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Society maintains order in order to 
carry out or perform its until roles 
unhindered.  Consequently, societal 
members and institutions are expected to 
conduct their affairs in such orderly 
manner in order not to breach the relevant  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

laws of the society to avoid any sort of 
punishment. These regulatory provisions 
are considered necessary to foster the full 
realization of societal goals. 

But, as society grew more 
complex, a mere wish of compliance to 
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Abstract  
The study examined the classroom practitioners’ (teachers) level of perception of the legal 
implications of “students’ records keeping; school rules and regulations and the doctrine 
of inloco-parentis as they relate to students’ disciplinary management in secondary 
schools in Rivers State – Nigeria. Three research questions and three hypotheses 
addressed the objectives and problem of the study.   The instrument used for the collection 
of data was the “Students’ Disciplinary Management Questionnaire (CPaSDiMQ), 
structured on the 4-point Likert scale measurement. A sample size of 789 public secondary 
schools teachers, representing 15 percent of the targeted population of 3,259 secondary 
teachers in 4 out of the 23 Local Government Areas of Rivers State were simple randomly 
selected.  The responses gathered from the “CPaSDiMQ” were collated, hand scored and 
entered on a raw data sheet for the purposes of simple descriptive analyses, using the 
frequency counts, percentage and means to give answers to the research questions. The 
chi-square (x2) was used to test the hypotheses at .05 level of significance.  The results of 
the study revealed that the classroom practitioners have low level perception of the legal 
implications of schools rules and regulations, inloco-parentis doctrine bordering on 
students’ disciplinary management.  And the three hypotheses of no significant 
relationship were accepted.  The study therefore concluded that the implications of the 
relevant education/school laws on student’s discipline should necessitate teachers’ high 
degree of perception if they are to be called experts in students’ management issues and 
classroom practitioners.  Consequently, the study among others, advocated some legal 
processes to enable teachers adopt preventive management strategies on students’ 
disciplinary management in secondary schools in Rivers State. 
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societal values and norms without some 
sort of formal guide for ordering 
behaviours and activities of members was 
adjudged inadequate.  The need to regulate 
the behaviours and activities of men and 
women became apparent and inevitable. 
This is why the Constitution, Edicts, 
Ordinances and Policies which derived 
from the fundamental core values of the 
society provide legal framework upon 
which individuals, corporate and 
institutional activities and conducts are 
monitored, evaluated, regulated and 
guided. 

The school, which represents the 
society’s system for the transmission of 
formal education, is by no means an 
exception to the regulatory provisions of 
the society in the fulfilment of its goals, 
(Eferakaya, 1988).  The school with its 
members – principals, teachers, students 
and activities are thus regulated by 
constitutional principles and provisions for 
its effective organization, administration 
and performance of its complex and 
essential functions.  This regulatory 
function constitutes the fundamental basis 
of laws that border on school 
administration, and implies that schools, as 
institutions can be expected to be arena for 
litigation (Daily, 2001).  Therefore, the 
best way to prepare for success in such a 
setting is to have a better knowledge of the 
laws within which the institution operates, 
especially on the legal aspects of education 
bordering on students’ disciplinary 
management.  

School laws which relate to 
students’ disciplinary management in 
secondary schools, find their sources from 

the Constitutions, Edicts, Legislation, 
Court decision and 
administrative/executive directives 
(memos, circular letters and guidelines).  
These sources posit that the school as 
social institution have always been subject 
to the law.  Explicitly, students’ 
disciplinary management have its legal 
implications derived from the school rules 
and regulations, students’ record keeping 
and the principle inloco-parentis. 
In line with the postulations of Stewart and 
Mccann (1999), classroom practitioners 
(teachers) need to be conversant that a 
student injured during administration of 
punishment may choose to seek damages 
in a court of law through his 
parent/guardian.  This contention is an 
important area where the specialist 
experience of the school classroom 
practitioners will be called to bear in 
students’ disciplinary management, in 
order not to be liable for negligence.  

