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Abstract ; 'on on who or what |
ntinuous blame game among the stakeholders in education on Who or what iy
. iv's students. Thus, the study examined the

There has been a co ;
responsible for the declining academic perfqimance of university i direct entry and UTME
students’ mode of entry through a comparative study of academic performance 0f ¢ i i o

students in the Faculty of Education, University of llorin, qum State, the’rm.[ 15 k;]('-‘ ac ()p?,(.(/
descriptive research design with a target population which comprised all 2,3. 16 Faculty of Educ (Iff()ﬂ »)()(,)
level students for 2017/2018 academic session. A purposive sampling technique was used 10 sefe'(.r 1,373
UTME 300level students and 433 Direct Entry 300 level students that constitute the sample Qf- this study.
A students’ academic performance pro-forma was used for data collection. Two research questions n{:.vcd
were answered using percentage while the four formulated hypothesis were tested using t-rest statistic.
The findings of the study revealed that there was significant difference between academic performance of
UTME and Direct Entry students (in general, faculty and departmental courses) in Faculty of Education,
University of Ilorin, llorin, Kwara State, Nigeria. Based on the findings of the study, it was concluded that

the Direct Entry students in Faculty of Education, University of llorin performed better than the UTME
students. It was therefore recommended that Government should consider the practice of admitting 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 inform and
prepare them ahead of the likely academic and moral challenges.

Keywords: Academic Performance, UTME students, Direct Entry Students

Introduction
University education is of immense importance in the development of needed manpower in e
K . ) ) . o : oulnry.
Developing this manpower requires series of activities that are processed to ensure the unj r)
: versity

effectiveness. The university system is charge with three mandates of teaching, research and commu ity
nity

services. Teaching is one, if not the most important of these mandates. This is because it has the most dir
oSt ect

link to the development of needed manpower that forms the premise of the development of unj .
university

education in Nigeria.
- Effectiveness of Teaching is usually measured by the performance of the students b
Their level of academic performance indicates the achievement of university goals in teachin -\C‘ﬁﬂ faught.
by Ipaye (2004), the parents, society are more interested in the perforxlmx{cc of students argt.l; e
academic session or the end of the programme. The level of the academic performance of smdeztendd o i
on so many factors which include attitude of students and students study technique, Mgbake (ZSOOZ};end;
an

Agada (2008) observed.
Fad S . { i
University as a system operates with three factors, input, process and output. The input h
. are the

quality of candidates offered admission among ot ' 50UrC '
) g others like the resources made available. These resources are

Journal of the Department of Educational Foundations, University of Port Harcourt - Nigeria. Page 79
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rocessed to produce outputs w )
p " P & who are the graduates. The quality of this input goes 2 long way 1n
determining the outcome of the system. Tj : : : y
ammes in the universiti ' 1e modes of admission of candidates into first degrec
o rsi - . )
prdgrd issi d K il €S are in two major forms. These include admissions through the direct entry
admissions through STerei . . i
an‘ = = dg e .Unl\ersmcs matriculation examinations (UME). Admissions through the
versities matriculation ex ; i : >
= aminatons (UME) and direct entry are being handled by the Joint Admissions

and Matriculation Board.

Over the years the university products have been tagged “half-baked” and teachers blame the
government or parents while parents blame the teachers and the government for the declining academic
performance ot.’ the students (Babalola, 2008). These blame game among the stakeholders has continued for
several years without reaching conclusion. Hence it is necessary to investigate if mode of entry is the main
factor responsible for the current level of students’ academic pérformancc in the university. T};us this study
investigated made of entry as predictor of students’ academic performance in University of Ilorin, Tlorin,

Kwara State, Nigeria.
Statement of the Problem

There have been conflicting findings on the predictive strength of modes of entry in forecasting
performance in univessity students’ 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 students’ study techniques and attitude to the study of a
particular course among other factors influence their academic performance. Adeniyi (2004) reported that
unified tertiary matriculation examination candidates performed poorer in their university examination.
Ezema (2006) also compared the degree results of direct entry students, unified tertiary matriculation
students and remedial students and reported that 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 the observation made by Angulu (2007) that students who enter the
university with high school certificate performed better in the second and third year than those admitted

into the university via preliminary programme.
The scope of the earlier conducted studies seems to be too wide. This wideness may likely affect the
ersities may have their own unique culture which may in turn affect

findings of the studies. Different univ
their conduct of examination, admission and administration in general. More so, many of the studies 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 t
Entry (DE) and Unified Tertiary Matricula

