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ABSTRACT

This study determined the effect of socio-economics background on academic performance of biology students. Specifically, the study aimed to ascertain the relationship between socio-economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student, to ascertain the effect of socio-economic background on student performance on biology, to ascertain the relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology. The study adopted the random sampling techniques in selecting the sample size of 133. The instrument used is questionnaire. The instrument was validated by two experts in the school of science Education. The reliability of the instrument was obtained data. Data obtained were analyzed using frequencies and percentages and the hypotheses were tested using chi-square. The result showed that socio-economic background of the Biology students affects their academic performance of the students in Biology to a high extent. Parent educational background has effect on the academic performance of the students in Biology and there are measures that the students in Biology can take to improve their academic performance. The study therefore recommended that counsellors should be recruited to various secondary schools to help guide and counsel the students from poor socio-economic background and their should be uniformity in teachers  dealing with the students from the different background. Also, parents should continue getting involved in their children’s academic progress by monitoring their activities in and out of school, ensuring that home work is done, providing all necessary materials they need in school and meeting with their teachers when the need arises.
CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Background of the study

Education is the best legacy a nation can give to her citizens especially the youth. This is because the development of any nation or community depends youth. This is because the development of any nation or community depends largely on the quality of education of such a nation. It is generally believed that the basis for any true development must commence with the development of human resources. Much then is said formal education remains the vehicle for social-economic development and social mobilization in any witnessed prolong military rule and aborted civilian administrations, which necessitude the promulgation of decrees, edicts and levels. The inconsistence continuation of government, due to coup de tat de-emphasized the continuity in the implementation of educational laws and polices since 1970’s till the present time. This gradually laid the foundation of fallen standard in education at the primary and secondary school levels (Shittu, 2004) Frequently changes of ministers and commissioners of education by successive government coupled with the politicization of education by political parties that emerged in the country’s political parties that emerged in the country’s political scene 1979 have also brought about disparity in educational practices, which caused differential academic performance and classroom functioning of both teachers and students, from state to state.Material academic performance and classroom function of both teachers and students from state to state. According to Olotu (1994) in the quest of finding survival feet, the nation has evolved series o socio-economic and educational measures and policies such as structural adjustment programmes (SAP), Austerity measures, universal primary education (UPE), Universal Basic education (UBE) and devaluation of the Naira. .These measures have not improved the social economic and educational status of families in the country. They have rather increased their suffering, and widened the socio-economic gaps between families.Johnson (1996) lamented that parents become poor due to there hard measures such that they can no longer provide shelter, clothing and special need of their children in school/such as provision of text books . school uniforms and good medical care and so on high level of illiteracy, poverty and law socio-economic status coupled with high rate of paternal and maternal deprivation of student academic needs which was necessitated by poor socio-economics situation of the country has thrown many farmers and other ruler dwellers into untold financial problems such as poverty, lack of money to purchase necessary text books and working materials for their kids. Also many rural and sub-urban dwellers can no longer pay the school students to deposit of school to engage in subsistence farming and become housemaids or engage in other mental jobs to support their academic pursuit. Hence, many student have since taken schooling as a secondary assignment and school attendance or rational basis. According to PISA (progamme international student Assessment, 2000) influences academic and educational success of students and schoolwork, while socio-economic status reinforces the activities and functioning of the teachers and students. From the above, it is reversed that the quality of parents and home background of student goes a long way to predict the quality and regularity of the satisfaction and provision of a child’s functional survival and academic needs. poor parental care with gross deprivation of social and economic needs of a child, usually yield poor academic performance of the child. On the other hand, where a child suffers parental and material deprivation and care due to divorce or death, or ascending of one of the parents the child schooling may be financially buoyant to pay school fees, purchase books uniforms, such child may play truant, thus his performances in school may be adversely affected (Shittu, 2004). Similarly, good parenting supported by strong economic home background could enhance strong academic performance of the child.
This further predicts academic performance where the child is properly counseled in the choice of his/her courses and vocation that matches his mental ability, interest and capacity where as the children to the care of the illiterate mothers will find themselves roaming about the street laboring to make ends meet. Danesy and Okediran (2012) lamented that street hawking among young school students have psychologically imposed other problems, like sex networking behavior, Juvenile delinquent behavior, which takes much of the student school time that necessitated the poor academic performance and drop out syndrome noticed among young school students. Nevertheless, they also lamented that the materials and patterned deprivation of the essential needs of the young student have prompted their poor performance in public examination, such as JSSC, WAEC and NECO. 

