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~ a.ITS' ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE IN UNIVERSrn,, 
ICTOR OF STIJDfo I 

MODE OF ENTRY AS A PRED Of ILORIN, ILORIN - NIGERIA. 

2ALAO BUSAYO OLUWABUKOLA 
iABDULKAREEM, RASAO LAN~E P:1iana ement,' University of florin 

1.2Department of Educatwna
787 

1bukolaalao04@gmail.com 08038552339 
. · d 08036461 iabdulkareem.rl@umlonn.e u.ng 

Abstract k h Id s in education on who or what is . bl game among the sta 'e o er d . There has been a continuous ame · . . , tudents Thus the stu . y exam med the 
responsible for the declining academic performance of umv~s,ry_ s s ,forma~ce of direct entry and UTM £ 
students' mode of entry through a comparative ~tudyifof//ac~ enKuca~ae State Nigeria. This study adopted 

• r:- l if Ed tion University o orm, w ' ' ' · • students zn the racu ty o uca ' . . . d II 2 316 Faculty of Education 300 
descriptive research design with a target population wl11c!1 comp7e a I ~ique was used to select 1,373 
level students for2017/20/8 academic session. A pwpos,ve samp mg tee I . le of this stud 
UTME 300level students and 433 Direct Entry 300 level students that conSfitute the san,ip · . . . yd. 

dfi d II r'on Two researc 1 quest10m raise A students' academic performance pro-forma was use or ata co ec 1 · . . . . fi fi I d I I . · were tested using t-test stat1sfl c. were answered using percentage wlule the our 01111u ate zypot 1es1s . . . 
The findings of the study revealed that there was significant difference between a~adermc pe,forma~c~ 01 
UTME and Direct Entry students (in general, faculty and departmental courses) m ~acuity of Education. 
University of florin, florin, Kwara State, Nigeria. Based on the findings of the study, It was concluded that 
the Direct Entry students in Faculty of Education, University of 1/orin perfonned better ~hon t!1~ UTME 
students. It was therefore recommended that Government should consider the practice oj adm1ttmg only 
the students that have passed through Colleges of Education otherwise the University should organize 
series of orientation programmes to prepare those students admitted through UTME so as to infom1 and 
prepare them ahead of the likely academic and moral challenges. 

Keywords: Academic Perfonnance, UTME students, Direct Entry Students 

GXli tr :e -r r:t :r: 

Introduction 

University education is of immense importance in the development of needed manpower in u,1:: Lu uuuy . 

Devdoping this ma~power · reguires · series of . activities that are processed to ensure the university 
effectiveness. The uruvers1ty system 1s charge with three mandates o f reaching, research and conm,uni tv 
services. Teaching is one, if not the most important of these mandates. 1lus is because it has the m ost direc.t 
link to the development of needed manpower that forms the premise of the development o f · • uruverstty 
education in Nigeria. 

Effectiveness of Teaching is usually measured bv the performance of the students b h . . . . · . · _ . . een taug t. 
Their level of academ1c performance mdicates the achievement of umversirv goals 111 teaclur1g A b · · · s o served 
by Ipaye (2004) , the parents, society are more interested in the performance of students at ti, d f . . , e en o an 
academ1c session or the end of the programme. The level o f the academic performance o f stude t d 

. . . 11 s epends 
on so many factors which mclude amrude o f students and students study technigue, l'vigbake (2006) and 
, \ gada (2008) observed. · 

University as a system operates with three factors, input, process and output. The input are the 
guality o f candidates o ffered admission am ong others like the resources made available. These resources are 
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processed to produce outputs who 1 
· 

. . tl are t 1e graduates. 111e quality of this input goes a long way 10 

determuung ,e outcome of tl1e s ·s . 
. th . . . )' tern. The modes of admission of candidates into first degree 

programmes rn e wuversmes are in t\ · · 

. . vo maior forms. These include admissions through the dtrect entry 
and admJss1ons tl,rough tl,e unive · · • . . th 