University of Ilorin. Specifically, the purpose of this is to determune:
are admitted nto the university through Unified

o investigate the different between the academic performance of Direct
tion Examination (UTME) students in Faculty of Education,

i. The level of academic performance of the students who
Tertiary Matriculation Examination.
The level of academic performance of students who are admitted into the university through Direct

Entry.
ii. The difference between the academic performances of students who are admitted into the university

through unified tertiary matriculation examination and direct en
iv. The difference in the academic performance of students who are admitted into the university through

unified tertary matriculation examin

try in the general courses.
ation and direct entry in the faculty courses.

al Foundations, University of Port Harcourt - Nigeria. Page 80
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A 0 :

mitted into the university ih,,

ts who are¢ ad

Myy

ce of studen

emic performan
the depart

i atal courses.
1 and direct entry 1N me

v. The difference in the acad

unified tertary matriculatior

Rescarch Questions
¢ the study-

The following rescarch questions are to guld ‘ ' ’
mitted 1nto the untversity thy,
/ Ngr

ents who ar¢ ad
e departmcntal,
ho are admitted into the university thee,,..

nce of the stud
n (UTME) in th
¢ of students ¥
and general courses?

& What is the level of academic performa aculty and general corses.

Unified Tertiary Matriculation FExaminatio
& What is the level of academic performanc
Direct Entry (DE) in the dcparrmcnta], faculty

.,
'e®

Resecarch Hypotheses
The following hypotheses were formulated to g“jde the study;
Main Hypothesis
Yp demic performance of students who are admitred

ference between the aca

Ho: There is no significant dif
on examination and

1 i iculati irect i iversity
through unified tertiary matriculat direct into the unt )

Opcrational Hypothcses
erformance of students who are admitted into the

difference in the academic P
and direct entry in the general courses.

Hoy: There is no significant

university through tertiary matriculation examination

difference in the academic performance of students who are admitted into the

ed tertiary matriculation examina

Hogy: There is no significant

university through unifi rion and direct entry in the facultv courses.

ance of students who are adm

t difference in the academic perform
n and direct entry in the

Hos: There is no significan
ed tertiary matriculation examinatio

university through unifi

coursces.

Methodology
an ex post research design. The population of the study comprises of students in

The design of the study is
2017/2018 academic session. There are 2,316 students in

the Faculty of Education, University of Tlorin for
the third yvear (300 level) in the Faculty of Education for the 2017/2018 academic session. Purposive

sampling technique was used 1o select 1373 UTME students and 433 DE that constituted the sample of the
study. : cr

| A rcsearchc_r’s designed pro-forma ttled Srudents Academic Performance Pro-forma (SAPP) was
i:iz\g-n:azr;iﬁ?;d 110 r data coll';ction. The research Proforma contained the following \'-.1ri:1£wlc~<'- mode \
g evel, cours . N A
3001‘evel students of each D:pil(;n:e;i?:j)rzne(i tg:ide. ?he lcne'r 'was 'presemCd g e
e Sjaoed v both descspine an infeatil iz; ; ;ec ﬁear::lsvs‘l‘on for the data needed. The data collected
answered using percentage while t-test staustics v ysis. The two research questions raised were
ipance vas used to test all the hypotheses at 0.03 level of

Data Analysis and Discussion of Findings

n'ljs SCC(. 5 .« C S SS101S y . » resce 1 QU
~CU PrL.C[n (h(, ln'll\'51§ (lﬂ( ( 1 1e k ues i
on CS S and O( 4 co 1 1S S ‘
. ) (@ (.d al]d dl’ S10 ( Catd
scus |
- ‘ ‘ ‘ . b )l flﬂd"“ S tl()“\ [h( res . 5 »

ou
l na! Of(he Depa] “nen‘ Of hduca“()nal [‘ d
I oun

ations, Unj ;
L versit D .
yol Port Harcourt N‘R('l . "J‘}‘.“ gl



n
Po :
@; 1t Harcourt Journal of Educational Studies (PHAJOES) | Vol. 5, No. 1, 2020.