Learning Environment: The learning environment that is free of Barriers, or obstacles or distractions such as noise, gas/smoke pollutions and so on can constitute a health hazards, which in turn affect or reduces student’s concentration or perceptual or conceptual focus to learning (spr in thrall, 1987). Markets and garages located near school have always posed a threat to students. Noise and pollution from these sources have always endangered students’ life and concentration. Therefore for an effective learning and high academic performance, schools a both ruler and sub-urban and urban areas should be located off zones, characterized with smoke/ gas pollutions, market centers or garages. As conducive learning environments stimulate learning, understanding and high perception. Other factors according to Danes (2004, complementing environmental and socio-economic factors to produce high academic achievements and performance include good teaching, counseling, good administration, good seating arrangement and good building. Dilapidating buildings lacking mental stimulating facilities that are characterized with low or no seating arrangement will also be destructive. Danes, however, lamented that the innovative environment do stimulate head start learning and mental perception, not only that, it has also been proved that student that come from simulative environment with laboratory equipments or those that are taught with rich instructional aides, pictures and allowed to demonstrate using their functional nerves like, eyes, hands, and sense of taste. Performed better than those trained under theoretical and canopy of abstraction. Thus teaching and learning should be done under organized, planned and fortified environment with learning instructional aides to stimulate students sense of conception, and concentration to facilitate systematic understanding and acquisition of knowledge in them. Furthermore, it has been played that some factors which are present in the family contribute greatly to the academic performance of the student. Among these are parental educational background income exposure, parental relationship, with each other strength of the family determines to a greater extent the readiness of the child to learn. Never the less, the influence of other factor like mental and physical disabilities can account for poor family background being an umbrella in the initiation of the child in the world should provide favorable conditions which will improve the academic performance of the child irrespective of the constraints encountered in the academic pursuits. Furthermore, it has been X-rayed that some factors which are present in the family contributed greatly to the performance of the student. Among these are parental educational background, income, exposure parental relationship with each other strength of the family/ population, religion sex difference action, occupation etc. the interplay of these factors in the family determines the to a greater extent the readiness of the child to lean. Nevertheless, the influence of other factor like mental and physical disabilities can account for poor academic performance in biology. In the whole, the family background being an umbrella in the inflation of the child into the world should provide favorable conditions which will improve the academic performance of the child, irrespective of the constraints encountered in his academic pursuits.

Statement Of The Problem

Observations and reports from examination bodies like WAEC, NECO and Jamb revealed that a high percentage of secondary school students continue to do poorly in biology examinations. This poor performance is likely to be caused by some factors such as lack of parental care, poverty and lack of interest in education hence. This study sought to investigate the extent to which these variables determine the biology achievement of secondary school students in Bwari Area council Abuja.

Objective Of The Study

The objectives of the study are;

To ascertain the relationship between socio economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student

To ascertain the effect of socio economic background on student performance on biology

To ascertain the relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology

Research Hypotheses

For the successful completion of the study, the following research hypotheses were formulated by the researcher;  

H0: there is no relationship between socioeconomic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student 

H1:  there is no relationship between socioeconomic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student 

H02: there is no relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology

H2: there is relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology

Significance Of The Study

This study will give a clear insight on the effect of socioeconomic background on academic performance of secondary school biology student. The study will be of benefit to students, teachers and the general public. The study will also serve as a reference to other researchers that will embark on this topic

Scope And Limitation Of The Study

The scope of the study covers the effect of socioeconomic background on academic performance of secondary school biology students. The researcher encounters some constrain which limited the scope of the study;

a) AVAILABILITY OF RESEARCH MATERIAL: The research material available to the researcher is insufficient, thereby limiting the study


b) TIME: The time frame allocated to the study does not enhance wider coverage as the researcher has to combine other academic activities and examinations with the study.

c) Organizational privacy: Limited Access to the selected auditing firm makes it difficult to get all the necessary and required information concerning the activities.   

Definition Of Terms 

Social Economic Status: This is the term used to distinguish between people’s relative position, rank in relation to others in the society in terms of family income, political power, educational back ground and occupational prestige.

Academic Performance: This is referred to as the result of a task given to student in an academic environment.
Organization Of The Study

This research work is organized in five chapters, for easy understanding, as follows: Chapter one is concern with the introduction, which consist of the (overview, of the study), historical background, statement of problem, objectives of the study, research hypotheses, significance of the study, scope and limitation of the study, definition of terms and historical background of the study. Chapter two highlights the theoretical framework on which the study is based, thus the review of related literature. Chapter three deals on the research design and methodology adopted in the study. Chapter four concentrate on the data collection and analysis and presentation of finding.  Chapter five gives summary, conclusion, and recommendations made of the study   

CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

2.1 Factors that affect academic performance

Determinants  of  students'  performance  have  been  the  subject  of  ongoing  debate  among educators, academics, and policy makers. There have been many studies that sought to examine this  issue  and  the  findings  of  these  studies  point  out  to hard  work and  discipline,  previous schooling,  parents’  education,  family  income  and  self  motivation  as  factors  that  can  explain differences  in  students'  grades.  For  example,  Siegfried  and  Fels  (1979)  concluded  that  the student’s aptitude is the most important determinant of his/her learning. In a study of high school students who are in an economics class and want to take another economics course, Beron (1990) found that there is a link between the perceived usefulness of an additional course in economics and the performance of the students in a current economics course.  Gender wise, Williams et al (1992)  found  no  evidence  to  support  the  hypothesis  that  significant  and  consistent  gender 3 differences exist in college students' performance on economic exams. Romer (1993) found that class attendance is reflected significantly on the students’ GPA. Anderson and Benjamin (1994) found that the most important factors that affect students' performance in university introductory economics course were the overall achievement level and taking a course in calculus.  With regard to gender, they found that male students outperform their female counterpart. Kennedy and  Tay  (1994)  concluded  in  their  survey  article  that  the  research  on  the  factors  affecting students’  performance  in  economics  points  out  to  student’s  aptitude  as  the  most  important determinant  of learning.   Study  effort,  age  of  student,  and  a  good  match  between  student’s learning style and  instructor’s teaching  style  all have positive effect on student's performance. Cohn et al (1995) found that memory and note-taking affect learning in the introductory courses in economics.  Devadoss and Foltz (1996) studied the effects of previous GPA, class attendance, and  financial  status  on  the  performance  of  students  of  some  agriculture  economics  related courses. They concluded that previous GPA and motivation affect positively the current GPA. They  also  found  that  students  who  support  themselves  financially  are  likely  to  have  better performance. Zimmer and Fuller (1996) in their survey article of the factors affecting students' performance in statistics found that statistics anxiety and attitude, and computer experience are linked to students' performance in statistics courses.  Ellis et al (1998) in their study on the factors affecting student performance in principles of economics, found that the likelihood of a student making a grade of A or B significantly decreases as the number of absences increases; when the student is a member of fraternity or sorority; and as the number of credit hours carried by the student during the semester increases. On the other hand, the chance of a student making an A or  B in the  course significantly increases with having taken a calculus  course; a higher GPA;  and higher SAT  scores.  Lane and Porch  (2002) studied the  factors affecting students' 4 performance on  an introductory undergraduate financial accounting course and found that age and  students  attitude  toward  accounting  have  significant  effect  on  students'  performance.  Karemera (2003) found  that students' performance  is significantly  correlated with satisfaction with  academic  environment  and  service  received. He  also  found  that  the  existence  of professional  development  programs  and  internship  opportunities  are  associated  with  better academic performance. With regard to background variables, he found a positive effect of high school performance and school achievement while there was no statistical evidence of significant association between family income level and academic performance.

2.2
Student Role Performance

Student Role Performance (SRP) is how well an individual fulfills the role of a student in an educational institution. SRP involves factors such as, sex of the student, students’ race/ethnicity, school effort, extracurricular activities, deviant behavior, and student disabilities. The affect that sex has on a student’s academic achievement has been debated and heavily researched over the past several decades (Chambers and Schreiber 2004, Eitle 2005). Past research has indicated an academic achievement gap between the sexes, with boys ahead of girls. However, more recent research has shown that the achievement gap has been narrowing and that in some instances girls have higher academic achievement than boys (Chambers and Schreiber 2004). For example, girls have been found to exert more effort at school, leading to better school performance (Ceballo, McLoyd, and Toyokawa 2004). Additionally, studies show that girls perform better in reading than males (Eitle 2005). But, males are found to outperform females in mathematics and science (Eitle 2005). Still, other research has found little to no difference in achievement between the sexes. (Chambers and Schreiber 2004). Race has been shown to play a major role in the life of a student (Battle & Lewis 2002, Crosnoe, Johnson, and Elder 2004a, Tam and Basset 2004, Seyfried 1998). Numerous studies have found non-White, minority students to be at a disadvantage and to reach lower academic achievement than Whites (Battle et al 2002, Crosnoe et al 2004, Tam et al 2004, Seyfried 1998). In particular African-American and Hispanic students have lower test scores. For example, African-American students scored significantly lower on the 1991-1992 SAT assessments than White students (Seyfried 1998). African-American students are also more likely to be placed in lower academic groupings and less likely to be in academic groups for “gifted” students (Seyfried 1998). Both African-American and Hispanic students are more likely to feel disconnected from their school and peers which leads to lower academic achievement (Crosnoe et al 2004a). Research also shows that African-American students tend to invest less in school and therefore do not perform as well as White students Crosnoe et al 2004a). It is thought that minority students, especially African-American students come to expect discrimination in school and believe that racial prejudice will outweigh their effort (Battle and Lewis 2002). This lack of investment in school has been connected not to a lack of ability, but rather, a reaction to the racial prejudice and discrimination that minority students face in the classroom and other areas of life (Battle and Lewis 2002, Seyfried 1998). William Carbonaro defines school effort as “ the amount of time and energy that students expend in meeting the formal academic requirements established by their teacher and/or school” (2005). Carbonaro (2005) has also identified three different types of school effort. These are: rule oriented effort (showing up to and behaving in class), procedural effort (meeting specific class demands such as completing assignments on time), and intellectual effort (critically thinking about and understanding the curriculum). It is expected that a student who puts forward significant effort in all three categories will perform the best (Carbonaro 2005). And studies have shown that school effort is an indicator of academic performance (Ceballo et al 2004, Carbonaro 2005). Typically effort has been positively linked with test scores and academic performance in both direct and indirect ways. Some studies have shown that high student effort leads to greater educational values, which in turn indirectly affects student performance (Ceballo et al 2004, Carbonaro 2005). Effort has also been linked to higher student grade point averages (GPA) (Carbonaro 2005). Effort has been measured in a variety of ways ranging from time spent on homework to attentiveness in class and all have been positively linked with school performance (Carbonaro 2005). A consensus on whether or not a student participating in extracurricular activities, such as sports or clubs, will have a positive effect on academic performance has not been reached. From a theoretical point of view extracurricular activities are viewed as boosting academic performance (Hunt 2005). James Coleman’s multiple role theory posits that extracurricular activities provide additional, complimentary roles for a student that benefits the student academically because the added role of athlete, for example, increases self-esteem and overall participation/interest in school, which can boost grades (Hunt 2005). The leading crowd theory hypothesizes that participating in activities outside of class raises one’s status and creates bonds with teachers and therefore enhances academic performance (Hunt 2005). Sports participation in particular has been linked to higher student GPA’s, higher attendance records, and fewer disciplinary actions (Miller, Melnick, Barnes, Farrell, and Sabo 2005). Participation in basketball has also been found to decrease the chances of African American male students dropping out of school (Miller et al 2005). However, more recent studies have begun to point out that good students often seek out and choose to participate in extracurricular activities. In other words, the good grades are not a result of the extracurricular activity, but rather an indicator of whether or not a student will participate in an activity (Hunt 2005 & Miller et al 2005). Student deviance and delinquency have been linked to academic outcomes (Murdock, Anderman, and Hodge 2000, Voelkl, Welte, and Wieczorek 1999). Deviant behavior ranges from less severe acts such as disorderly conduct in the classroom to more severe acts like committing criminal offenses (Voelkl et al 1999). Poor academic performance is often accompanied with deviant behavior. It is not clear, however, which comes first. That is, whether delinquency causes poor school performance or if poor academic achievement leads to withdrawl from school and into delinquent behavior (Voelkl et al 1999). But, low school grades are one of the strongest predictors of delinquent behavior (Voelkl et al 1999). Truancy has also been connected to poor grades and additional behavior problems (Voelkl et al 1999). It has also been found that students who do well in school are less likely to be deviant (Voelkl et al 1999). Lastly, deviant behavior is also linked to dropping out of school (Voelkl et al 1999).

