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Lately, basic school pupils have performed poorly in the Basic Education Certificate Examination (BECE) as well as in their end
of term examinations and this necessitated an enquiry into the phenomenon. The study used the cross-sectional study design. The
sample size was 195. The study collected data using a questionnaire. Data analysis involved using descriptive statistics. The study
found that largely pupils from academically performing and nonacademically performing schools have similar perceptions about
causes of poor academic performance. Again, the combined effect of home and school environmental factors emerged as the major
contributor to poor academic performance. The study recommends that providing a conducive home environment for the pupils,
tackling pupil and teacher related factors, would help to ensure that poor academic performance is a thing of the past.

1. Introduction

For students to achieve high academic laurels, they need to
believe that they can learn and that what they are learning
is useful, relevant, and meaningful for them and for the
society at large [1]. The learning environment must therefore
be conducive for students to be able to achieve this goal.
The learning environment is twofold, home and school.
The parents or guardians of these pupils are responsible for
providing the right home environment that will facilitate
effective learning for their wards [2], so are the school
authorities.This, however, might not continue as most pupils
are unable to pass their exams with distinction. This is
attributable to certain hindrances they meet as they learn.

In this regard, in Nigeria, both parents and government
are in total agreement that their huge investment in education
is not yielding the desired results as the Senior Secondary
Certificate Examination results have continuously shown that
students are performing poorly [3]. For example, the pass
rate between 2004 and 2007 has not gone beyond 47%
for both Mathematics and English [3]. Similarly, the pupils’

performance at the Basic Education Certificate Examination
(BECE) in the Northern Region of Ghana is erratic and has
not exceeded 50%pass rate since 2007 to date. For instance, in
2007, the pass rate was 47.6%which declined to 40.1% in 2008
and further to 39.8% in 2009 [4].Thepass rate for the BECE in
2010, however, experienced a slight increase to 46.4%, but the
figure consistently dropped to 41.1% in 2012 [4]. The critical
issue is what is causing this phenomenon in spite of the
efforts put in by the government and nongovernmental orga-
nizations (NGOs) to boost performance at the BECE in the
Northern Region. Some of the NGOs working in this regard
include the Federation of African Women in Education, the
Campaign for Female Education, and Regional Advisory
and Information Network [5]. Similarly, the poor academic
performance in BECE at the regional level is replicated at the
study locations. In the central Gonja district, in 2008, the pass
rate for the BECE was 36.5% which dipped to 34.2% in 2010
and further to 29.8% in 2013 [4] and the same is reflected
in pupils’ end of term examinations. Similarly, in the Karaga
district, in 2010, the pass rate for the BECE was 46.3% which
dropped to 39.3% in 2012 and further to 29.4% in 2013 [4].
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The issue is what could be accounting for this decline in
academic performance.

This phenomenon of poor academic performance of
pupils has sparked off series of research to find out the
learning environmental factors that might trigger this sit-
uation in order to develop strategies to arrest the canker.
Many of those studies have considered the learning factors
from the perspective either of the home environment or of
the school environment. The variables in the home learning
environment usually investigated include family structure,
parental involvement, socioeconomic status of parents, and
level of education of parents [6–10]. Studies on school
environmental factors usually centred on teacher qualifica-
tion, teacher availability, class size, availability of teaching
and learning materials, monitoring, contact hours, school
ownership (i.e., private or public),motivation of teachers, and
teachers absenteeism/commitment to duty [11–15] neglecting
the home based factors. Nonetheless, these variables are not
independent of one another as they all complement one
another to influence effective learning, which triggers the
phenomenon of poor academic performance. This creates
a knowledge gap which this study seeks to fill. Equally
important is that the pupils are in a dilemma because they
are at a loss as both fronts that they can rely on to achieve
academic excellence are rather those that do not support
effective learning, thereby causing their academic downfall.

Also, most of the studies on the learning environmental
factors influencing academic success have focused on the
universities and secondary schools [3, 11, 16–19] neglecting
the basic schools. Only few studies [10, 20, 21] have centred
on basic schools pupils’ academic performance. For example,
a study looked at academic performance at the basic school,
but in that study only factors from the home environment
were a matter of concern [10]. Similarly, a study was con-
ducted on junior high school pupils’ residential needs and
their academic performance [20]. This study also focused
basically on the homebased factors of academic performance.
This necessitates examining pupils’ learning from the joint
perspective of the home and school environments at the basic
school level.

2. Literature Review

This section provides a discourse on learning, home learning
environment, school learning environment, combined effect
of home and school environmental factors on learning of
pupils and conceptual framework.

2.1. Learning. The environment in which learning occurs
must be conducive. Such learning environments include the
home and school.

2.2. Home Learning Environment. Home learning environ-
ment refers to conditions that prevail in the home or
community of a pupil that may hinder or promote learning.
The discourse on home environmental factors that influence
learning primarily focuses on family structure, parental
involvement in pupils’ academic work, income level of family,

and parental level of education. The empirical lines of
evidence of the above areas are below.

Family structure is an important variable that influences
the learning of pupils at home [6, 10, 18] but some studies
found contrary evidence in that regard [22]. With respect
to family as a factor, in a study in the Wa Municipality of
Ghana, it was discovered that pupils who come from two-
parent homes performed academically better than those that
are from single-parent homes [10]. This was because the
two-parent families provided better learning environment
for their children. Likewise, other researchers examined the
effects of family structure and parenthood on the academic
performance of Nigerian university students [6]. The results
showed that significant differences existed between the aca-
demic performance of students from single-parent family and
those from two-parent family structures. Furthermore, the
impact of family structure on the academic performance of
university students was studied and significant differences
in academic performance of male and female students com-
pared on the two types of family structures were found [18].
On the contrary, a discovery was made that there is no
significant difference between the academic performance of
students from single-parent families and those from two-
parent families [22]. This literature suggest that findings on
the family as one of the causes of poor academic performance
is not yet conclusive.