. . . . . . rsltles matnculaoon examinations (Ul\IE) . .Admissions through e 

Ur1Jversmes matnculaoon e.,am.1nation (UivfE) · · · · 
. . s and direct entrv are being handled by the Jornt .Admissions 

and Matnculaoon Board. · 

Over the years the university products have been tagged "half-baked" and teachers blame the 

goverrunent or parents while parents bl I · · d · 
ame t 1e teachers and the government for the declirung aca emJc 

Performance of the srudents (Babalola 2008) 11, · d c 
. . ' , • ese blame game among the stakeholders has conunue ,or 

several years without reaclung conclus· H · · · · · f · th · 
. ion. ence It 1s necessary to 111vesogate 1f mode o entry 1s e main 

factor responsible for the current level of stt.idei)ts' d · c · th · ·ry Thus this study 
. . aca enuc periormance m e uruversi . 

1nvest1gated made of entrv as predicto • f d , · · · · f JI · II · 

Kwara State, Nigeria. 
. 1 o stu ents academJC performance 10 Uruvers1ty o orm, orm, 

Stateme~t of the Problem 

There have been conflicting findings on the predictive strength of modes of entry in forecasting 

performance in university srudents' academic performance. Mgbake (2006) stated that students' academic 

success is largely a function of the -amount of efforts put into study and not necessarily as a result of mode 

of entry into university. Agada (2008) reported that srudents' stud~, techniques and attirude to the srudy of a 

particular course among other factors influence their academic performance. _-\deniyi (2004) reported that 

unified tertiary matriculation examination candidates performed poorer in their university examination. 

Ezema (2006) also compared the degree results of direct entry srudents, unified tertiary matriculation 

students and remedial students and reported tl1at for the five academic sessions studied there was no 

significant difference between in the cumulative grade point average of the three groups prior to their degree 

examinations. Supporting this finding is tJ,e observation made b~-Angulu (2007) that srudents who enter the 

university with high school certificate performed better in the second and third year than those admitted 

into the university via prelin,inary progranune. 

The scope of the earlier conducted srudies seems to be too wide. This wideness may likely affect the 

findings of the srudies. Different universities may have their own unique culture which may in turn affect 

their conduct of examination, admission and administration in general. More so, many of the srudies have 

been carried out over ten years ago. Thus, this study is limited to university of Ilorin alone in order to ensure 

accurate findings that are current to the existing situation. 

Purpose of the Study 

The general purpose of the study is to investigate the different between the academic performance of Direct 

Entry (DE) and Unified Tertiary Matriculation Examination (UTi\fE) students in Faculty of Education, 

University o f Ilor:in. Specifically, the purpose of this is to determine: 

1. The level of academic performance of the srudents who are admitted into the university through Unified 

Tertiary Matriculation Examination. 

u. The level of academic performance of students who are admitted into the university through Direct 

Entn1• 

tu. The difference betw een the academic performances of students who are admitted into the uruvers1ry 

through ~,ified tertiary matriculation examination and direct entry in the general courses. 

1v. The difference in the academic performance of smdents who are admitted into the uruvers1rv th rough 

unified tertiarv matriculatio n exanunation and direcr enm· in the faculry courses. 
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d 
who are aclmirred 

f stu ents 

. . d . erformancc o . 

v. TI,c difference ,n 1hc aca cmic P . 1 
_ departmental courses. 

into the univc ro.1ty thr, ,,,,,,, 

. . d direct entry ,n t ,c 

unified tertiary matriculatmn an 

Research Questions 

. . gw'de the study. 

11,e foUO\nng research quesuons arc 
10 I dmitted in to the university ti-

. nee of the students w , o arc a - ,r,, 1;,f, 

❖ \"Cha t is the b ·el o f academic performa . h d partmental faculry and general cr,ur,e• . 

. - . . . . n (UThfE) ,n t e e ' . . . . 

Unified Tertiary l\1arnculauon E xammaao ho are admitted into the university rhrr,,
1
,} 

. ~ ance of students w 
i'. ' 

❖ \Vhat is the level o f acadcmJC per orm d al courses? 

al faculn: an gener 

Otrect E n t.ry (DE) in tJ1e department , ·1 

Research Hypotheses 

. r ul d r gw'de the study; 

ll1e follo\\1ng hypotheses were ,o rm ate o 

Maio H ypothesis 
. r ce of srudents who are admitted 

. b the academ1c penorman 

Ho: 17,ere is no significant difference erween . . . . 