Nevertheless, with the increase 
awareness of the citizenry on legal matters, 
people have taken steps to assert students’ 
disciplinary management in legal terms.  It 
is this awareness that now make the 
classroom practitioners (teachers) to face 
extreme challenging, conflicting, difficult 
and problematic situations in students’ 
disciplinary management, which 
occasionally lead to court cases, as 
differently noted by Stewart and McCann 
(1999) and Ozurumba (1997 respectively. 

However, Milson (2002) had 
posited that school communities expect 
teachers (as classroom practitioners) from 
the moment of their appointments to be 
experts on matters that are brought to bear 

An Examination of Classroom Practitioners’ Perception of the Legal Implications of 
Secondary Students’ Disciplinary Management in Rivers State. - Dr. Levi Doe Kalagbor 

 



 

 

266 

 

 
Journal of Teacher Perspective, Volume 11 No. 1, December, 2016, ISSN: 2006 - 0173 

in their schools.  But in Nigeria, Nwagwu 
(1984) had earlier noted that many 
teachers do not understand their 
obligations, responsibilities under the law 
and the probable consequences of 
implications of their day-to-day activities 
in the school system.  Peretomode (1992) 
had also noted specifically that principals 
and teachers are not aware of the legal 
implications of their actions or inactions, 
even as it concerns students’ discipline. 

The above legal specifics, 
therefore indicates the fact  that there has 
been considerable and growing impact of 
the law on students” records keeping, 
principle of inloco-parentis and school 
rules, policies and practices bordering on 
students’ disciplinary management.  
Hence, it can be argued that the legal 
complexity of the society necessitate the 
urgent need for classroom practitioners to 
conduct students’ disciplinary issues in 
line with reasonable laid down disciplinary 
procedures for effective student 
management in public secondary schools 
in Rivers State. 
 
Statement of Problem   

Positive perceptions of relevant 
legal aspects that border on students’ 
disciplinary management in school is an 
important and indispensable tool for the 
on-the-job survival of school officials – 
principals and the teachers today.  
Unfortunately, experience of the 
researcher shows that school officials by 
their conducts, have little or no knowledge 
of the legal aspects of school 
administration that concern students’ 
discipline.  Hence, they most often make 

wrong decisions on students’ disciplinary 
matters.  

Researchers had noted that there 
have been cases of litigations against 
classroom practitioners on their actions or 
inactions in relation to their statutory role 
performance in the school system. La 
Morte (1990), Ozurumba (1997), Koko 
(2003) and Daminabo (2005).  However, 
the unhealthy and costly effect of these 
litigations may be as a result of the 
teachers’ negative perceptions of the 
emerging areas in students’ disciplinary 
administration.  This situation creates a 
vacuum, which the present study intends to 
fill. 

The study therefore, examined the 
classroom practitioners’ perception of the 
legal implications that relate to students’ 
management.  To further delineate the 
study, the researcher examined classroom 
practitioners’ level of perception of the 
legal implications that border on students’ 
disciplinary management in public 
secondary schools in Rivers State – 
Nigeria.  
 
Purpose of study  

The study is primarily aimed at 
finding out the classroom practitioners’ 
level of perception of the legal 
implications of students’ record keeping; 
principle of inloco-parentis and school 
rules and regulations that relate to 
students’ disciplinary management in 
Rivers State. 
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Research Questions  
The following research questions 

addressed the problem and objectives of 
this study: 
1. What is the level of the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of legal 
implications of secondary students’ 
records keeping in students’ disciplinary 
management in Rivers State? 
2. What is the level of the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of legal 
implications of school rules and 
regulations in secondary students’ 
disciplinary management in Rivers State?  
3. What is the level of the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of legal 
implications of inloco-parentis doctrine in 
students’ disciplinary management in 
Rivers State? 
 
Hypotheses  
The following null hypotheses guided this 
study. 
Ho1: There is no significant relationship 
between the level of classroom 
practitioners’ perception of legal 
implications of students’ records keeping 
and secondary students’ disciplinary 
management. 
Ho2: There is no significant relationship 
between the level of classroom 
practitioners’ perception of the legal 
implications of school rules and 
regulations and secondary students’ 
disciplinary management. 
Ho3: There is no significant relationship 
between the level of classroom 
practitioners’ perception of legal 
implications of inloco-parentis doctrine 

and secondary students’ disciplinary 
management. 
 