Research has indicated that high level of parental involve-
ment in children’s education positively affects their learning
potentials [7–10, 23]. For example, it was discovered that
parents that are very much involved in the educational activ-
ities (i.e., engagement in homework and attending parent-
teacher association meetings) of their children enable them
to have good academic performance [10]. In this regard, it is
pointed out that the poor academic performance of children
emanates from parents lack of proper supervision of their
wards’ homework [7]. Nonetheless, in a study in Nigeria, it
was found that parents were not involved in any meaningful
way in the literacy development of beginning readers [24].
This situation at home spells doom for the child since parental
involvement is critical to academic performance.

Another home environmental factor that influences edu-
cational performance is income level of the family [25–28].
For instance, it was discovered that students’ academic per-
formance correlates with locality of residence and household
income [25]. Similar studies found that parents’ education
and household income are moderate to strong predictors of
academic achievement [26]. Again, a positive relationship
between family income and academic achievement of high
school students was found [27]. Likewise, parental economic
status was yet discovered as a significant factor that influences
a child’s academic performance [28]. This implies that pupils
whose parents were poor had poor academic performance
as they are unable to create a good learning environment
for their wards. However, it is not always the case that
lower parental income is associated with negative learning
environment for pupils as some pupils rise above the odds
to succeed.

Also, parental education is considered a major deter-
minant of a child’s academic performance as it influences



Education Research International 3

the pupils’ learning attitude [2, 28]. In the case of some
studies, they found that parents’ education can affect the
achievement drive of their children in their academic endeav-
ours [2]. More so, in a study of primary five pupils in Nigeria,
it came to light that parental level of education influenced
academic performance [28].Thismeans that parents with less
or no education are likely to have their wards performing
poorly academically. Nonetheless, some people with illiterate
parents have excelled academically which challenges these
empirical findings.

2.3. School Learning Environment. School learning environ-
ment encompasses the factors within the school that may or
may not provide suitable conditions for the promotion of
effective teaching and learning. Researchers on this theme
have had different focuses as illustrated in the empirical lines
of evidence presented below.

First and foremost, teacher qualification has been consis-
tently found to impact the academic performance of pupils
[13]. A teacher who lacks the professional skill will be
unable to deliver in class, which will induce poor student’s
performance. A teacher who does not have both the academic
and the professional qualifications would undoubtedly have
a negative influence on the teaching and learning of a given
subject [13]. It is further argued that a teacher who is
academically and professionally qualified, but works under
unfavourable conditions of service, would be less dedicated
to his work and thus be less productive than a teacher who is
unqualified but works under favourable conditions of service.
In a particular study, it was discovered that teachers and
students blame each other for poor academic performance
[3]. In that study, while the teachers noted their qualification
did not account for poor academic performance of students,
the students, however, noted that it accounted for the poor
academic performance.

Furthermore, available literature on school environmen-
tal factors that cause poor academic performance has found
teachers’ drive as a significant variable [15, 29]. In a particular
study, it was argued that drive is a critical factor that influ-
ences a teacher’s work attitude and that a highly motivated
person puts in the greatest effort into his or her job [15].
The effect of such efforts is that the students will benefit
from effective teaching which has the likelihood of mak-
ing them improve their academic performance. Similarly,
another study revealed that lack of drive and professional
commitment produces poor attendance and unprofessional
attitudes towards students, which, in turn, affects pupils’
performance academically [30]. This kind of unprofessional
attitudes may lead to loss of many instructional hours which
cannot be regained.

Teaching methods adopted by teachers during instruc-
tions in classes have been found to greatly influence the
learning of students [3, 27]. In a study in Nigeria, it was
found that teachers indicated that method of teaching may
cause poor academic performance while the students held
a contrary opinion [3]. However, the studies in Benue,
Nasarawa, and Plateau states in Nigeria provided definite
results [24]. The study revealed that teachers did not have

essential literacy skills and so do not use research-proven
and result-oriented strategies in executing the work. This
situation implies that the understanding of pupils in the
lesson is hampered. The end effect is that it will lead to poor
performance in literacy.

Moreover, teaching and learning materials availability
influences the level of academic performance. Where these
materials (i.e., textbooks, laboratory equipment, carpentry
tools, etc.) are not available, it can cause low academic
performance as teaching and learning becomes ineffective. It
is noted that the availability and use of teaching and learning
materials affect the effectiveness of a teacher’s lessons [15].
This is because the use of teaching and learningmaterials will
influence pupils’ comprehension of lessons. The creative use
of a variety of media was found to increase the chance that
the students would learn more, keep better what they learn,
and improve their performance on the skills that they are
to develop [31]. Furthermore, it is reported that children are
capable of understanding abstract ideas if they are provided
with enough materials and concrete experience with the
phenomenon they are to understand [32]. Nonetheless, a
contrary discovery was made in a particular study [3]. In
that study, the writer found that learning materials did not
influence poor academic performance. This challenges the
generally held view that teaching and learning materials are
fundamental causes of poor academic performance.