2.3 Class And Socio-Economic Status 

Some scholars in sociology perceive class as more about lifestyles of people since it determines even the ‘birth weight and cause of death, when to marry and whom to marry... (Conley, Strully and Bloom, 2003) cited in Hout (2007:2). This line of argument clearly portrays division (Wright, 1997; Giddens, 2005; and Bob, 2008). The reason is that class societies are formed primarily between two opposing classes, one stronger and the other weaker (Giddens, 2005 and Bob, 2008). This implies that class portrays a master-servant relationship, and this explains why the rich in society wants to ‘rule’ the poor because by virtue of their wealth they are influential and powerful in their communities (Giddens, 2005; and Bob, 2008). Socio-economic status is the social standing of an individual in society with respect to his or her level of education, income, type of occupation and general quality of life. It also includes his or her access to goods and services in the market place. The upper-class ‘persons are influential and powerful in their communities’ (Ornstein and Levine, 2006:320). On the other hand, people with low socio-economic statuses are seen as ‘low in prestige and power’. Indeed, the factors that determine one’s class may vary from one society to another and even within the same society. Studies have established that there is a ‘strong relationship between social class and educational achievement’ (Ornstein and Levine, 2006:320). They note that different studies have proved that ‘working-class students have performed less well than middle and upper- class students’. In support of this argument, Mooney, et al.(2007:263) are of the view that ‘one of the best predictors of educational success and attainment is socioeconomic status’. The upper class is the highest on the class structure. This is sub-divided into upper-upper class and lower-upper class (Warner, 1949; Coleman and Rainwater, 1978). The upperupper class people are born into rich families (Warner 1949, Coleman and Rainwater, 1978) which probably implies they inherited their wealth from family members. Coleman and Rainwater (1978) describe them as people who have college degrees with a household income level of over $60,000 as at 1978. Thompson and Hickey (2005), consider the upper class as group of people who have control over the nation’s economic resources and political affairs. One characteristic of the upper class is that they have a united front. Just as Marx observes that the proletariat or the suffering masses who became ‘more conscious of their shared class position and common interest of overthrowing capitalism’ and therefore mobilized themselves to ‘resist capitalist exploitation’ (Bob, 2008:56). This means class society embraces solidarity and may aim at protecting their positions in society (Hout, 2007; and Bob, 2008). The lower-upper class are individuals who have made it by dint of hard work either through education, entrepreneurship and other high paid jobs (Warner, 1949 and Coleman and Rainwater, 1978), unlike the upper-upper class who are born into it or inherited it. This class consists of successful elites, top professionals, senior corporate executives, entrepreneurs among others. They have degrees from good Colleges and their household income is in excess of $60,000 (Coleman and Rainwater, 1978). The second category of people on the social structure is the middle class. The middle class is made up of individuals of an upper middle class who are professionals, managers and small business owners who have distinguished themselves through high educational attainment and are economically secured; and the lower middle class, consists of semiprofessionals such as technical workers, technicians, sales personnels and clerical workers (Ornstein and Levine, 2006:320). Even though the groups overlap, there are major differences between them. The lower middle class have low educational attainment with considerable less autonomy at the work place, and lower incomes compared to the upper middle class (Thompson and Hickey, 2005 and Gilbert, 1998). This class is made up of people with technical and lowerlevel management ranks such as craft peoples who work for the middle class (Williams, Swayer, and Wahlstrom, 2005). However, sociologists like Gilbert, Henslin, Hickey, and Thompson have indicated that the upper middle class constitutes 15% of the American population. This is a reasonable percentage of the American population, it is therefore, no wonder that Gilbert (1997) indicated that the upper middle class has grown over the years and this has resulted in a change in its composition. He notes that the secret of their success is the increasing awareness of the importance of education and certification. They are noted to have graduate degrees such as Masters in Business Administration and PhDs. They usually have income levels that exceed $100,000 per household (US Census, 2005). The last stratum on the social structure is the working class. This is divided into upper working class who include skilled craft workers and lower working class made up of unskilled workers (Ornstein and Levine, 2006). They observed that ‘skilled workers may be either middle class or working class’, taking into consideration their education, income, and other factors such as the community in which the people live (Ornstein and Levine, 2006:320). Studies conducted reveal that the working class constitute about 53% of the American population (Gilbert 1998; and Thompson and Hickey, 2005). One can therefore say that a larger percentage of the population is in the working class. A situation like this makes occupation an important determinant of class than income (Levine, 1998). In addition, Ornstein and Levine have identified another social class they call underclass’ which can be identified with Coleman and Rainwater’s (1978) the bottom class within the working classes 