. . . . . . nd direct mto the un1vers1ty 

through umficd tcraary mat11culat1on exam1naaon a 

Operational Hypotheses 

. . d · erformance of srudents who are admitted into the 

Ho,: There is no significant difference 111 tJ,c aca en1Jc P ' . I 

· - · · · and dLrect entry 111 the genera courses. 

univcrsi1y· through rertJal'\· matnculaaon examination -

· · I d · rformance o f srudents who are admitted into the 

H oi: TI,crc is no significant difference 1n t 1e aca em1c pe . . 

· · · · · I · • · ,ation and direct entry tn the facultv courses 

urnvers11y· through u111tied tcruary matncu aaon e.-...:tt1111 - . -

· · ·11 d·fr · J d ·c per~ormance o f srudents w ho are adm 

Ho3: There 1s no s1g n1 1canr 1 1crence 111 t 1c aca cm1 . . 

u111vcrs11y through unified 1er1Jal'\· matriculation examination and direct entry tn the 

courses. 

Methodology 

11,e design of the srudv is an ex post research design. The population o f the srudy comprises of srudems in 

the Faculn- of Education, Universit\' of llo rin for 2017 / 2018 academic sessio n . There are 2,316 students in 

the third year (300 level) in the Facull'\' of Education for the 2017 / 2018 academic session. Purpo siYe 

sampling technique was used to selec1 1373 UTME srudenrs and 433 D E that constituted the sample o r· rhe 

s tudv. 

.-\ researcher's designed pro-forma titled Students .-\cademic Perfoimance Pro-fom,a (S_-\ PP\ \\'.!; 

designed and used for data coUection. The research Proforma contained the follo wing v:tri:ib les : mt,lk t'r' 

entry, academic level , course code, scores and grade. The lerrer was presented ro the Level _·\c-h-i,cr ,,t rhc 

300level students of each Department in order to get the permissio n 1·
0 

th d . d d 1"1 J II . ' 

r e at,1 nee e . 1e ll:lf.l t:,, ,'d,''1 

was subjecred to bo tl1 dcscript:i,·e and inferential sr ti · I j · Th 

. . ' a saca ana ys1s. e rwo research quc,rions 1~1i,cd were 

answered us111g percenrage while t-tesr statistics wa d 
· 

. . 
s use ro resr all rhe hypothest.·, •tr () ():; b ·d ,,r 

significance. 

· · · · · 

Data Analysis and Discussion of Findings 

This section prcsen1s ihc analvsis of data collect d d 1· . 

· · e an t 1scuss1o ns of r u· 
raised and the hypo1heses se1 10 guide ihe studr. . . in mgs 
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_Answering of Research Questions 

Research Question One: \Vhat is the level f d . . 

. . , . • 
0 aca enuc performance 

w11versiry through UThfE in Faculrv o f Educati U . . 
of students admitted into the 

· · on, rnverstty of Ilo rin? 

Table 1: Level of Academic Performance of UTME S 

Co11r.res N11mhtr ef Students 
tudents 

Departmental 

Faculty 
General 

Avera e 

St11rle11ts Score A (% 

13 73 82 (5. 97) 

1373 109 (7.94) 

1373 135 (9.83) 

% 7.91% 

Students St11dmts St11de11ts Students 

Srore B ('lo Score C (% Srore D ('lo Score F ('In 

116 (8.45) 949 (69.12) 157 (11.43) 69(5.03) 

173 (7.94) 904 (64.84) 131 (9.54) 56(4.08) 

206 (15.00) 867(63.15) 18 (8.59) 47(3.43) 

10.46% 65.70% 9.85% 6.08% 

Table 1 shows that_ 5.97% of UTi\fE students scored A, 8.45% scored B, 69.12% scored C, 11.43% scored D and 

5.03% failed tn the1r departmental courses. In the same vein, 7.94% of UTivfE students scored A, 12.60% scored B, 

65.84% scored C, 9.s4% scored D and 4.08% failed their Facultv courses. Also, 9.84% of the UTME students scored 

,-\, 15.00% scored B, 63-15% scored C, 8.59% scored D and 3.43% failed their general courses. FinaUy, the average 

percentages for each grades in departmental, faculty and general courses are 7.91 % ..,-\, 10.02% B, 65.70% C, 9.85% D 

and 6.08% F. 1l,erefore, the level of academic performance of UTI1E students in general, faculty and departmental 

courses in Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin were found to be average. 