Numerous studies have indicated that large classes are
usually associated with challenges such as crowding of class,
poor sitting arrangements, and students feeling isolated and
less motivated [33–35]. Other studies examined the effects
of class size and found that students in the smaller classes
performed better academically than those from larger class
sizes [15, 36–40]. For instance, it was discovered that students
in the smaller classes achieved test scores that were 0.45 and
0.56 standard deviations higher than their peers in the larger
classes, on the mathematics and reading tests, respectively
[40]. Similarly, in a study in Nigeria, the results showed
that large class size negatively affects students’ academic
performance [41]. In the case of [15], the author found
that class size is an important determinant of academic
performance and that studies have indicated that schools
with smaller class sizes do better academically than schools
with larger class sizes. Likewise, in a study in Ghana, it was
concluded that a class size above 40 has negative effects on
students’ achievement [42]. In support of the effect of class
size on academic performance, another researcher added
that, since children have differences in drive, interests, and
abilities and that they also differ in health, personal and social
adjustment, and creativity, generally good teaching is best
done in classes with smaller numbers that allow for personal
attention [31]. The school’s physical structure has been found
to influence pupils’ academic performance. In this regard, the
entire unattractive physical structure of the school building
could demotivate learners to achieve less academically. This
is what is referred to as learner’s environment mismatch
[43]. According to the author, this promotes poor academic
performance.

Another important variable that influences learning is
effective monitoring and supervision of teachers’ activities
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Figure 1: Conceptual framework on causes of poor academic
performance. Source: authors’ construct (2014).

[12, 14]. Accordingly, it is argued that effective supervision of
instruction can improve teaching and learning quality in the
classroom [12].This denotes that if teaching is not supervised
effectively, teachers may not do their duties diligently and
this might lead to pupils performing poorly academically.
In addition, it is concluded in another study that academic
performance was better in private schools than in public
schools because of more effective supervision of work [14].
This illustrates that inadequate supervision triggers poor
academic performance of pupils since teachers may relax in
the performance of their responsibilities.

2.4. Combined Effect of Home and School Environmental
Factors on Learning of Pupils. Most of the studies on factors
influencing learning have focused either only on home learn-
ing environment [7, 8, 10] or on school learning environment
[11, 40], but not both. Nonetheless, these factors combine
in some form to stimulate effective learning of pupils. The
pupils actually find themselves in a state of dilemma as they
are between dicey situations. That is, at home, their learning
environment is not right for them to conduct their learning
effectively and neither is the school learning environment. In
examining pupils’ academic performance which shows that
they are in a state of dilemma, it is critical at this juncture
to make sure that the right measures are in place to arrest
the poor academic performance of pupils. In relation to the
above, it is intimated that home-school partnership is critical
in helping children to become fluent readers [44, 45]. This
clearly illustrates that pupils are in a dilemma as they will fail
to perform academically if their learning environments both
at home and at school are not right for academic work.

2.5. Conceptual Framework. The conceptual framework of
this study is in Figure 1. From the figure, the key compo-
nents are home environmental factors, school environmental
factors, and poor academic performance. On the issue of
home environmental factors (See Section 2.2 for details) as
causes of poor academic performance, two arrows radiate
from it ending up at poor academic performance. The first
arrow leads directly to poor academic performance. This
arrow depicts that only home environmental factors can
trigger poor academic performance of pupils (i.e., the one-
dimensional cause of the phenomenon-the earlier perspec-
tive). That is, when certain conditions in the house do not
enhance a child’s ability to learn at home, this can lead to

the child not performing academically. In terms of the school
environmental factors (See Section 2.3 for details), the arrows
are also twofold.These two arrows both lead to poor academic
performance but from different perspectives. One of the
arrows leads directly to poor academic performance. This
illustrates that only school environmental factors account for
poor academic performance which is the old perspective of
causes of poor academic performance. The second arrow for
both home and school environmental factors demonstrate
that none of the factors act alone in accounting for poor
academic performance. The arrows radiate from both home
and school environmental factors converging at a point and
then leading to poor academic performance. This shows
that the combined effect of both the conditions at home
and those at school is what engineers the phenomenon of
poor academic performance of pupils at the basic school
level. This is the new perspective that this paper propagates.
This situation creates a dilemma for the pupils as they face
daunting challenges towards their academic path.

3. Methodology

3.1. Study Design. This study used the cross-sectional study
design. A cross-sectional study design is the kind of study
design that is best suited to finding out the prevalence of
a phenomenon or problem by taking a cross-section of the
population [46]. This research design was right for this study
because it involved collecting data from pupils and teachers
at only one time.

3.2. Sampling Design. Purposive sampling method aided in
selecting the central Gonja and Karaga districts from the
26 districts in the Northern Region of Ghana as the sample
sites. The basis for the use of purposive sampling was to
select districts with some schools consistently recording low
performance in the BECE and, at the same time, while
others are having good performance in the same exam (see
Table 1 for details). The schools in the central Gonja and
Karaga districts were stratified into academically performing
junior high schools (JHS) and nonacademically performing
schools. In all, there were 13 academically performing and 19
nonacademically performing schools constituting a sampling
frame of 32 schools which were obtained from the central
Gonja and Karaga districts education offices. Then simple
random samplingwas applied in the selection of eight schools
from each of the stratum on proportional basis to constitute
the sample schools. Three of the sampled JHS were from
academically performing schools and the remaining five
from nonacademically performing schools. Simple random
sampling was used in selecting JHS two pupils (i.e., grade
8 pupils) who are performing poorly from both school
categories to form part of the sample. This was possible
through the data obtained from pupils’ report cards from the
selected schools after permission was granted by the head
teachers. The teachers in each of the study schools were also
selected using simple random sampling. The sample size for
the study was 195 respondents (see Table 2 for details of the
sample), which was determined based on the judgement of
the researchers.
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Table 1: Performance of Basic Schools in 2012 BECE in some Selected Districts in Northern Region of Ghana.