2.4 Effects Of Parental Occupation On Children’s Academic Performance

Parental occupation has a significant effect on children‟s academic achievement. Good parental occupation has a positive effect on the academic achievement of students. The (Saifi and Mehmood 2011) study on the effect of socio-economic status on students‟ achievement in which they used income, parents‟ education and occupation, material possessed at home, transport and servants as the indicators of socio-economic status. Data were analyzed by applying percentages. The findings revealed that parental education, occupation and facilities at home affect the student‟s achievement. Employment for majority of the people means economic security through earning and access to financial resources (Hassan (2009). Parental employment is expected to have significant effect on the welfare of their children. Bakken (2003), points out that, as far as academic performance is concerned, parental occupation might have both positive and negative impact. Firstly, the source of income is essential for meeting the child‟s educational needs as well as participating in social activities. On the other hand possessing a job also reduces the time available for parents to spend with their children and to involve themselves in their life at school. Each household needs to strike a balance that optimizes their time use. Research studies from studies of Mehmood&Saifi (2001) & Hassan (2009) available indicate that there is a relationship between occupational status and academic performance. Lal (1967) undertook a study to investigate the relationship of parental occupation with academic achievement. The sample of the study consisted of 1359 randomly selected high school students (age range 14 to 17 years), studying in 22 urban and six rural secondary schools in Lucknow District. The study showed that there was a positive relationship between the level of parental occupation and mean high school marks. It was also seen that the difference in the mean achievement scores of the students belonging to different occupational groups were statistically significant. Analysis of covariance showed that this relationship held good even when intelligence (measured by progressive matrices test) was held constant. According to Kalil (2005), high occupational status people have more resources to meet the needs of their homes, while the low occupational status people have limited resources for the same. An unstable or insufficient fund limits families‟ ability to purchase resources and goods (schooling, housing, food and cognitively enriched learning environment) that are critical for successful development and academic performance. Research by Conger, Ge, Elder, Lorenz & Simons ((1984), Elder &Caspi (1988), also established that parents of low occupational status may not feel free with or capable of assisting their children in school work. The researchers further report that these parents may not become involved in their children‟s schooling in ways that enhance performance. Hill et al, (2004) notes that parents of low occupational status have been known to destruct schools or even go to the extent of monitoring rather than collaborating with school due to perceived or actual discrimination of their children by the school. Jordan & Plank (2000) found out that lack of guidance and support from parents of low occupational status used the primary reason that low income, middle school students were less likely to attend college despite the parents‟ aspirations and involvements. Lower academic performances, completion of fewer years of schooling and lower career aspirations were associated with adolescents from lower socio-economic status backgrounds and ethnic minorities in America Hill et al, (2004). Trusty (1999) reports that children from homes with low income, due to low parental occupations, may model their parents‟ lower levels of educational attainment. They may not work hard to attain high grades in school. He further observes that the link between academic performance and future occupational success may be less clear for children from low socioeconomic status homes. Increased reliance on public assistance and greater receipt of welfare income has been associated with children‟s lower academic achievement. This may be due to stigma, assets Kalil (2005). Unstable work and unemployment is psychologically stressful for parents, which in turn inhibits parents‟ emotional warmth and increases their erratic or disengaged behaviours. Ineffective parenting can lead to poorer adjustment in the children at school. Kalil (2005) & (Berlinget al.1999) hypothesized that watching one‟s parent experiencing job insecurity would be experienced as stressful and elicit feelings of uncertainty and powerlessness in children. Their results showed that undergraduates who perceive their parent to be insecure about their jobs are distracted cognitively and have worse academic performance. Kalil (2005), showed that fathers job losses predicts the probability that teenage children will be held back in grade or suspended from school. Trusty (1999) pointed out that children from parents with high occupational status have been known to model their parents‟ positive educational experiences and higher prestige occupations. They may serve as role models for the children‟s own occupational aspirations. From studies of Mehmood&Saifi (2001) and Hassan (2009), we notice that the study consisted of 1359 randomly selected high school students (age range 14 to 17 years), studying in 22 urban and six rural secondary schools in Lucknow District. There is a gap in that the students sampled in the 22 schools are urban inhabitants. My study will concentrate more on students studying in urban informal settlements and only compare the results with those from one private high cost secondary school. 

