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Abstract
This  study examined education law and its  implications for the
administration of public junior secondary schools in Rivers State,
Nigeria.  The  study  utilised  descriptive  survey  research  design.
Three research questions and two hypotheses were raised to guide
the study. The sample for the study consisted of 120 principals and
858 teachers of public junior secondary schools, selected through
stratified and simple random sampling techniques. An instrument
titled  “Education  Law and Administration of  Secondary School
Questionnaire  (ELASSQ)”  was  used  for  data  collection  with
established reliability co-efficient of 0.84. The mean and standard
deviation were used to answer research questions while z-test was
utilised  to  test  the  hypotheses  at  0.05  level  of  significance.  The
findings  of  the  study  indicated  a  high  level  of  principal  and
teachers’  awareness  of  the  operations  of  education  law  in  the
administration of secondary schools; a low level of principals and
teachers’  involvement  in  tortuous  liability,  and  principals  and
teachers’ knowledge of education law regulated the administration
of  students’  discipline.  Based  on  the  findings,  some  useful
recommendations were made. The study concluded that with the
growing complexity in school administration and citizen’s greater
awareness  of  education  law,  school  administrators  should  take
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cognizance  of  basic  tenets  of  legal  aspects  of  educational
administration. 

Keywords: Education; Law; Administration; Public; Junior; Secondary;
School.

Introduction  
The  administration  of  education  is  increasingly  getting  complex  and
interrelated to other social institutions that it needs laws to provide the
basic framework and authority for desirable social actions and to provide
the limitations and regulations governing such actions The term law has
been described as written and unwritten rules derived from customs and
enactment which are recognized by the people as binding on them and
could be applied using appropriate sanction system (Durosaro, 1998). The
term law can therefore be regarded as codified rules or norms governing
the  behaviour  and relationship of  individuals  in  a  society.  Educational
administration involves  regular  interaction among stakeholders  such as
teachers,  students,  parents  and  community  where  schools  are  located.
There is therefore the need for these relationships and interactions to be
properly  defined  by  law.  In  addition,  schools  like  other  organizations
needs laws and regulations to guide its operation.

 Thus,  education law encompasses  wide range of  legal  subject  matters
which guide the operation of the educational system. The legal  subject
matters  include  constitutional  laws,  court  decisions  or  the  ordinances,
statutes of the state or local governments which provide a guide on the
operation  of  the  educational  system  (Ibara,  2018).  In  other  words,
education law is the association or application of the law to the education
enterprise. Thus, if school administrators are conversant with some legal
concepts and can identify some common legal pitfalls they will be better
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equipped to  handle  their  tasks.  Laws  governing  human actions  in  the
society are derived from many sources. These are:
1. Statutory laws: Those laws created by a statute or Acts of Parliament

or the legislator.
2. Customary laws: Laws which are derived from customs and tradition

of  the  people  over  the  years  but  which  are  recognized  by  the
constitution.

3. Ordinance: This is a statement of general norms or rules made by
Chief  Executive  of  Government  without  passing  through  the
parliament or legislature.

4. Code: A code is a term that is very similar to ordinance in nature. A
code  generally  comes  from  the  Chief  Executive  rather  than
parliament. However, unlike the ordinance, the general aim of the
code is to give guidelines for executing an existing law or statute.

5. Decree: This is a law made by a supreme authority of the state and it
is usually employed during military regimes.

6. Edict: An edict is also similar to decree in nature, but while Decree
is reserved for the Head of State, Edict is used to describe the laws
made by State Military Governors.

7. The Constitution: The constitution embodies the basic laws of  the
land. The constitution contains the fundamental rights of the citizen
and  defines  the  functions,  limitations  and  relationships  of  the
various organs of government. 

Some of the benefits of education laws are as follows:
 The laws have been made to enable the government take proper

control of education and all activities connected therewith. Before
an educational manager takes any action in discharging his or her
functions, it is necessary to find out what the law says.

 The  existence  of  the  laws  provides  some  regulation  for  the
development  of  the  system  and  for  curriculum  changes.  The
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educational manager must strive to operate in conformity with such
prescriptions otherwise it would attract sanctions. The laws in some
sections  made specific  provisions  for  the  utilization  of  resources
devoted to education in each state. The educational managers must
be aware of and comply with such sections of the law in their use of
scarce resources.

 Since  some  section  of  the  laws  touch  on  the  powers  of  the
functionaries  and  agencies,  the  educational  managers  must  be
aware  that  they  are  holding  delegated  authority  from  such
functionaries  and agencies  and  should  understand the  extent  of
their freedom of action.