Methodology 

The study was basically a 
descriptive survey design.  The population 
of study comprised of five thousand, two 
hundred and fifty-nine (5,259) classroom 
practitioners in the two hundred and forty-
five (245) public secondary schools in the 
23 Local Government Areas of Rivers 
State.  The sample size of the study 
consisted of 789 teachers representing 
15percent of the population in 67 
secondary schools in 4 Local Government 
Area of Rivers State.   The selection of the 
sample size was through the simple 
random sampling technique, with elements 
of stratification. 

The instrument for data collection 
was “Classroom Practitioners’ and 
Students’ Disciplinary Management 
Questionnaire” (CPaSDiMQ), structured 
on 4-point Likert Measurement scale of 
Strongly Agree (SA)  (4 points); Agree (A) 
= 3 points; Disagree  (D) = 2 points, 
Strongly Disagree (SD) = 1 point.  The 
“CPaSDiMQ” designed by the researcher 
was validated by the judgement of some 
lecturers in the Department of Educational 
Foundations/Management, Ignatius Ajuru 
University of Education - Rivers State.  
The instrument was subjected to reliability 
test with the use of Pearson-Product 
Moment Correlation Coefficient, which 
yielded r-coefficient value of 0.83. 
Out of the 789 copies of questionnaires 
administered to the classroom 
practitioners, 580 representing 74 percent 
of the total sample size were returned and 
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considered adequate for the study.   
However, the responses gathered from the 
“CPaSDiMQ” were collated, hand scored 
and entered into on a raw data sheet for the 
purposes of simple descriptive analyses 
using, the frequency counts, percentage 
and the means to give answers to the 
research questions.  The chi-square (x2) 
was used to test the hypotheses and the 
results were interpreted and displayed in a 
table, at .05 level of significance, which 
was the basis of the acceptance or rejection 
of the null hypotheses of the study. 
 
Results  
Research Question One  
What is the level of the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of  the legal 
implications of secondary students’ record 
keeping in students’ disciplinary 
management in Rivers State? 
 
Table 1  
Frequency, Percentage and Mean on the 
classroom practitioners’ level of 
perception of the legal implications of 
students’ records keeping in secondary 
students’ disciplinary management. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
S/N
O 

ITEMS N A % D % 

1 I 
understand 
that every 
students’ 
records 
has legal 
underpinni
ngs that 
affect 
students’ 
discipline  

580 20
5 

35 375 65 

2 In the 
discipline 
of a 
student, 
student 
records 
can be 
used in 
evidence 
in the 
court of 
law. 

580 18
6 

32 394 68 

3 Relevant 
school 
laws holds 
that 
students’ 
records 
should be 
well kept 
for 
students’ 
discipline. 

580 20
0 

34 380 66 

4 No teacher 
has been 
interdicted 
in court for 
his/her 
failure to 
effectively 
keep 
students’ 
records 
that relate 
to 
students’ 
discipline.  

580 22
0 

38 360 62 

 Total  232
0 

81
1 

13
9 

150
9 

26
1 

 Percentage 
mean 

580 20
3 

35 377 65 
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Table 1, items 1-4 above shows that the 
classroom practitioners in secondary 
schools in Rivers State with percentage 
mean of 35 agreement, are not aware of 
the legal implications of students’ records 
keeping that relates to students’ 
disciplinary management.  In other words, 
the classroom practitioners have low level 
perceptions of the legal implications of 
students’ records keeping in secondary 
students’ discipline. 
 
Researcher Question Two  
What is the level of the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of legal 
implications of school rules/ regulations 
that relates to secondary students’ 
disciplinary management in Rivers State? 
 
Table 2 
Frequency, Percentage and Mean on the 
level of classroom practitioners’ 
perception of legal implications of school 
rules/regulations that relates to secondary 
students’ disciplinary management in 
Rivers State. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

S/N
O 

ITEMS N A % D % 

5 My school 
has a 
document 
on rules 
and 
regulations 
that relates 
to students’ 
disciplinar
y 
manageme
nt. 

580 17
0 

29 410 71 

6 School 
rules and 
regulations 
that relates 
to students’ 
discipline 
must be 
backed by 
relevant 
constitutio
nal 
provisions 
and 
societal 
norms. 