Number
Central Gonja district Karaga district Bunkpurugu/Yunyoo district

Name of school 2012 BECE 2012 BECE Name of school 2012 BECE
% Pass % Pass % Pass

1 Chama D/A JHS 100.0 Karaga L/A 84.6 Nasuan J.H.S 100.0
2 Yapei Presby JHS 100.0 Ishadia 60.5 Kpanlori J.H.S 100.0
3 Miracle Days Inst. JHS 80.0 Pishigu 50.0 Temmaa J.H.S 100.0
4 Kusawgu D/A JHS 89.5 Sung 3.7 Konchian-Gberuk J.H.S 100.0
5 Buipe Academy JHS 73.2 Tamaligu 13.2 Nabopelik 100.0
6 Yapei D/A JHS 72.6 Bagurugu 62.2 Salimbouku “A” J.H.S 98.8
7 Fufulso Presby JHS 84.4 Tonzg 29.7 Nakpanduri A/G J.H.S 97.5
8 Sankpalat. JHS 61.9 Yemokaraga 26.7 Nakpanduri Presby J.H.S 95.6
9 SHARI D/A JHS 34.1 Shellilanyili 46.2 Kambagu J.H.S 95.0
10 Mpaha D/A JHS 29.1 Nuri-Islam 21.7 Boaterigu J.H.S 92.0
11 Buipe S.D.A. JHS 29.1 Binduli 10.0 Bunkpurugu D/A J.H.S 89.1
12 Buipe D/A JHS 7.0 Gunayili 0.0 Bimbagu J.H.S 88.1
13 Kpabuso D/A JHS 16.7 Nyong 61.0 Gbingbanmon J.H.S 80.0
14 Kabilpe JHS 0.0 Namburugu 0.0 Nakpanduri D/A J.H.S 77.4
15 Kpasera D/A JHS 0.0 Nakundugu 16.7 Salimbouku “B” J.H.S 71.8
16 Buipe Bridge JHS 22.7 Jimbale J.H.S 67.7
17 Mpaha T.I. JHS 18.3 Guangbiang J.H.S 62.5
18 Kinkangu J.H.S 60.5
19 Pagnatik J.H.S 51.9
20 Bunkpurugu Zongo J.H.S 50.0
21 Gbankurugu J.H.S 45.8
22 Jilig J.H.S 44.4
23 Binde J.H.S 43.2
24 Najong number 1 “A” 39.4
25 Najong number 2 26.8
26 Yunyoo J.H.S 24.1
27 Gbankoni J.H.S 15.6
28 Kambatiak J.H.S 10.5
29 Najong number 1 “B” 4.5
30 Bagamsa J.H.S 0.0
31 Academically performing schools totals 8 5
32 Nonacademically performing schools totals 9 10
Source: Central Gonja and Karaga district education directorates (2014).
∗A school with less than 50% pass rate is considered a nonacademically performing school.
∗A school with 50% or more pass rate is considered an academically performing school.

Table 2: Sample size distribution.

Respondent
category

School category
Academically
performing schools

Nonacademically
performing schools

Male Female Male Female
Teachers 20 10 20 15
Pupils 40 20 30 40
Total 195

3.3. Tools for Data Collection. The study obtained primary
data from the respondents using a questionnaire. The ques-
tionnaire was in two categories; one was for the teachers

and the other for the pupils. The questionnaire for the
teachers was divided into two sections. The first section
was made up of the background data. The second section
comprised school factors based on causes of poor academic
performance, which were rated on a five-point Likert scale
ranging from strongly disagree (1) to strongly agree (5).
In the case of the questionnaire for the pupils, it also has
two parts. The first part concentrates on the background
data of the pupils. The second, but last section, make up
items on causes of poor academic performance from both
the home and school environments which were rated on
a five-point Likert scale ranging from strongly disagree (1)
to strongly agree (5). Permission was sought from Ghana
Education Service directorate of the centralGonja andKaraga
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Table 3: Background characteristics of Respondents.

Respondent category School category Sex Total
Male Female

Pupils
Academically performing schools 𝑓 40 19 59

% 67.8 32.2 100

Nonacademically performing schools 𝑓 28 38 66
% 42.4 57.6 100

Teachers
Academically performing schools 𝑓 19 7 26

% 73.1 26.9 100

Nonacademically performing schools 𝑓 20 15 35
% 57.1 42.9 100

Source: field survey (2014).
𝑓 = frequency; % = percent.

districts to administer the questionnaires. After permission
was granted, the researchers then moved to the field. The
researchers sent 65 questionnaires to teachers and 130 to
pupils, which were left with them for a period of one week as
they were to be self-administered. After the one-week period,
the questionnaires were retrieved. In all, 186 questionnaires
were retrieved yielding a response rate of 95.4%.The response
rate was not bad considering the fact that the questionnaires
were administered at the time when the schools were taking
their third term examination for the 2013/2014 academic year.

3.4. Data Analysis. The data were entered into statistical
package for social sciences and then descriptive statistics (i.e.,
cross tabulation, frequencies, percentages, and means) were
used to do the analyses. The analyses involve cross tabulat-
ing causes of poor academic performance against respon-
dent (i.e., pupils from academically performing schools as
opposed to those from nonacademically performing schools,
teachers from academically performing schools as opposed to
those from nonacademically performing schools) categories
and then applying frequencies and percentages to determine
whether the respondents have similarities in opinions about
the factors or not. The mean is used to arrange the factors
accounting for poor academic performance according to
their order of importance per the ratings of the pupils and
teachers. Percentages were also employed in determining
which categories of factors (i.e., home environmental factors,
school environmental factors, or a blend of home and school
environmental factors) constitute the major contributor to
poor academic performance.