 The existence of the laws has implications for teacher registration
and professionalism in teaching. Teachers should be registered and
there  should  be  prescribed  qualification  in  teaching.  Teachers
should be registered and there should be prescribed qualification in
teaching before such registration. There is the implication of ethics
in the teaching job and teachers who violate such ethics could be
sanctioned by removal from the register of teachers (Ibara ,2010)

 According to Igwe (2003) and Maduagwu (2006) principals and teachers
are employed by the school to serve societal purposes of ensuring that the
needs of the society are met. They are therefore solely responsible for the
welfare of students under their care. The society expects principals and
teachers  to  model  the  behaviour  of  students  to  be  in  conformity  with
socially acceptable patterns of living. As a result,  part of parents rights
have to be exercised by the teacher and the principal as they come into
daily interaction with the students. As Maduagwu (2006) and Ikati (2005)
rightly noted tort is a civil wrong or injury inflicted on individuals. This
civil wrong may be intentional or unintentional acts, resulting in harms,
damages or injuries which may be physical or mental. Such civil wrongs
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include, assault – an intentional tort, a perceived intention to cause harm,
damage  or  injury  on  an  Individual  and  battery  which  is  direct  and
intentional use of physical force on an individual. It also includes slander
– the use of words or expression capable of damaging one’s reputation
and  personality  and  the  use  of  abusive  words.  Parents,  students  and
teachers  are  liable  for  their  individual  act  of  negligence,  for  failure  to
discharge  prescribed  responsibilities.  Thus,  familiarization  with  basic
knowledge of tort liability is important for school teachers, students and
parents.  In  the  discussion  that  follows,  we  will  examine  common tort
liability settings in the school system.

Students occasionally sustain injuries in and around the school. Some of
the  injuries  could  be  accidental.  However,  teachers  do  have  a
responsibility to provide reasonable protection for students under their
care  as  they  are  legally  liable  in  tort  for  injuries  arising  from  their
negligence.  It  is  obvious that not all  injuries to students are actionable,
some are  simply  unavoidable,  the  result  of  accident.  Nevertheless,  the
school administrator is responsible for taking steps to promote the well
being  of   students  within  the  school  and  also  that  of  other  school
personnel. As rightly observed by Peretomode (1992) a school teacher to a
limited  extent,  stands  in-loco-parentis  to  students  under  his  care.  The
doctrine of in-Loco-parentis implies teachers acting in place of parents if
the  child  leaves  for  school.  In  this  wise,  teachers  takes  over  some
responsibilities of parents in terms of safety and discipline.

Teachers are in-charge of the classroom and also held responsible for the
safety  of  students.  The  main  responsibility  of  the  school  administrator
with regard to classroom activities is to ensure that a teacher is present at
all times. Failure to ensure the presence of a teacher in the classroom for
the  purpose  of  student  supervision  could  result  in  students  taking
advantage of the absence of the teacher to embark on dangerous play or
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activities  that  could  cause  injuries.  The  school  administrator  may  be
charged  for  negligence  for  injuries  sustained  by  students  in  such
circumstance.  Also,  laboratory facilities  present more hazards than any
other in the school. The hazards of operating equipment empowered by
gas  or  electricity  or  the  use  of  chemicals  are  apparent.  It  is  therefore
important that teachers adequately direct students in the care and use of
equipment they will be operating. If there is evidence that a student has
been  permitted  or  requested  to  use  particular  equipment  before  being
trained,  negligence  will  be  difficult  to  disprove.  When  students  are
supervised regularly,  a  negligence  charge in  the cause  of  injury is  less
likely. On the other, if a teacher assigned to a playground leaves the post
for  no  good cause  and a  student  is  injured  in  a  known hazardous  or
dangerous condition, there may be tort liability because of negligence. The
school administrator in providing for the organization of playground use
has responsibility in three major aspects – first, proper rules of behaviour
which is in accordance with good safely practices must be put in place,
second,  the  school  administrator  should  provide  adequate  teacher
supervision, and third the school administrator should provide for regular
inspection of the areas and report any hazardous condition (Ibara, 2010).

School  administrators  or  Heads  and  even  teachers  may  prescribe
reasonable controls against the misconduct of students, and many types of
disciplinary action are available to school administrators or Heads when
school  policies  and  rules  are  violated.  These  include  such  minor
punishments as short-term removal from classroom, withholding certain
privileges, detention, isolation from the rest of the class, etc. The courts
have generally upheld the right of school heads and teachers to administer
minor punishment ( Okunamiri ,2005) Some of the punishments that may
be prescribed include:

1. Corporal Punishment
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Corporal punishment is defined as disciplinary action by application of
physical force as a means of changing behaviour. It is important to stress
that some guidelines must be followed, if the use of corporal punishment
is to be seen as reasonable. Most disciplinary measures against students in
Nigeria  schools  are  usually  in  form of  one kind of  punishment  or  the
other. For example, the Education Edict of 1970 of the former East Central
State of Nigeria, the second schedule stipulates that:
1. All punishments should be reasonable taking into account the age

and sex of the offender and the nature of the offence.
2. Corporal  punishment  shall  be  administered  only  by  the

headmasters or by a teacher authorized by him provided that no
female  pupils  shall  receive  corporal  punishment  from  a  male
teacher. 