——

Answering of Research Questions

Research Question One: What is the level of a )

) . i cademic perform i i

niversity through UTME in Faculty of Education, University (}:f i ;zmce of students admitted 1nto the
) ) n

Table 1: Level of Academic Perform

o a Number of Stud ance of UTME Students

come Students 5.”.81’; Students Students Students Students
Departmental 1373 8;_0’; 9 . Scre B (%) Score C (") Score D (7 Score F (7o
Fq:mv 1373 109( ‘7;) 116 (8.45) 029 (69.12) 157 (1143)  69(.03)

sl 1373 135 (7:94 173 (7.99) 904 (64.84) 131 (9.54) 56(4.08)

o c % 2> 083) 206 (15.00)  867(63.15) 18 (8.59) 47(3.43)

_Aver2g: 7.91% 10.46% 65.70% 9.85% 6.08%

Table 1 shows that 5.97% of UTME students scored A, 8.45% scored B, 69.12% scored C, 11.43% scored D and

5.03% failed in their departmental courses. In the same vein, 7.94% of UTME students scored A, 12.6
65.84% scored C, 9.54% scored D and 4.08% failed their Faculty courses. Also, 9.84% of the UTME students scored
A, 15.00% scored B, 63.15% scored C, 8.59% scored D and 3.45% failed their general courses. Finally, the average
percentages for each grades in departmental, faculty and general courses ire 7.01% A, 10.02% B, 65.70% C, 9-85% D
and 6.08% F. Thercfore, the level of academic performance of UTME students in general, faculty and departmental

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

0% scored B,

courses
of level of academic performance of Direct Entry (DE)

Research Question Two: What is the level
f Tlorin?

students in general, faculry and departmental courses in Faculty of Education, University 0

Table 2: level of Academic Performance of Direct Entry students

Conrses Numiber of Stndents Students Students Students Students
Students Score A(%) Score B (o) Score C () Score D (%) Score F (%)

Departmental | 433 37 (8.55) 83(19.17) 213 (40.19) 61 (14.09) 3(0.00)

Faculty 433 87 (20.09) 102 (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)

Average % 7.91% 12.02% 66.04% 9.85% 4.18%

79, scored B, 49.19% scored C, 14.09% scored D

1 8.55% of DE students scored A, 19.1
20.09% of DE students scored A, 23.56%

Table 2 shows tha
courses. In the same vein,

and 9.00% failed in their departmenm]
scored B, 41.80% scored C, 8.08%0 scored D and 6.47% failed their Faculty courses. Also, 22.17% of the DE

A, 25.64% scored B, 37.41% scored C, 9.93% scored D and 4.85% failed their general
ges for each grades in departmcntal, faculty and general courses are
D and 4.18% F. Therefore, the level of academic performance of DE
Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin were

students scored
courses. Finally, the average percenta
7.91% A, 12.02% B, 66.04% C, 9.85%
students in general, faculty and departmental courses in

found to be average.

Hypotheses Testing
There is one main hypothesis and three operational hypotheses set to guide the study. T-test statistics was

used to rest all the hyvpotheses at 0.05 level of significance.

Main Hypothesis
rmance of students of UTME and DE

Ho. there is no significant difference between the academic per(o

students in faculty of Educaton, University of Iorin, llorn?

i University of Port Harcourt - Nigeria. Page 82
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Table 3: Difference Between academic performance of UTME and DE stugq
€nts |

— Education, University of Ilorin n R, \
1V ariables N Mean SD D T-Cal. T-Crit. P-Vg/m\q”b" f
UTME 1373 3.70 0.44 Decisipg

900 3137 196 0.000 e
DE 433 3.16 0.31 Rejecteg

Significant P< 0.05 T~

Table 3 shows the p-value is 0.000 while the level of significance 1s 0.05. in otherworld th,
than the level of sigmficance. Hence, the main hyporhesis is rejected. This means that tht € P-valye
1 . . . ere wae - 8
difference between the academic performance of Unified Tertiary Matriculation Board ae‘—l\f\as Signe
UTME) ¢, ,

and Direct Entry (DE) students in Faculty of Education, University of Tlorin, Tlorin, Kwara § ) e,
> e

Hoy. There is no significant difference between the academic performance of UTME snyq
- SHdents 4y

students in general courses in Faculty of Education, University of Tlotin. d Dy

Table 4: Result of t-test comparing academic performance of UTME and DE students in genery]
) - o COUI%& 8

Faculty of Education, University of Ilorin, Kwara state, Nigeria

1 "ariables N Mean SD D T-Cal. T-Crit. P-Value Do
UTME 1373 3.27 0.49 =

_ 1371 350 1.96 0.001 Ret
DE 433 3.84 0.89 Fe

Significant P< 0.05

Table 4 shows the p-value is 0.001 while the level of significance is 0.05. Since the level of significin
.- . . . : 1Lance
hesis is thereby rejected. This implies that there was signiiy

greater than the p-value, hence, the hypot
Tertiary and Matriculation Board (UTME) and Dieo

difference in the academic performance of Unified
Entry students 10 general courses in University of Ilorin, Kwara State, Nigeria.

H.2. There 1s no significant difference between the academic performance of UTME and D E studens o

faculty courses in Faculty of Education, University of llorin.