580 18
8 

32 392 68 

7 Handbook 
on school 
rules and 
regulations 
are 
distributed 
to the 
teachers 
and 
students. 

580 19
3 

33 387 67 

8 School 
rules and 
regulations 
on 
students’ 
discipline 
should 
contain 
elements of 
due 
process. 

580 20
0 

34 380 66 

   Total 232
0 

75
1 

12
8 

156
9 

27
2 

 Percentage 
mean 

580 18
7 

32 392 68 
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Table 2, items 5 – 8 above shows that the 
classroom practitioners in secondary 
schools in Rivers State with percentage 
mean of 32 agreement are not absolutely 
aware of the legal implications of school 
rules/regulations that relates to students’ 
disciplinary management. This indicate 
that, the classroom practitioners have 
relatively low level perception of the legal 
implications of school rules/regulations 
that border on students’ disciplinary 
management. 
Research Question Three  
What is the level of the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of the legal 
implications of ‘inloco-parentis’ doctrine 
in secondary students’ disciplinary 
management in Rivers State? 
 
Table 3 
Frequency, Percentage and Mean on the 
level of classroom practitioners’ 
perception of the legal implications of 
‘inloco-parentis’ doctrine in secondary 
students’ disciplinary management. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
S/N
O 

ITEMS N A % D % 

9 The doctrine 
of inloco-
parentis, 
which means 
“in place of 
a parent” has 
some 
limitations 
in students’ 
discipline  

580 172 30 480 70 

10 The doctrine 
of inloco-
parentis is a 
legal term 
that border 
on students’ 
disciplinary 
management
. 

580 180 31 400 69 

11 Some 
classroom 
practitioners 
had been 
questioned 
for violating 
the principle 
of inloco-
parentis in 
cause of 
carrying out 
disciplinary 
measures on 
students. 

580 200 34 380 66 

   Total 1740 552 95 1,18
8 

20
5 

 Percentage 
mean 

580 184 32 396 68 

 
Table 3, items 9 – 11 shows a low level 
perception of the classroom practitioners 
on the legal implications of the principles 
of inloco-parentis in students’ disciplinary 
management.  This is because the 
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classroom practitioners had a low mean 
agreement of 32 percent. 
 
 
Hypotheses 
Ho1:  There is no significant relationship 
between the level of classroom 
practitioners’ perception of the legal 
implications of students’ records keeping 
and students’ disciplinary management.  
 
Table 4 
Analysis of relationship between the level 
of classroom practitioners’ perception of 
the legal implications of students’ records 
keeping and secondary students’ 
disciplinary management. 
Group  of 
Items 

Classroom 
Agree 

Practitione
rs 
Disagree 

Tot
al 

1.  fo 
     fe 
     x2 

205 
203 
0.0 

375 
377 
0.0 

580 

2.  fo 
     fe 
     x2 

186 
203 
1.4 

394 
377 
0.7 

580 

3.  fo 
     fe 
     x2 

200 
203 
0.0 

380 
377 
0.0 

580 

4.  fo 
     fe 
     x2 

220 
203 
1.4 

360 
377 
0.7 

580 

Grand total 811 1509 232
0 
��

�

=   4.2

            �	
� =  7.8  >  . 05 > ��

�   =

4.2, �� = 3                           
Table 4 above indicates that the critical 
‘��’ value of 7.8 is higher than the 
calculated ‘��’ value of 4.2 at df:3 and .05 

level of significance.  The null hypothesis 
of no significant relationship between the 
classroom practitioners’ perception of the 
legal implications of students’ record 
keeping and secondary students’ 
disciplinary management is therefore 
accepted. 
 