Research Question Two: \>/ hat is the level of level of academic performance of Direct Entry (DE) 

students in general, faculty and departmental courses in Faculty of Education, University of Jlorin? 

Table 2: level of Academic Performance of Direct Ent students 

Courses N11111heref Students St11de11ts Studmts Studmts St11de11ts 

S111de11ts Score A(%) Srore B ("lo) Score C ("lo) Score D ("lo) Srore F (%) 

Departmental 433 37 (8.55) 83(19.1 7) 213 (49.19) 61 (14.09) 3(9.00) 

Faculty 433 87 (20.09) I 02 (23.56) 181 (41.80) 35(8.08) 28 (6.47) 

General 433 96 (22.17) 96(25.64) 162 (37.41 ) 43(9.93) 21 (4.85) 

Aver e % 7.9 1% 12.02% 66.04% 9.85% 4.18% 

Table 2 shows that 8.55% of D E srudents scored A, 19.17% scored B, 49.19% scored C, 14.09% scored D 

and 9.00% failed in their departmental courses. In the same vein, 20.09% of DE students scored ,-\, 23.56% 

scored B, 41 .80% scored C, 8.08% scored D and 6.4 7% failed their Faculty courses. Also, 22.17% of the DE 

students scored A , 25.64% scored B, 37.-+1 % scored C, 9.93% scored D and 4.85% failed their general 

courses. Finally, the average percentages for each grades in departmental, faculty and general courses are 

7.91 % .-\, 12.02% B, 66.04% C, 9.85% D and 4.18% F. Therefore, the level of academic performance of DE 

students in general, faculty and departmental courses in Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin were 

found to be average. 

Hypotheses Testing 

1l1ere is one main hypothesis and three operational hypotheses set to guide the study. T- tes t statistics w as 

used to rest alJ d1e h,-potheses ar 0.05 level of significance. 

Main Hypothesis 

Ho, rhere is no significanr difference berween rhe academic performance of studenrs of UTME and DE 

students in faculty o f E ducarjon, University of llorin, llorin? 

Journal of the Department of Educational Foundations, University of Port Harcourt - Nigeria. Page 82 
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Table 3: Difference Between academic performance of UTME and DE 

- v=;:;;;;;MJ:-"iE~d~u::..:c:.:a:..:t::..:io:::n~,~U~n~iv::_:e::.:r_.::s,::i ~o~f:_:l~l~o.:.,:rin~:----;;::;;:;,--r,;::::;---;~:--s-tu_den1s in p 

- ll/.na~n~·aEb!.:u_7_:'f~·\"i, ;:i--- ~M~"i°':_1 --~S~DA _ ___:D2._ __ T:_:-~C:.-:a::..I. __ _.'._T..:~:::n'..'..:·,'.:...· --~~0:__ ac111iy 
P-Va/m '•f 

UTilE 1373 3.70 0.44 

DE 

900 3.137 l.96 

433 3. 16 0.31 

0.000 
Rejected 

Significant P< 0.05 

Table 3 shows the p-value is 0 .000 while the level of significance is 0.05. in otherworld 

than the b ·el of significance. Hence, the main hypothesis is rejected. This means th th 
th

e P·\"alue is• 

difference between the academic performance of Unified Tertiary Matriculation B:~rd ere was sign1fi~t~: 

and Direct E ntry (DE) students in Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin Ilorin K•· (UShlE) srudt;-. 

-
' , ;vara late \ · ,, 

H 17 · · · • 
. 

' · 1gen, 

01: 1ere 15 no s1g111fican t difference between the academic performance of unrE Stu . 

students in general courses in Faculty of E ducation, University of Ilorin. dents and r,~ 

Table 4: Result o ft-test comparing academic performance of UThfE and DE students i 

Fa ]ti. fEd . U . . fl ] . K N . ·. 
ngeneralcoun 

cu •;· o ucaaon, ruvers1ty o onn, wara state, 1 1gena 
>c1-. 