4. Results and Discussions

4.1. Background Data of Respondents. This part dilates on
the respondent category, school category, and sex. The
details of the results of the background characteristics of the
respondents are in Table 3. With respect to the pupils from
academically performing schools, the results show that 67.8%
of them are males while the remaining 32.2% are females. For
the pupils from nonacademically performing schools, 42.4%
of them are males and 57.6% are females. In the case of the
teachers, those teaching in academically performing schools

are 73.1% males whereas the remaining 26.9% are females.
Concerning the teachers from nonacademically performing
schools, the results denote that 57.1% of them are males and
42.9% are females.

4.2. Pupils’ Perceptions about Causes of Poor Academic
Performance. This section focuses primarily on the home
and school learning environmental factors that trigger poor
academic performance. This is viewed from the perspective
of the pupils. The details of home based factors that cause
poor academic performance are in Table 4 while those from
the school environment are in Table 5. The factors have been
arranged in a descending order of their significance in the
tables. Similarities in perceptions are first discussed then the
dissimilarities followed and ending with a discussion on the
top five causes of poor academic performance.

In terms of similarities in opinions of both the pupils from
academically performing schools and those from nonaca-
demically performing schools, the results reveal that eight
out of the 13 home based learning environmental factors
were endorsed by both respondent categories. This implies
that most of these pupils agreed or strongly agreed on those
statements.The following factors negative peer influence (i.e.,
engaging in drug abuse) at home, engaging in economic
activities at home, devoting all one’s time watching videos or
TV, heavy chores at home, attendance of social functions to
the neglect of studying, lack of interest to learn at home, lack
of encouragement of children to learn by parents, and poverty
of parents were supported as the home environmental factors
accounting for poor academic performance in the central
Gonja and Karaga districts. The endorsement of these home
based factors ranges from 45.8% to 100.0%. The present
findings corroborate with some previous studies’ discoveries
[10, 26, 29].

Again, the results from Table 4 show that the pupils
from both school categories are uncertain about three of
the home based factors’ capability to either result in poor
academic performance or not. Those factors that the respon-
dents were uncertain about are single parenting, lack of
parental involvement at home in one’s studies, and lack of
role models at home. This means that there is a fifty-fifty
chance that each of these factors may or may not trigger
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poor academic performance. It signifies that these factors
complement other factors to cause the phenomenon. This
discovery seems to support the findings that single parenting
was not a significant determinant of a person’s academic
performance [23]. Nonetheless, some studies have found that
these factors account for poor academic performance in some
jurisdictions [10, 22].These differences in opinion could have
resulted from the study population and the location of the
study.

In the case of differences in perceptions of the pupils
on the home learning environmental factors, the results
illustrate that two of the factors fall within this category.
Those factors are, namely, low level of parental education
and lack of involvement in extra classes at home. With
respect to both of these factors, pupils from academically
performing schools are mostly uncertain about their effect
on academic performance. On the contrary, for those pupils
from nonacademically performing schools, they did not
consider them as causes of poor academic performance. This
is because most of them disagreed or strongly disagreed on
these issues. These differences in pupils’ perceptions could
have resulted from other home based factors.

Despite the differences and similarities, the top five
home learning environmental factors that account for poor
academic performance have been identified. From the results
shown in Table 4, it is found that negative peer influence
(i.e., engaging in drug abuse) at home, engaging in economic
activities at home, devoting all one’s time watching videos or
TV, heavy chores at home, and attendance of social functions
to the neglect of studying surfaced as the major home
environmental factors causing poor academic performance
of pupils in the central Gonja and Karaga Districts. The
mean of importance of the factors enumerated ranges from
2.9600 to 3.0000. This signifies that, in any school in the
districts where there is poor academic performance, all or a
combination of these factors may be the underlying cause of
the phenomenon.

With regard to similarities in pupils’ perceptions about
school based factors accounting for poor academic per-
formance, the results from Table 5 show that, out of 18
school based factors, 13 were endorsed by both respondent
categories. This signifies that most of these pupils agreed or
strongly agreed on those statements. The following factors,
a teacher rushing to complete topics, lack of adequate
preparation of teachers before coming to teach, lack of
commitment of teachers to their work, teacher absenteeism,
lack of competent teachers, students’ absenteeism, lack of
teaching and learning materials, lack of seriousness of the
pupil in class, poor motivation of teachers, inadequate
supervision of teachers, overengagement in extracurricular
activities neglecting academic work, schools closing earlier
than the appropriate closing time, and large class size, were
backed as the school environmental factors accounting for
poor academic performance in the central Gonja and Karaga
districts. The endorsement of these school based factors
ranges from 40.7% to 100.0%. Similar discoveries were made
by earlier studies [14, 15, 30, 40].

Also, the results from Table 5 show that the pupils from
both school categories are uncertain about one school based

factor’s capability to either result in poor academic perfor-
mance or not. The said factor is regular changing of schools
by pupils being a cause of poor academic performance.
With respect to this item, 59.3% of the pupils from aca-
demically performing schools said they were uncertain about
the factor’s impact. In the case of those from academically
nonperforming schools, 63.6% of them indicated that they
were uncertain about the effect of the current item.The above
evidence suggest that, the respondents who were uncertain
in both category were higher than those who either agreed
or strongly agreed. A similar trend was observed in respect
to those who disagreed or strongly disagreed. This clearly
confirms the issue of uncertainty in respect of which factor(s)
impacts more on academic performance of pupils in schools.
Thismeans that there is a fifty-fifty chance that this factormay
or may not account for poor academic performance.