Ho2: 

There is no significant relationship 
between the level of classroom 
practitioners’ perception of the legal 
implications of school rules/regulations 
and secondary students’ disciplinary 
management. 
Table 5 
Analysis of relationship between the level 
of classroom practitioners’ perception of 
the legal implications of school 
rules/regulations and secondary students’ 
disciplinary management. 
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Gro
up  
of 
item

Classr
oom 
Agree 

Practitio
ners 
Disagree 

Tota
l 

5.  
fo 
     
fe 
     
x2 

170 
187 
1.5 

410 
392 
1.0 

580 

6.  
fo 
     
fe 
     
x2 

188 
187 
0.0 

392 
392 
0.0 

580 

7.  
fo 
     
fe 
     
x2 

193 
187 
0.0 

387 
392 
0.0 

580 

8.  
fo 
     
fe 
     
x2 

200 
187 
1.0 

380 
392 
0.4 

580 

Gra
nd 
tota
l 

751 1369 2320 
��

�

=   4.2

                �	
� =  7.8  >  . 05 > ��

�   =

4. , �� = 3                          
   
Table 5 above indicates that the critical 
‘��’ value of 7.8 is higher than the 
calculated ‘��’ value of 4 at df:3 and .05 
level of significance.  We therefore accept 
null hypothesis of no significant 

relationship between the classroom 
practitioners’ perception of the legal 
implications of school rules/regulations 
and secondary students’ disciplinary 
management in secondary schools in 
Rivers State. 
Ho3:  There is no significant relationship 
between the level of classroom 
practitioners’ perception of the legal 
implications of inloco-parentis doctrine in 
secondary students’ disciplinary 
management. 
Table 6 
Analysis of relationship between the level 
of classroom practitioners’ perception of 
the legal implications of inloco-parentis 
doctrine and secondary student’s 
disciplinary management. 
 

Gro
up  
of 
item
s 

Classro
om 
Agree 

Practition
ers 
Disagree 

Tota
l 

9.     
fo 
        
fe 
        
x2 

180 
184 
0.0 

400 
396 
0.0 

580 

10.   
fo 
        
fe 
        
x2 

172 
184 
0.8 

408 
396 
0.4 

580 

11.   
fo 
       
fe 
     x2 

200 
184 
1.4 

380 
396 
0.6 

580 

Gra
nd 
total 

552 1,188 1,74
0 
��

�  3.2 

                 �	
� =  5.9  >  . 05 > ��

�   =

3.2. , �� = 2                          
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 Table 6 above, shows that the critical ‘��’ 
value of 5.9 is greater than the calculated 
‘��’ value of 3.2 at df 2 and .05 level of 
significance.  This indicates that no 
significant relationship exists between the 
classroom practitioners’ perception of the 
legal implications of the ‘inloco-parentis’ 
doctrine and secondary students’ 
disciplinary management.  The null 
hypothesis of no significant relationship is 
therefore accepted. 
 
Discussion of Findings 
The first finding  of this study revealed a 
low level perception of classroom 
practitioners’ about the legal implications 
of students’ records keeping and secondary 
students’ disciplinary management. 
However, the no significant relationship 
implies that when records are properly 
kept, there will be a relationship between 
classroom practitioners’ perception and 
secondary students’ disciplinary 
management.  As such records will make 
the classroom practitioners curb their 
excess while performing disciplinary 
functions in secondary schools in Rivers 
State.  

The above findings collaborate 
with some research outcomes on the 
subject matter that, one of the most 
important aspects of school administration 
is the effective keeping and maintenance 
of school records that have implications on 
students’ discipline (Koko 2003) and 
Osakwe, 2011). The school records that 
have legal implications on students’ 
disciplinary management include: 
admission book, students’ performance 
records, punishment book, attendance 

register and health records respectively. 
Laws relating to student management 
requires that every institution of learning 
keeps these statutory records for proper 
school administration.  

In Rivers State – Nigeria, section 
19 (iii) of the Rivers State Rights (Parents; 
Children and Teachers’ Law) No. 2 2005 
stated that, a teacher shall maintain 
accurate records of the school child.  This 
is because, according to Nwagwu in 
Daminabo (2005), in case of litigation 
arising from students’ disciplinary matters, 
students’ records can easily be referred to, 
and admitted in evidence in court of law.  
The outcome of this study also supports 
the above argument. 