17 ariables :v Mean SD D T-Cal. T-Crit. P-Va/11e 

UTi\1E 1373 3.27 0.49 

Detision 

1371 3.50 1.96 0.00 1 Rejected 

DE 433 3.84 0.89 

Significant P< 0.05 

Table 4 shows the p-value is 0.001 while the level of significance is 0.05. Since the b-el of sign
1
·1-1canct .; 

greater than the p-value, hence, the hypothesis is thereby rejected. This implies that there was sigrnlicir.i 

djfference in the academic performance o f Uni fied Tertiary and Matriculation Board (l.iDfE) and Dirtr 

Entry students in general courses in University of Ilorin, Kwara State, Nigeria. 

H 0 2, There is no signjfican t djfference bet\veen the academic performance of UT;\[E and DE srudemL~ 

faculry courses in Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin. 

Table 5: Result of t-test comparing academic performance of UThIE and DE students in facul~· course; : 

Faculty of Education, University of Ilo rin, Kwara State, N i eria 

VariableS _\ ' M ea11 SD D( T ~al. T-Cnt. P-Value Dm!IOn 

UT\!E 1373 2.285 0.47 
1371 2.1n 1.96 0.001 Rejected 

DE 433 3.79 0.63 

Significant P< 0.05 

Table 5 shows the p-value is 0.001 and the level of significance is 0.05. Si.nee the p-nlue is lower rh.ir. ··: 

level of significance, the hypothesis which sta tes that there is no significant difference between rhe JC'.~~~­

performance of UTME and D E students in faculty courses in Faculty of Education, Univers'.f\. 
01 

.-:: 

d 
· rtorrn.u.,, 

thereby is rejected. This means that there was significant difference bet\veen the aca emJC pe 

l..JT\1E and D E srudents in faculty courses in Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin. 

. . · . 
. 

d DE ;wJec· 

HoJ, There 1s no s1gruficanr difference bet\veen the academic p erformance of UTi\lE :in 

depanmenral courses in Facult)' of Education, University of Ilorin. 

~ 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!~:;- Ml. 
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T.1bk 6: 01tlcrcnc c 1n ncadcruic pt•rf . 

. . on11.tnc~- ot llTM E 

m F,1cul~· of Educnnon, U niv-ers.i~- of llorin. .tnd DE studcms in Dcpa.rt:mcnt.1.I courses 

sn 
1 · !":\ IF 

/V T-L::..: r ( r.:. 

PF 

1.,-1 u1..: I .'ll, Accepted 

N ot s.ignific .1.nt P> 0.05 

T.tblc t> ,h()\\, rhc p-Y:t!ue of o.n- i, ~- ll' h I 

. . . - . ~ . u r .tn r ic lcwl Cl! ,i,:-i "f. . . . 1 1- .. . 

rh.tn rhe In·d ot ,1~r11:,mcc. rhc hn, ., h, .. _ ·! . · ,.. 11 ,c.tncc 0 t l .l -"'· :Smee rhe p-,·.tluc 1, grr:11c.r 

. . • . . 'er c,1> \\ itch ,r:irc, ch.H the.re ·, . . . - . . .. 

x.1dcm1c palt,nn:tncc ol L"T\[E :l DE . . 
1- no ,1~1ta:.uu d1ttcrcncc bcrwecn the 

- -lrll . ,rudenr" m :le I . . . 

l"nin:noin· o( llorin is nor ["{' jee red Tb". · L p.imnt'nr.t cotrn-<', m F.tcul~- or Educ.moo 

· 
• •1' mc:i.n, rh ll rh~rc • - · · - ii --

J · t" t" l ~ · · '- \I .t, Ill' >1gti1ti..:.m1 L trcrem:c hcn1·cen rhe 

.ic.tut'm1c per l'm1.1nce o 1 _, fE .i nd DE ,rudenr,; . :l I 

l "ni,·crsin· ntllorin. 
· · m Lcp.trtrneJH.t c,,urse, in F.1.:uln- t'! Educirion 