The results further showed that differences exist in pupils’
perception on the school based factors accounting for poor
academic performance. The pupils had different views on
teachers having many periods to teach and inadequate
teachers as causes of poor academic performance. In the
case of the pupils from academically performing schools,
most of them agreed or strongly agreed that teachers having
to teach for many periods are a cause of poor academic
performance while those from nonacademically performing
schools are uncertain on the issue. Concerning inadequate
teachers as a cause of poor academic performance, the results
show that most pupils from academically performing schools
disagreed or strongly disagreed on it whereas pupils from
nonacademically performing schools are uncertain about the
ability of this factor to cause poor academic performance.

In terms of the top five school learning environmental
factors that account for poor academic performance, the
results show that teachers rushing to complete topics, lack
of adequate preparation of teachers before coming to teach,
lack of commitment of teachers to their work, teacher
absenteeism, and lack of competent teachers fall within
that category. The mean of importance of these factors
enumerated ranges from 2.9760 to 3.0000. It is important to
note that all of thesemajor school based factors that the pupils
consider as causing poor academic performance are linked to
the teacher related factors.This suggests that the pupils blame
the teachers for their poor academic performance.

4.3. Teachers’ Perceptions about Factors Accounting for Poor
Academic Performance. As teachers are the ones who facil-
itate the learning process in schools, it is necessary that
their side of the story about the causes of poor academic
performance is obtained. This involves comparing the views
of teachers from both academically performing and nonaca-
demically performing schools about the school learning
environmental factors contributing to poor academic perfor-
mance. The details of this comparison, which is in Table 6,
have been arranged in a descending order of rank in terms
of their magnitude of causing poor academic performance.
From the table, the results show that, out of the 18 items,
three of the items were rejected as causes of poor academic
performance by both respondent groups; on one of the items,
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the respondents had different opinions and 14 were endorsed
by teachers from both school categories.

With regard to the 14 items that were endorsed, it meant
that most of teachers from both academically performing
and nonacademically performing schools agreed or strongly
agreed on those school based factors. In all, inadequate
teachers, lack of competent teachers, lack of commitment of
teachers to their work, teacher absenteeism, poor motivation
of teachers, lack of adequate preparation of teachers before
coming to teach, teachers rushing to complete topics, lack of
teaching and learning materials, large class size, inadequate
supervision of teachers, overengagement in extracurricular
activities neglecting academic work, lack of seriousness of
the pupil in class, students’ absenteeism, and teachers having
many periods to teach were perceived as causes of poor
academic performance. The endorsement of these factors
ranges from 46.2% to 100.0% with that of the teachers
from nonacademically performing schools being higher with
respect to each of the items. This shows that the teachers
from both academically performing and nonacademically
performing schools have similar views about the causes of
poor academic performance. The current discoveries are in
line with some previous findings [3, 13–15, 40].

Concerning schools closing earlier than the appropriate
closing time as a cause of poor academic performance, the
results show that the teachers have different opinions on
this factor. In terms of the perception of teachers from
academically performing schools, 46.2% of them agreed
or strongly agreed on the item while the same percentage
disagreed or strongly disagreed. This shows that there is a split
in the teachers’ opinion.With respect to the teachers from the
nonacademically performing schools, the results show that
about 62.9% of them agreed or strongly agreed that schools
closing earlier than the appropriate closing time cause poor
academic performance. These results show that most of the
teachers in the nonperforming schools endorsed the current
factor as a cause of poor academic performance, which
is in line with half of the teachers from the academically
performing schools, but contrary to the other half ’s opinion.

In terms of the top five school learning environmental
factors that contribute to poor academic performance, the
results show that students’ absenteeism, lack of seriousness
of the pupil in class, lack of commitment of teachers to
their work, poor motivation of teachers, and lack of teaching
and learning materials emerged as the most significant
causes of poor academic performance of pupils. The mean
of importance of the factors named ranges from 2.7937 to
2.9683. It is interesting to note that most of the top school
based factors causing poor academic performance of pupils
have been tied by the teachers to both student related factors
and teacher related factors with the student related factors
carrying more weight.This shows that the teachers blame the
pupils for their poor academic performance.

4.4. Major Contributor to Poor Academic Performance. This
section concentrates on the pupils’ opinion as to the factors
that contribute most to poor academic performance, that is,
whether the home or school factors or both of them combine
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Figure 2: Contribution of learning environmental factors to poor
academic performance. Source: field survey (2014).

to contribute to the phenomenon. Figure 2 provides details of
respondents’ perception about the causes of poor academic
performance. From the figure, the results show that 13.6%
of the pupils consider home environmental factors as the
major cause of poor academic performance and this supports
the old thinking shown in Figure 1. A further 28.8% of the
pupils perceived school environmental factors as the major
contributor to poor academic performance, which also toes
the line of the old thinking.The results again show that 57.6%
of the respondents perceived combined effect of home and
school environmental factors as the major cause of poor aca-
demic performance.The results depict that most of the pupils
consider a combination of home and school environmental
factors as themajor force behind poor academic performance
and not those factors acting independently of one another.
This is the new line of thinking propagated in Figure 1, which
most studies have been silent on.

5. Conclusions

On a whole, pupils from both academically performing
and nonacademically performing schools have similar per-
ceptions about causes of poor academic performance. In
the same manner, the teachers teaching in academically
performing schools and those in nonacademically perform-
ing schools both largely endorsed most of the causes of
poor academic performance. Also, while the pupils mostly
indicated that teacher related factors were the major drivers
of poor academic performance, the teachers rather thought
that pupil related factors are what accounts for the situation.
This implies that pupils and teachers blame one another for
the current predicament. Finally, home and school environ-
mental factors appeared as themajor driver of poor academic
performance.