But regrettably, the researches of  
Peretomode (1992); Igwe (1998); Koko 
(2003); Kalagbor (2006); Daminabo 
(2005) and the author’s observations in 
two courts of law, had noted that some 
teachers (classroom practitioners) have in 
different occasions been interdicted for 
their failure to produce important students’ 
record after several demands for them.  As 
revealed in this study, the implication is 
that, most teachers are not still conversant 
with the legal underpinnings of students’ 
record keeping bordering on students’ 
discipline in secondary schools in Rivers 
State. Hence, their ignorant that legal 
issues can arise even within the boundaries 
of a child’s school has become very 
imperative for teachers to be aware that 
such records must be factual, verifiable 
and constructive. 
The second finding of this study shows a 
relative low perception of classroom 
practitioners of the legal implications of 
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school rules/regulations that relates to 
students’ disciplinary management in 
secondary schools in Rivers State. The 
finding further illustrates that the 
classroom practitioners would not be 
interdicted in courts of law where the 
rules/regulations that relates to students’ 
discipline are in line with constitutional 
provisions and were made available to 
them for proper references. This means 
that rules and regulations must be drawn to 
regulate students’ activities and conducts. 
And the teachers by virtue of their official 
positions and responsibilities must abide 
by these rules in the internal school 
administration.    

Section 2(1) of the Rivers State 
Rights (Parents, Children and Teachers) 
law, No. 2, 2005 had empowered the 
school to produce rules and regulations for 
internal school management. Further, the 
state law also empowered school authority 
to punish any student who disobeyed the 
school rules and regulations in accordance 
with the provisions of the “Children and 
Young Persns’ Revised Law of Rivers 
State. 
 
In proposing the rules and regulations, the 
classroom practitioners must consider the 
following questions: 
(a) Are the recommended school rules 
and regulations objective enough  to 
curb  acts of indiscipline among 
students? 
(b) Are the proposed rules and 
regulations reasonable and do these rules 
 infringe on  the constitutional 
right of the students? 

The implication of these questions are 
obvious because the important issue the 
courts of law may consider, and as noted 
in this study is the reasonable and 
constitutionality of the school rules and 
regulations. This is absolutely necessary in 
order to give room for due process to be 
followed in determining student’s 
disciplinary matters. In this respect, Koko 
(2003) identified that the students must be 
told his/her offence; told the sources of 
evidence against him/her, to  be allowed to 
cross examine witness(es) against him/her. 

This study outcome that the 
classroom practitioners require the 
knowledge of due process in students’ 
disciplinary management and Koko’s 
contentions above are in accordance with 
Chapter 4, Section 26 of the CFRN. 1999.  
In other words, the implication is that the 
school rules and regulations must contain 
elements of fair hearing that should be 
abided by the school’s disciplinary 
committee, and the students involved in 
disciplinary cases have the right to defend 
themselves, present their respective cases 
and to appeal on any decision not 
favourable to them to the Rivers State 
Secondary Schools Board. These elements 
are also in accordance with section 10(a-b) 
of the Rivers State Edict, No. 2, 2005. 

Succinctly, the classroom 
practitioners should be aware that school 
rules and regulations which breaches on 
the fundamental bases of the law relating 
to students’ disciplinary rights, and 
couched mostly in negative or acceptable 
statements are surely to be declared 
unconstitutional, null and void by court of 
law, if its intervention was sought. 
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The third finding  indicate also that the 
classroom practitioners do not have 
adequate knowledge that the doctrine of 
inloco-parentis which is a Latin term for 
“in place of parent” refers to legal 
responsibility. The study further revealed 
that teachers apply this principle without 
having a significant perception that it has 
limitations. 
The implications of the above finding 
which also calls for a legal “fight” against 
the teacher,  explain that the classroom 
practitioners are not been acquainted that 
this principle are applied in two separate 
areas of the law: 
1. It allows institutions such as the 
school to act in the best interest of the 
students as they see fit, although not 
allowing what would be 
 considered violations of the 
students’ civil liberties.      
2. This doctrine provide non-
biological parent to be given the legal 
rights and responsibilities of a biological 
parent if they have held themselves out as 
the parent.  
 