Discussion of Findin!>S 
,:, 

17,c h,-po rhe,is w hich ,r:acd rlur rhcre i, 110 , · ,., ·ti ~ d . · ·, .. . · · - -

. . . . . .-1,..m um t trcrc.:.nct m rhe .ic.tdcirnc pc.r1om1:iti.:c o t ::rudenr, 

who .tre :idnurrcd mw the l nn-~-.r.-m· rhn.,u,,h L"niried T · · . . d \[ · I · - · 

. _ · :::- c.m.10 .,n . .irncu .!Ot,n Bo.trd {l 1:- fE) .rnd D1recr 

Emn ,DE) ,rudcnr,; 1n F:iculn· o t Educ 11:io n L" u - • • · • 1· JI · 11 · - · ·· · · 

. . : . _ · • r \ crs1n o Dnn, oru1, l-.:\1·.u-.1 :Sure. ~ 1~c.n:1 \\"J S re1ecred. 

Tim me.111, rh:ll rhc.re w.1, s1°n1bc1m difference in rh~ 1- d · - · · -' l--r\[E d 

. _ :::-
'- . L.l e.nuc pcr1L,rn1.it1Lc L'I u1e , ., .in DE 

::rudenr,; 111 F.iculn· ot Educ.Hion l 'n iY~rs ·n· 1· II · 17 , d . ·· 
· · 

. ~ · ": o oru1. le ttrere11ee w.is more pron0 unced m die untl n· 

counoe, cony,:ired_ ro dep:lr1n1~nul co ttrsc,. Thi, 111.11" be bc'C!li:-e rhe De ,rudenr; h.i,·e rhc .idnm:ige o.f 

c:tr!ier cxpencncc tn college ot cduc.itiL,n o r pL1lyrcchnic,. fro m TI1e rindin,:, i:- ,imil:ir £L) rhe rindin~ or 

lshol.1 (: OJ I) who di,coYcred tlur 111.1,,,i,·e difference emcrg.:d benwen ::rudenrs .idmirred rltrou,:h Din:cr 

Enrr:· (DE) srudenrs :tnd l'nificd T erti.t0· .\Lrricul .ition Ex.tmin.icic,n 1l "DfE\ :-rudem s in rh: ,:ener.tl 

course, bcc.1me mosr rhe course, h.1,-c bt'C!l offen-d b1· rhe :: ruden r,; dur .mended CoLiege:: o r· E duc.icion o r 

Polnechnics. 

The findings of rhi, ,rudY re1·c.tled rh.H rh er e ,1·.1; si,!lut1c.mr difference in die .,c.idemic 

penomunce o ( srudenrs \\·ho .tre :idmirrcd inrc, the l"niYcrs i~- rhrnugh l "nitied Terti.trv .\ 1.micul.ition 

Ex:imin:itio n (L. TILE) :i.nd Direcr Entry ,DE' m1de.nrs in F.iculn- L' ! course in F.iculn- ,,f Educ:itio n. 

l "niYer.;in· o f Jlorin. llorin . .i(\\·:tr:1 5ure. ~igeri.i. 1l1e t.icuJ~- counoc, .ire dio:-e gcne.r.1l co ttrse:- o frc.red by .ill 

srudems in f.1cuJ~- o( educ:ition. Tiiis co nrirmcd rhe tinding, o t .-\dclodun ,~O It)\ wlw w.1, t'r rllt' opinion 

rhar d1ere was signific:i.nr difference in the .lC'.!denuc pcrfom1.uice o t m1denrs who .i re .1dnul!ed inro rJ1e 

l"mversi ry rhrough L'nified Terci:tff .\f:mi cuhtion E x:1min.1rio n (l"DIE) .md Dirccr Enrr:· (DE) in rhe 

i:1culn· courses. 

The tindings o( rhis srudr reYe.tled dnr rhcre w.i, signi tic.1nr difference in rhc .1odemic 

perfor=nce of srudenrs who :ire .1dmirred inro die l"nin:rsi~- through L'nitied Terri.tr...- .\ l.1rriettl.1tion 

Ex.imimr:ion (l."DIE) and Direcr Emry (DE) sruderm: in ge.ner.11 c1f t:Nme in F.icul~- L,t Educ.1tion. 