2.5 Theoretical Frame Work

For the purpose of this research, the investment theory and good parent’s theory are reviewed as theoretical framework for the situation. “Investment theory” Becker and Tomes (1979) in this theory the relationship between parents and children economic success is the result of biological and other endowments that parents pass on to their children, combined with what parents invest in their children. Endowment includes both genetic endowments such as a child’s sex and race, as well as “cultural” endowments such as values parents place on their children education. Parents invest both time and money in their children’s “human capital” especially by investing in their education, but also by purchasing health, good neighbours and other “input” that improve children future well-being. How much parents invest in their children is determined by their ability to finance investments (which is influenced by their income and access to capital) the return on investments in children may depend on children’s biological endowments, so these may also influence their willingness to invest in their children. According to Becker & Tomes (1979) if those children from [poor family background and those from the rich family have the same endowments and their parents have the same value and norms, the former are less likely than the later to succeed because the poor parents cannot afford to buy things that their children need such as food and medical care, and things that could help their children to get ahead, such as computers, music lessons and trips to interesting and educational places. Children whose basic materials need are not met have hard times acquiring the skills that help them succeed, and children whose parents cannot buy them the “extras” are at a competitive disadvantaged. The relevance to the investment theory to the study is the fact that the theory deals with the fundamental issues on how family affects or influences the educational achievement of children such as genetic endowment which include sex and race, cultural endowment such as the value parent place on their children education. For instance, sex as one of the generic endowments, some families or societies attached educational attainment with sex they prefer to invest in boys’ education than the girls. To them investing in girls education is merely a waste of resources, because eventually girls will get married to another family elsewhere. While on the other hand, some families invest more on girl’s education with the belief that he who educates a girl educates the entire society. In this case, any of the two views may likely affect the educational achievement of the opposite sex. Sex as one of the genetic endowment has a direct influence on a child educational achievement. The researcher viewed cultural endowment, such as the value parents placed on their children, some parents even the few privileged parents do not look at education or investing in their children education as important. Some parents prefer to invest in their business activities that will yield them quick turnover at the expense of their children future well-being. Whereas some parents spend their last penny just to ensure that their children acquire the best education. This may also affect or has a direct influence on a child educational achievement. “Good parent” theory - propounded by Adams & Singh (1980) holds that low income hurts children not because poor families have less money to invest in their children, but because low income reduce parents’ ability to be “good parents”. There are two versions of the theory. The parental stress version and the role model version. The “parental stress” version which dominates psychology holds that poverty is stressful and that stress diminishes parents’ ability to be supportive, consistent and involved in their children education. Poor parenting, in turn hurts the social and emotional development of children, which limits their education and social opportunities. The role model version emphasized parents’ interactions with their children but it does not necessarily imply that poor patents are stressed. Instead, it usually holds that low income parents develop values, norms and behaviours that are “dysfunctional” for success in the dominant culture. In this case their children in turn adopt their parents’ dysfunctional behavior; as a result, the children’s own chances of success decline. The parental stress model, stressed that when parental income increases parental stress declines and parenting skills improve. In this case both the stress and the role model version of the theory are quite relevant to the study in the sense that the stressed version deals with psychology, that stressed parents lacks concentration as a result, their ability to think positively towards their children social and emotional development decline which will have a serious effect on their children educational outcome. On the other hand, the role model version also acknowledges the poor family background or parents with low income develop negative values and norms toward their children academic achievement 

2.6
Measuring Socio-economic Status

Although SES has been at the core of a very active field of research, there seems to be an ongoing dispute about its conceptual meaning and empirical measurement in studies conducted with children and adolescents (Bornstein & Bradley, 2003). As White pointed out in 1982, SES is assessed by a variety of different combinations of variables, which has created an ambiguity in interpreting research findings. The same argument could be made today. Many researchers use SES and social class interchangeably, without any rationale or clarification, to refer to social and economic characteristics of students (Ensminger& Fothergill, 2003). In general terms, however, SES describes an individual’s or a family’s ranking on a hierarchy according to access to or control over some combination of valued commodities such as wealth, power, and social status (Mueller & Parcel, 1981). While there is disagreement about the conceptual meaning of SES, there seems to be an agreement on Duncan, Featherman, and Duncan’s (1972) definition of the tripartite nature of SES that incorporates parental income, parental education, and parental occupation as the three main indicators of SES (Gottfried, 1985; Hauser, 1994; Mueller & Parcel, 1981). Many empirical studies examining the relations among these components found moderate correlations, but more important, these studies showed that the components of SES are unique and that each one measures a substantially different aspect of SES that should be considered to be separate from the others (Bollen, Glanville, &Stecklov, 2001; Hauser & Huang, 1997). Parental income as an indicator of SES reflects the potential for social and economic resources that are available to the student. The second traditional SES component, parental education, is considered one of the most stable aspects of SES because it is typically established at an early age and tends to remain the same over time. Moreover, parental education is an indicator of parent’s income because income and education are highly correlated in the United States (Hauser & Warren, 1997). The third traditional SES component, occupation, is ranked on on the basis of the education and income required to have a particular occupation (Hauser, 1994). Occupational measures such as Duncan’s Socioeconomic Index (1961) produce information about the social and economic status of a household in that they represent information not only about the income and education required for an occupation but also about the prestige and culture of a given socioeconomic stratum. A fourth indicator, home resources, is not used as commonly as the other three main indicators. In recent years, however, researchers have emphasized the significance of various home resources as indicators of family SES background (Coleman, 1988; Duncan & Brooks-Gunn, 1997; Entwisle&Astone, 1994). These resources include household possessions such as books, computers, and a study room, as well as the availability of educational services after school and in the summer (McLoyd, 1998; Eccles, Lord, &Midgley, 1991; Entwisle&Astone). 

CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1
Research design

The researcher used descriptive research survey design in building up this project work the choice of this research design was considered appropriate because of its advantages of identifying attributes of a large population from a group of individuals. The design was suitable for the study as the study sought the effect of socio-economic background on academic performance of secondary biology students with special reference to Enugu North local government area.

3.2
Research Area

Enugu North is a Local Government Area in Enugu State, Nigeria. Its headquarters are in the city of Enugu. It has an area of 106 km² and a population of 244,852 at the 2006 census. It has been selected for this study

3.3
Sources of data collection 

Data were collected from two main sources namely:

(i)Primary source and 



(ii)Secondary source 



Primary source:


These are materials of statistical investigation which were collected by the research for a particular purpose. They can be obtained through a survey, observation questionnaire or as experiment; the researcher has adopted the questionnaire method for this study.

3.4
Population of the study 

Population of a study is a group of persons or aggregate items, things the researcher is interested in getting information the effect of socioeconomic background on academic performance of secondary school biology students. 200 teachers from selected secondary schools in Enugu North LGA were selected randomly by the researcher as the population of the study.

Table 3.1. Distribution of the population of schools selected

Showing the population of Secondary Schools in Enugu North Local government area.

	S/N
	Schools
	No. of teachers qualified for study enrolment.

	1
	Urban Girls' Secondary School Enugu
	22

	2 
	Queens School Enugu
	22

	3
	New Layout Secondary School, Enugu
	22

	4
	Metropolitan Girls' Secondary School, Enugu
	22

	5
	Government Secondary School Enugu
	22

	6
	Day Secondary School Independence Layout Enugu
	22

	7
	Community Secondary School Iva Valley Enugu
	22

	8
	Coal Camp Secondary School Enugu
	22

	9
	City Girls' Secondary School, Enugu
	24

	Total students enrolled in the study
	200


Sample and sampling procedure

Sample is the set people or items which constitute part of a given population sampling. Due to large size of the target population, the researcher used the Taro Yamani formula to arrive at the sample population of the study.

n= N

    1+N (e) 2

n= 200

1+200(0.05)2

= 200

1+200(0.0025) 

= 200               200

1+0.5      =      1.5       = 133.

3.5
Instrument for data collection 

The major research instrument used is the questionnaires. This was appropriately moderated. The secretaries were administered with the questionnaires to complete, with or without disclosing their identities. The questionnaire was designed to obtain sufficient and relevant information from the respondents. The primary data contained information extracted from the questionnaires in which the students were required to give specific answer to a question by ticking in front of an appropriate answer. The questionnaires contained structured questions which were divided into sections A and B.

3.6 Validation of the research instrument

The questionnaire used as the research instrument was subjected to face its validation. This research instrument (questionnaire) adopted was adequately checked and validated by the supervisor his contributions and corrections were included into the final draft of the research instrument used.

3.7
Method of data analysis

The data collected was not an end in itself but it served as a means to an end. The end being the use of the required data to understand the various situations it is with a view to making valuable recommendations and contributions. To this end, the data collected has to be analysed for any meaningful interpretation using the chi-square statistical tool.

CHAPTER FOUR

PRESENTATION ANALYSIS INTERPRETATION OF DATA

4.1 Introduction


Efforts will be made at this stage to present, analyze and interpret the data collected during the field survey.  This presentation will be based on the responses from the completed questionnaires. The result of this exercise will be summarized in tabular forms for easy references and analysis. It will also show answers to questions relating to the research questions for this research study. The researcher employed simple percentage in the analysis. 

Data Analysis 

The data collected from the respondents were analyzed in tabular form with simple percentage for easy understanding. 

A total of 133 (one hundred and thirty three) questionnaires were distributed and 133 questionnaires were returned.

Gender distribution of the respondents.

TABLE I

	Gender distribution of the respondents

	Response
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Female
	77
	57.9
	57.9
	57.9

	
	Male
	56
	42.1
	42.1
	100.0

	
	Total
	133
	100.0
	100.0
	


From the above table it shows that 57.9% of the respondents were female while 42.1% of the respondents were male. 

The positions held by respondents

TABLE II


	The positions held by respondents

	Response
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Principals   
	37
	27.8
	27.8
	27.8

	
	Vice principals adm
	50
	37.6
	37.6
	65.4

	
	Senior staff  
	23
	17.3
	17.3
	82.7

	
	Junior staff       
	23
	17.3
	17.3
	100.0

	
	Total
	133
	100.0
	100.0
	


 The above tables shown that 37 respondents which represents27.8% of the respondents are principals  respondents which represents 37.6 % are vice principals admini. 23 respondents which represents 17.3% of the respondents are senior staff, while 23 respondents which represent 17.3% of the respondents are junior staff

TEST OF HYPOTHESES

There is no relationship between socio-economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student

 Table III

	there is no relationship between socio economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student.

	Response 
	Observed N
	Expected N
	Residual

	Agreed
	40
	33.3
	6.8

	strongly agreed
	50
	33.3
	16.8

	Disagreed
	26
	33.3
	-7.3

	strongly disagreed
	17
	33.3
	-16.3

	Total
	133
	
	


	Test Statistics

	
	there is no relationship between socio-economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student

	Chi-Square
	19.331a

	Df
	3

	Asymp. Sig.
	.000

	a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected frequencies less than 5. The minimum expected cell frequency is 33.3.