Table 5: Result of t-test comparing academic performance of UTME and DE students in faculty cousses

Faculty of Educaton, University of Tlorin, Kwara State, Nigeria
17 ariableS N Mean SD Df T-Cal. T-Crit. P-Valne Deasion
UTME 1373 2.285 0.47
1371 2127 1.96 0.001 Rejected
DE 433 3.79 0.63
Significant P< 0.05

0.001 and the level of significance is 0.05. Since the p-value is lower “'"‘lf‘“:

Table 5 shows the p-value 1$ -
Jevel of significance, the hypothesis which states that there is no significant difference between the JL'“
performance of UTME and D E srudents in faculty courses in Faculty of Educaton, Universi® =
thereby is rejected. This means that there was significant difference between the academic perfor™
UTME and D E students in faculty courses in Faculty of Education, University of lorin.

TI\IF, ‘,lﬂd D} _i[‘.l\i;'!-‘-

I\ of &

Hos. There 15 no significant difference between the academic performance of U

departmemal courses in Faculty of Education, University of llorin.

journal of the Department of Educational Foundations, University of Port Harcourt = Nige™
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Table 6: Difference in academic { i
. ‘ mic pertormance of UTME and DE stud i
in Faculty of Education, University of llorin i Deprrmenemee

N Meun D N T -
1373 24 004 = FCr Sig St Dession
1371 T
DI 433 258 o7 Rl 00 Accepted

Not significant P>0.05

Table 6 shows the p-value of 0.07 is ereate .

b the level of P - . ts greater than the level of signiticance of 0.03. Since the p-value 1 greater
an the level © \mu 1Icance - K .

I i e L”tl-\t h“pk‘th(\l\ which states that there is no sigauficant difference benween the

aca emuc pertormance ot

cad P [E and DE students in departmental courses in Faculty of Education

Universie of llona 1s not reje e

demu " perf £ i'l\;‘:d. This means that there was no significant difterence berween the
weademic performance o
f = * P A _ wd DE students o departmental courses Faculty of Educaton
University of Hlonn. .

Discussion of Findings
is which stated that there is no significant difference in the acadenuc performance of students

The hypothest

who are admuitted into the University through Unified Ternary and \Matriculation Board (UTME) and Direct
Enty (DE) students in Faculty of Educaton, Univessity of llonn, Tlonn, Kawara Stare, Nigena was rejected.
that there was significant difference in the acadenuc performance of the UTME and DE
difference was more pronounced 1n the tfaculey
dents have the advantage of

This means

students in Faculty of Educaton Unwverstty of lloan. The

urses COMP: ared to department al courses. This may be because the De s

lier expenience in college of edm.mon or polvtechnics _from The findings 1s smular to the findings of
henween students admutted through Direct

h ¢ difference emerged
qunaton (UTME) students 1 the general

Entrv (DE) students and Unifed Ternary Matmculanon Exar
<es have been oftered by the students thar attended Colleges of Fducation or

cO

ear
Ishola (2011) who discov ered that mas

courses because most the cours

Polvtechnics.
there was significant difference i the academic
performance of smudents who are through Unified Tertiary Mamculanon
(UTME) and Direct Eamry (DE} of course in Faculty of Educanon,
Nigena. The faculty courses are those general courses offered by all
os of Adelodun (2010) who was of the optrzon

The findings of this smudy revealed that
admitted into the University
Examnanon | smudents in Faculoy
University of llonn, llodn, Kwara State,
on. This confirmed the finding
demuc performance of students who are

UTME) and Direct Entry (DE) 1n the

students 1n faculty of educan
admurted 1nto the
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i the academic pert
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The findings of this study
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formance of students who are
E) and Direct Entry

wﬂlnL ant difference in the acadenmuc pe ertormance of

arv \(atniculanon Fxamunanon (UTME)
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h stated that there 1s N0 S
through U nified Teru
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The hypothesis whict
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) A e growP ¥ ce in university examinations: | ‘
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of the experience the Direct Entry ‘ P ver i £ o e
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Recommendations

Based on the findings
There is need for higher €
e of entry of students. So,

of the study,

ducation p

mod that the programmes W
other;

There is need for students that are admitted through Unified Tertiary Matriculation Fxamination (UTME

d extra-curricular activities that will enhance their performance and

4 waste. To this end

1.

led that no form of education 1s

1.
to undergo orientation programmes an
meet up with their DE counterpart. The study revea
parents should allow their children to attend Colleges of Education, Monotechnics and Polytechnics
which can further prepare them for University Education;
i, Since DE students performed better, government should consider given more quota to direct entry
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