6. Recommendations

Congenial home environment for children is what is needed
to address the canker of poor academic performance. By
this, it implies that parents and guardians should not allow
their children to engage in economic activities that will not
permit them time to study.They should provide their children
with all that they need for school. The parents or guardians
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should also ensure that children are not overburdened with
household chores. The parents can help by doing some of the
household chores themselves or hire maids to do the chores
to create room for the children to learn. Also, parents should
encourage their children to make friends with people who
want to learn. Finally, the parents should ensure that they
limit their children’s engagement in entertainment which
sways them away from studying. If all these are in place, the
children would have the opportunity at home to learn.

Addressing teacher related factors is the key to preventing
and eliminating poor academic performance. This signifies
that, for a person to be qualified to teach, he/she should be
well trained. As the person has the appropriate training, he
or she will invariably prepare adequately before coming to
teach.With good professional ethics, the person will not rush
to finish topics but would rather take time to go through them
one after the other. The purpose is to ensure that whatever
is taught is understood. Also, if the teachers are motivated
through higher salaries and other gift packages, they would
tend to be committed to their work. As they are committed
to their work they would usually not absent themselves from
work which will inure to the benefit of the pupils.

Tackling student related factors will help to prevent poor
academic performance.This could be carried out by ensuring
that lessons aremade interesting by teachers always to capture
the attention of the pupils from beginning to end. This can
be done through making learning pupil-centred. When this
happens, the pupils would be serious in class. As they enjoy
the lessons, they would not like to miss classes for anything.
The end results would be that they would be able to retain
what they learn and apply it during examinations.

Conflict of Interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests
regarding the publication of this paper.

References

[1] G. H. Gregory and C. Chapman, Differentiated Instructional
Strategies: One Size Doesn’t Fit All, Corwin, Thousand Oaks,
Calif, USA, 2007.

[2] M. I. Ogbemudia and M. V. Aiasa, “Influence of home environ-
ment on the academic performance of primary five pupils’ in
English language inOrhionmwon local government area of Edo
State,”Merit Research Journal of Education andReview, vol. 1, no.
5, pp. 120–125, 2013.

[3] O. A. Asikhia, “Students and teachers’ perception of the causes
of poor academic performance in ogun state secondary schools
[Nigeria]: implications for couselling for national develop-
ment,”European Journal of Social Sciences, vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 229–
242, 2010.

[4] Northern Regional Education Data Base, Ghana Educational
Service Northern Region, Northern Region, Ghana, 2013.

[5] Gushiegu, Educational Sector, 2006, http://www.ghanadistricts
.com/districts/?news&r=6& =84.

[6] S. Pong, J. Dronkers, and G. Hampden-Thompson, “Family
policies and children’s school achievement in single- versus two-
parent families,” Journal of Marriage and Family, vol. 65, no. 3,
pp. 681–699, 2003.

[7] A. K. Donkor, “Parental involvement in education inGhana: the
case of a private elementary school,” International Journal about
Parents in Education, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 23–38, 2010.

[8] K. Nyarko, “Parental school involvement: the case of Ghana,”
Journal of Emerging Trends in Educational Research and Policy
Studies, vol. 2, no. 5, pp. 378–381, 2011.

[9] G.Chowa,D.Ansong, and I.Osei-Akoto, “Parental involvement
and academic performance in Ghana,” Youthsave Research
Brief 12-42, 2012.

[10] A. M. Abudu and M. N. Fuseini, “Influence of single parenting
on pupils’ academic performance in basic schools in the Wa
Municipality,” International Journal of Education Learning and
Development, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 85–94, 2013.

[11] R. Win and P. W. Miller, “The effects of individual and school
factors on university students’ academic performance,” CLMR
Discussion Paper Series 04/4, The Centre for Labour Market
Research, The University of Western Australia, 2004.

[12] R. I. Neagley and N. D. Evans, Handbook for Effective Supervi-
sion of Instruction, Prentice-Hall, New York, NY, USA, 1970.

[13] D. K. Agyemang, Sociology of Education for African Students,
Black Mask, Accra, Ghana, 1993.

[14] Y. K. A. Etsey, F. K. Amedahe, and K. Edjah, Do Private
Primary Schools Perform Better than Public Schools in Ghana?
Department of Educational Foundations, University of Cape
Coast, Cape Coast, Ghana, 2005.

[15] Y. Etsey, “Causes of low academic performance of primary
school pupils in the shama sub-metro of Shama Ahanta East
Metropolitan Assembly (SAEMA) in Ghana,” in Proceedings of
the Regional Conference on Education in West Africa, Dakar,
Senegal, 2005.

[16] S. F. Krein and A. H. Beller, “Educational attainment of children
from single-parent families: differences by exposure, gender,
and race,” Demography, vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 221–234, 1988.

[17] S. O. Salami and E. A. Alawode, Influence of Single-Parenting
on the Academic Achievement of Adolescents in Secondary
Schools: Implications for Counseling, Department of Guidance
and Counseling University of Ibadan, Ibadan, Nigeria, 2000.

[18] G. D. Eweniyi, “ The impact of family structure on university
students’ academic performance,” Olabisi Onabamijo Uni-
versity, Ago-lwoye, 2005, http://www.unilorin.edu.ng/journals/
education/ije/dec2002/THE%20IMPACT%20OF%20FAMILY
%20STRUCTURE%20ON%20UNIVERSITY%20STUDENTS
%20ACADEMIC%20PERFORMANCE.pdf.

[19] M. S. Farooq, A. H. Chaudhry, M. Shafiq, and G. Berhanu,
“Factors affecting students’ quality of academic performance:
a case of secondary school level,” Journal of Quality and
Technology Management, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 1–14, 2011.

[20] C. Mahama and B. Campion, “Housing tenure, residential
moves and children’s educational performance in Accra,” Jour-
nal of Science and Technology, vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 65–75, 2011.