The finding of this study and related 
implications strengthens Nakopodia (2012) 
argument that, the concept of inloco-
parentis was historically been used by 
school administrators and teachers as a 
prominent component of the legal and 
sometimes ethical rationale for the 
disciplining of students. This means that 
the right and power of the classroom 
practitioners to discipline their students 
stem from the fact that teachers are inloco-
parentis to the children in their charge and 

thereby assume some of the rights and 
duties of the natural parents. It further 
implies that the classroom practitioners 
had always enjoyed the authority within 
the context of parental jurisdiction. The 
revelation of this study is therefore 
astonishing because it is not in the best 
interest of parents and students that 
classroom practitioners play the role of 
students’ parents/guardians without 
understanding its legal contents. 

This study, however also 
identified that the classroom practitioners 
are relatively not conversant with the 
limitations inherent in the legal doctrine of 
inloco-parentis. The question therefore is, 
to what extent can a classroom practitioner 
act inloco-parentis? This question was 
addressed by the Rivers State Ministry of 
Education circular letter- Ref: 
ME/S.3/T/Vol. 111/44 of 9th May, 1984; 
titled “Powers of Principals and 
Headmasters in Enforcement of 
Discipline”. 
 This legal document on student 
disciplinary management in Rivers State, 
restricts classroom practitioners on 
corporal punishment and spelt out other 
limitations in the discipline of students. 
Also, section 20 (2) of the Rivers State 
Edict , No. 2 of 2005 specified that any 
teacher who contravenes the law on 
teachers’ limitations in students’ discipline 
commits an offence and is liable to two (2) 
years imprisonment or a fine of 
N50,000.00 if convicted. Eferakeya (1988) 
and Peretomode (1992) had stated that 
teachers are subject to such limitations and 
prohibitions as may be defined by law. 
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The specific legal concern in this 
research outcome is that teachers should 
be aware that the doctrine of inloco-
parentis is fast being de-emphasised in the 
school system as cases of parents 
challenging the school authority and the 
teacher to discipline students is on the 
increase. The establishment of compulsory 
education changed the relationship of 
parents and teachers, because the decision 
that children should attend schools was 
made by government regulations, rather 
than by parents of the school children.  
This according to Molland (1995) implies 
that the powers of teachers in this respect 
were no longer directly delegated by 
parents. Hence classroom practitioners 
cannot always enjoy this authority within 
the context of parental jurisdiction. 
 
Conclusion 

In this study, it was revealed that 
the complexity of our contemporary 
society requires a sea change to teachers’ 
attitudes to students’ disciplinary 
management. This study however 
conclude that the implications of the 
relevant education/school laws on 
students’ discipline should necessitate 
teachers’ high degree of perception, if they 
are to be called experts in students’ 
management issues and classroom 
practitioners. 
 
Recommendations 
Based on the outcome and conclusion of 
this study, the following recommendations 
are stated; 
1. Legally related professional 
development conferences/seminars aimed 

at directly requiring classroom 
practitioners to implement school 
 practices that are related to the 
legal aspects of students’ discipline should 
be organized by the Rivers State Ministry 
of Education. 
2. To enable teachers adopt 
preventive legal management strategies 
bordering on students’ disciplinary 
management, the classroom practitioners 
need to be sufficiently literate on legal 
implications of students’ management. It is 
in this context that the researcher 
recommends that a curriculum on 
education law courses need to be planned 
and introduced to education students from 
the levels of Nigeria Certificate in 
Education to Master Degree in Tertiary 
institutions of learning that run education 
programmes in Rivers State. 
3. The Rivers State Government and 
the teachers’ union should facilitate the 
publications of various laws relating to 
students’ disciplinary management, 
including courts decisions on educational 
 administration matters. 
4. Teachers (classroom practitioners) 
should understand that their  students 
are still citizens of Nigeria, and as such, 
students’ - disciplinary practices must be 
handled in accordance with the relevant 
constitutional specifications. This is to 
avoid or minimize the dictates of the court 
system in the internal school 
administration.  
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