Decision rule: 

There researcher therefore reject the null hypothesis which states that there is no relationship between socio-economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student as the calculated value of 19.331 is greater than the critical value of 7.82  

Therefore the alternate hypothesis is accepted that there is relationship between socio-economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student 

TEST OF HYPOTHESIS TWO

There is no relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology

   Table V

	there is no relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology

	Response 
	Observed N
	Expected N
	Residual

	Yes
	73
	44.3
	28.7

	No
	33
	44.3
	-11.3

	Undecided
	27
	44.3
	-17.3

	Total
	133
	
	


	Test Statistics

	
	there is no relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology



	Chi-Square
	28.211a

	Df
	2

	Asymp. Sig.
	.000

	a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected frequencies less than 5. The minimum expected cell frequency is 44.3.


Decision rule: 

There researcher therefore rejects the null hypothesis which states that there is no relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology as the calculated value of 28.211 is greater than the critical value of 5.99 

Therefore the alternate hypothesis is accepted which states there is relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology.

CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

5.1 Introduction

It is important to ascertain that the objective of this study was on the effect of socio-economic background on academic performance of secondary school biology student. In the preceding chapter, the relevant data collected for this study were presented, critically analysed and appropriate interpretation given. In this chapter, certain recommendations made which in the opinion of the researcher will be of benefits in addressing the challenges of socio-economic background on academic performance of secondary school biology students. 

5.2
Summary

This study was on the effect of socio economic background on academic performance of secondary school biology student. Three objectives were raised which included:To ascertain the relationship between socio-economic background and academic performance of secondary school biology student, to ascertain the effect of socio-economic background on student performance on biology, to ascertain the relationship between teachers qualification and student performance on biology.

In line with these objectives, two research hypotheses were formulated and two null hypotheses were posited. The total population for the study is 200 staff of selected secondary schools in Enugu North LGA. The researcher used questionnaires as the instrument for the data collection. Descriptive Survey research design was adopted for this study. A total of 133 respondents which includes principals,vice principals administration, senior staff and junior staff was used for the study. The data collected were presented in tables and analysed using simple percentages and frequencies

5.4 Conclusion

This study reveals that family background including family structure, parental occupation and parental education level had no significant influence on students’ achievement in biology. The implication of this is that parents of this age are more aware and serious about giving their children the best education they can irrespective of their own shortcomings. Most studies carried out earlier were showing significant influence of family background on students’ achievement. Consequently many researchers indicted parents as contributing to students’ poor performance in science, for example Okafor (2010). It is gratifying to note that things are changing for the better as regards family background influence on academic achievement as this study reveals. Perhaps from the foregoing, researchers should intensity their research efforts towards other possible factors in order to find lasting solution to the problem of poor performance in this very important subject called Biology.  

5.4
Recommendation

Based on the findings and discussion made above, the researchers recommend as follows:

Counsellors should be recruited to various secondary schools to help guide and counsel the students from poor SE background and their should be uniformity in teachers dealing with the students from the different background.

Parents should continue getting involved in their children’s academic progress by monitoring their activities in and out of school, ensuring that home work is done, providing all necessary materials they need in school and meeting with their teachers when the need arises. 

Since the findings of this study seem to suggest that parents, irrespective of their background status, are getting involved in their children’s academic work, they should be regularly informed of their children’s academic progress by the school authorities. 

Similar studies could be carried out in other states of the federation with different cultures to ascertain whether the same result will be obtained
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QUESTIONNAIRE 

INSTRUCTION

Please tick or fill in where necessary as the case may be. 

Section A

 Gender of respondent

A 
male

{  }

B 
female
{  }

Age distribution of respondents

21-30  {  }

31-40   {  }

41-50  {  }

51 and above { }

Marital status of respondents? 

married [   ]

single [   ] 

divorce [  ]

Educational qualification off respondents

SSCE/OND  {  }

HND/BSC    {  }

PGD/MSC    {  } 

PHD            {  }

Others……………………………….

Position held by the respondent in secondary school

Principal


{  }

Vice principal adm

{  }

Senior staff
{  }

Junior staff

{  }

How long have you been teaching?
0-2 years   {  }

3-5 years   {  }

6-11 years  {  }

11 years and above……….

SECTION B

 Government have reform educational sector

Agrees


{  }

Strongly agreed

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed
{  }

There is a significant influence of socio economic status on students’ academic performance

(a) Agrees



 {  }

(b) Strongly agreed

 {  }

(c) Disagreed               
 {  }

(d) Strongly disagreed

{  }

Do you think there is a significant relationship between the educational qualification of parents’ and students’ academic performance?

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }

There is no significant difference between environmental factors and students’ academic performance

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }

Not all student like biology? 

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }

There is no significant effects of SES on students’ social adjustment.

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }

There is no relationship between socio economic status and academic performance

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }

 There is effect of socio economic status of parent on student

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }

Do you think that teachers qualification has a relationship with student’s performance?

Agreed 


{  }

Strongly agreed 

{  }

Disagreed 


{  }

Strongly disagreed 
{  }