[21] M. P. K. Okyerefo, D. Y. Fiaveh, and S. N. L. Lamptey, “Factors
prompting pupils’ academic performance in privately owned
Junior High Schools in Accra, Ghana,” International Journal of
Sociology and Anthropology, vol. 3, no. 8, pp. 280–289, 2011.

[22] V. O. Uwaifo, “The effects of family structure and parenthood
on the academic performance of Nigerian University students,”
Studies on Home and Community Science, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 121–
124, 2008.

[23] M. A. Ushie, J. O. Emeka, G. I. Ononga, and E. O. Owolabi,
“Influence of family structure on Students academic perfor-
mance in Agege Local Government Area, Lagos State, Nigeria,”



Education Research International 13

European Journal of Educational Studies, vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 177–
187, 2012.

[24] D. R. Topor, S. P. Keane, T. L. Shelton, and S. D. Calkins, “Parent
involvement and student academic performance: a multiple
mediational analysis,” Journal of Prevention and Intervention in
the Community, vol. 38, no. 3, pp. 183–197, 2010.

[25] C. A. Muodumogu, “Evaluation of school and home strategies
for literacy development of beginning readers in the north
central zone of Nigeria,” European Journal of Educational
Sciences, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 41–58, 2014.

[26] T. Tuttle, “Family Background, Locality, and the Influence on
SAT Scores for Indiana Class of Hoosier Briefs,” Hoosier Briefs,
no. 2, 2004.

[27] P. E. Davis-Kean, “The influence of parent education and family
income on child achievement: the indirect role of parental
expectations and the home environment,” Journal of Family
Psychology, vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 294–304, 2005.

[28] F. Yousefi, “The effects of family income on test-anxiety and
academic achievement among Iranian high school students,”
Asian Social Science, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 89–93, 2010.

[29] N. Acharya and S. Joshi, “Influence of parents’ education on
achievement motivation of adolescents,” Indian Journal Social
Science Researches, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 72–79, 2009.

[30] M. Lockheed and A. M. Verspoor, “Improving education,”
Education Review, vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 303–311, 1991.

[31] L. Broom, Sociology: A Text with Adopted Reading, Harper &
Row, New York, NY, USA, 4th edition, 1973.

[32] D. P. Ausubel, The Psychology of Meaningful Verbal Learning,
Harvard University Press, New York, NY, USA, 1973.

[33] J. Cooper and P. Robinson, “The argument for making large
classes seem small,” in Strategies for Energizing Large Classes:
From Small Groups to Learning Communities, J. MacGregor,
J. Cooper, K. Smith, and P. Robinson, Eds., vol. 81 of New
Directions for Teaching and Learning, pp. 5–16, Jossey-Bass, San
Francisco, Calif, USA, 2000.

[34] M. Svinicki and W. McKeachie, McKeachie’s Teaching Tips:
Strategies, Research and Theory for College and University
Teachers, Cengage Learning, Belmont, Calif, USA, 13th edition,
2010.

[35] A. Kerr, Teaching and Learning in Large Classes at Ontario
Universities: An Exploratory Study, Higher Education Quality
Council of Ontario, Toronto, Canada, 2011.

[36] K. Asiedu-Akrofi, School Organisation inModern Africa, Ghana
Publishing Corporation, Tema, Ghana, 1978.

[37] E. Word, J. Johnston, H. Pate-Bain et al.,The State of Tennessee’s
Student/Teacher Achievement Ratio Project Final Summary
Report 1985–1990, Tennessee State Department of Education,
1990.

[38] B. Nye, L. V. Hedges, and S. Konstantopoulos, “The effects of
small classes on academic achievement: the results of the Ten-
nessee class size experiment,” American Educational Research
Journal, vol. 37, no. 1, pp. 123–151, 2000.

[39] J. Westerlund, “Class size and student evaluations in Sweden,”
Education Economics, vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 19–28, 2008.

[40] O. Adunola, An Analysis of the Relationship between Class Size
and Academic Performance of Students, Ego Booster Books,
Ogun State, Nigeria, 2013.

[41] C. M. Achilles, P. Harman, and P. Egelson, “Using research
results on class size to improve pupil achievement outcomes,”
Research in Schools, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 23–30, 1995.

[42] R. J. Kraft, Teaching and Learning in Ghana, Mitchell Group,
Boulder, Colo, USA, 1994.

[43] A. J. Isangedigh, “Under achievement: an index of learner-
environmentmismatch,”Nigeria Journal of Educational Psychol-
ogy, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 220–226, 1988.

[44] B. H. Wasik, Handbook of Family Literacy, Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates, Mahwah, NJ, USA, 2004.

[45] D. R. Reutzel and R. B. Cooter, Strategies for Reading Assessment
and Instruction: Helping Every Child Succeed, Pearson Educa-
tion, Upper Saddle River, NJ, USA, 2007.

[46] R. Kumar, Research Methodology: A Step-by-Step Guide for
Beginners, SAGE Publications, New Delhi, India, 1999.



Submit your manuscripts at
http://www.hindawi.com

 Child Development 
Research

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Education 
Research International

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Biomedical Education
Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Psychiatry 
Journal

Archaeology
Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Anthropology
Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Research and Treatment
Schizophrenia

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Urban Studies 
Research

Population Research
International Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Criminology
Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Aging Research
Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Nursing
Research and Practice

Current Gerontology
& Geriatrics Research

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com

Volume 2014

Sleep Disorders
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Addiction
Journal of

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Depression Research 
and Treatment
Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Geography 
Journal

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Research and Treatment
Autism

Hindawi Publishing Corporation
http://www.hindawi.com Volume 2014

Economics 
Research International