L'niwn:in· o f llorin, Ilorin. l-.:\ \ · :1.r-.1 .'!:He, :\igcri:i. Titis cornmen::ur.He \1irli rhe ri nding, o f .-\~·o:Kic (2013) 

\\"ho \1·:1, o f d1e opinio n rhar rhere were differences in rhe .lC:idc.nuc pcrfonn.uKe ot ,rnde111:: who .tre 

3dn1111ed inro che L" niYersin· through L" nitied Terrian- .\ l:tr1icul:ttion E'\:tmin:ttion (LT\ [E) .ind Dir~'Cr E ntn-

(DE) in rhe genera.I courses·. -

The h~-po rhesis w hich sured rh.ir rhere is no signitic.tnr difrc.rcnce in rhc .1c:1dcmic pcrfomuncc o t 

srudcnrs \1·ho :tre adnurred inro rhe L"niYersi~- rhrough L"nir1e,l Tcrti.uT \ l.itricul.Hion Ex.inuru rio n ,LT\ [E) 

:ind Direcr E ntry (DE) srudenrs in gcna.d ot course in F.iculn· of E ducation. l"r1iwrsin· o t l lorin. Ilorin. 
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port Harcou -

-~~~-----------:-=: . ·ficant difference in rhe acadc 
e was no s1gru . n:1,_ 

. ans chat ther . J,.rough Unified Tertiary :\fatncular1, 

. d T11JS rne u niversiry t 
. ,n 

N . ia was reiecte · . d into the d arunenral of course 1n Facu11'· 

Kwara Stare, iger l are admirte d rs in the ep 
. r,r 

f dents w 10 (DE) stu en 

performance O 
stu o · ct EntrY · 

(U~n:;) and ire S re N1gena. 

Examination 11vuc- . Ilorin, Kwara ta ' 

Education, UniversJty of I]onn, 
. . d . h 

. f university aca crruc ac ievemcnr f 

. 
. better in rerms o . r:, 

Coodus100 1 
. h rnode of ent:I)' ts c. conflicting findrngs o n the predicti . 

f h 
Jc over w uc Th have 1Jeen 

\ e 

The view o t e peop to another. ere . . ·natio ns. 

srudents is different frorn one group nee in unrversiry exaJ11J . . . . 

f 
. forecasting perforrna . d . the University 1.rrespecuve o f their mr.,d 

strength of modes o enuy m dents adnutte into 
. . . e 

th expecration that all stu d form relatively well rn rheir academics the 

Contrary to e . . dernic rigors an per 
' 

f ;vill be able to cope w1th the aca . h h direct entry perform m o re better compared 

o entry -.. 
dents adnutted t roug . . . 

findings of this study reveal that the stu d . Unjversitv of Ilonn. This rrught be as a resulr 

. F ulty of E ucaaon, -

to the students admitted via UTivfE in ac . d . their previous insti tutions o f learning of the 

. E ' tudents have acguire 1f1 
. . 

of the experience the Direct ntr} s f · onment and their over JOYOUS of their freedom 

anxiety of the UTME students as a result of change o envtr 
-

from parents 

Recommendations 
d th r; U . · 

Based on the fmdings of the study, the researcher thereby recommende_ e ~ owmgs: _ 

Th 
- d .- hi h d u·on planners to make upward review o f Jt programmes to carer tor the 

i. ere 1s nee 1or g er e uca 
_ 

mode of entry of students. So, that the programmes will not favour a p articular mode of entry than the 

other; 

11. There is need for students that are admitted through Unified Tertiary Matriculation Examinatio n (LDfE, 

to UI1dergo orientation programmes and extra-curricular activities that will enhance rheir performance and 

meet up with their DE countetpart. The study revealed that no form o f education is a w as te. T o this end 

parents should allow their children to attend Colleges of Education, ;\fonotcchnics and P o lnechnics 

wruch can further prepare them for University Education; 
· 

111. Since DE students performed better, government should consider given m o re quota to direct enm 

students in admission process. 
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