facilities in Public Secondary Schools in Delta State.University of Ibadan. 

 
Fadipe, J.O. (1998). Modern Strategies of School Plant Maintenance. In A.A. Olagbeye & J.O. Fadipe 

(eds). Management of Nigeria Education: Project  Monitoring and School Plant Maintenance 
Ondo: NAEAP.  

 
Hallak,J.(1990). Investing of Future:Setting Education Priority in Development 

 World.Paris:UNESCO.ILEP.  
 
Iheonunekwu, S. N.(2012).Availability and Management of Learning Facilities and Students’ 

Academic Performance in Senior Secondary Schools in Abia and Imo  States. An 
unpublished Ph.D thesis presented to Department of Educational  Administration and 
Planning, Faculty of Education. Abia State University, Uturu.    

 
Ikoya, P.O. & Onoyase, D. (2008). Universal Basic Education In Nigeria: Availability of 

 Infrastructures for Effective Programme Implementation. Educational Studies.  
 
Lawal,A.O. (1996).The Role of Supervisors and Inspectors in improving Educational  Students 

Language arts, Journal of Studies in Education, Ilorin 1 (3) 14-16.  
 
Maxwell,I.E.(199).School Building Renovation and Student’s Performance: One  District  Experience. 

Scoffsdale, Ariz: Council of Educational Faculties  Planners,Internatioinal.(ED443272).  
 
Ogonor, B.O.  & Sanni, G.A.(2001). Maintenance of Secondary Facilities in MidWestern  Nigeria. In 

N. A. Nwagwu, E. T. Ehiametalor, M.A. Ogunu and Mon. Nwadiani (eds). Current Issues on 
Educational Management in Nigeria. Benin: NAEAP Publication 

 
Owoeye,J.S. (200). The Effect of Interaction of location, Facilities and Class size on Academic 

Achievement of Secondary School Students in Ekiti State, Nigeria. Unpublished Doctoral 
Thesis, University of Ibadan, Ibadan.  

 
Owuamanam, D. O. (2005).Threats to Academic Integrity in Nigerian Universities.Leadpaper 

presented at the conference of the National Association of Educational Researcherand 
Evaluators, University of Ado-Ekiti, June 13-17.  

 
Ogunu, M. (2000). Introduction to educational Management. Benin City: Mabogun Publishers. 
 
Olutola, A. D. (1981). Educational facilities and students’ performance in WASC Examination. 
 Alvan Ikoku College of Education Journal1(1). 
 

Resource Utilization as Correlate of Students’ Academic Performance in Ohafia Education Zone of Abia 
State, Nigeria 
 



10 
 

Oni, J.O. (1995). Educational resources – An introduction. Abeokuta: Gbemi sodipo Press
 Limited. 

 
Sonam, W (1994). The relationship between Bhutanese students’ achievement in science,school 

resources, teacher qualifications and performance in English. UMB/Btutanproject.Retrieved 
from: www.unbf.cal education/Bhutan project/sonam.htm.on 15th  December 2009 

 
Wilcokson,D. (1994).Teachers Perspective on Underachievement. In Education Today,  Journal of 

the College of Perceptions, 44(4), United Kingdom, Longman Publishers.  
 
 

Solomon Iheonunekwu, Ph.D and Anyatonwu Ndidi 