According  to  Hughes  (1974),  corporal  punishment  is  generally  seen  as
reasonable provided that:
 the law and local policy permits it.
 the  punishment  takes  into  consideration,  the  age,  size,  sex  and

health of the students, and is not excessive.
 there  is  no  malice,  and  the  punishment  is  given  for  corrective

purposes only and it is not immoderate.
 the student understands why the punishment is required and;
 an appropriate instrument is used.
Arising  from  the  above,  punishment  should  be  administered  with
reasonable care, otherwise the teacher who administers the punishment
would have some questions to answer.

2. Suspension and Expulsion
Suspension from school is  dismissal from the school  for a specific,  but
relatively short length of time. In suspension, a student is usually required
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to meet some set conditions by the school authorities before he or she is
readmitted; while, expulsion is permanent dismissal from school.

3. Detention
This type of punishment is usually resorted to for punishing late coming,
and disorderliness. This involves not giving the student the opportunity to
join his fellows in games or other interesting activities and is made to stay
alone to think over his misconduct. The idleness may help the student to
improve himself.

4. Deprivation of a Privilege
This is also a useful form of punishment. This may involve loss of position
and restraint from playing any game in the school compound. This may go
a long way to improving the conduct of the student.

5. Moral Punishment
This  involves  apologies,  public  or  private,  degrading  from  positions.
However,  great  care should be taken,  not to hut the self-respect  of  the
student.

Nevertheless,  Maduagwu  (2006)  advocating  the  administration  of
punishment  emphasized  that  the  administrator  should  ensure  that  the
punishment  is  commensurate  with  the  offence  in  question.  Since
punishment is a corrective instrument and as such, should not be used as
an occasion to inflict harm on students. Furthermore, Ukeje, Akabugo and
Ndu  (1992)  noted  that  as  the  need  arises  the  principal  and  other
administrators of punishment should ensure that such punishment does
not constitute a breach of the law. Alalibo (2006) and Rickets (2008) equally
observed that it is a common experience that school administrators and
teachers are often sued by parents or guardians on the premise that such
persons  breached  the  law  by  inflicting  harms  on  their  wards.
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Consequently, Igwe (2003),  Mebradu (2008), and Sunday (2010) observed
that those who administer punishment on students should ensure they
respect the law and its provision regarding human rights in general. Thus,
it is in the light of the above, that this paper seeks to examine the place of
education law and administration of public junior secondary schools in
Rivers State.

Statement of the Problem
Recent observation in public junior secondary schools in Rivers State has
shown  that  it  is  doubtful  whether  some  principals  and  teachers  have
adequate awareness of the legal aspects of educational administration. It is
still  not certain that some teachers have become aware about education
law and its operations in the administration of schools. This situation is
not healthy for the optimal realization of the set goals and objectives of
secondary  education  in  Rivers  State.  Since  principals  and  teachers  are
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  operating  schools  within  legal
boundaries, it is imperative for them to have an essential understanding of
the  law  relating  to  secondary  school  administration.  Their  lack  or
inadequate awareness of the law may therefore result in the violation of
students’ rights giving rise to avoidable court cases. This will also reduce
principals’  effectiveness  and  efficiency  in  carrying  out  quality
management practices in the school system. Thus, the study intends to
investigate the level of principals and teachers awareness of education law
and  its  implications  for  the  administration  of  public  junior  secondary
schools in Rivers State.

Purpose of Study
The study was designed to examine principals and teachers’ awareness of
education law and its implications for the administration of public junior
secondary schools in Rivers State. Specifically, the study sought to:
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1. Assess  the  level  of  principals  and  teachers’  awareness  of  the
operations of education law in the administration of public junior
secondary schools in Rivers State.

2. Assess the level of principals and teachers’ involvement in tortuous
liability in the administration of public junior secondary schools in
Rivers State.

3. Determine how the knowledge of education law can regulate the
administration  of  students’  discipline  in  public  junior  secondary
schools in Rivers State.

Research Questions
Based on the elements of the problem of this study, the following research
questions guided the study:

1. What  is  the  level  of  principals  and  teachers’  awareness  of  the
operations of education law in the administration of public junior
secondary schools in Rivers State?

2. What  is  the  level  of  principals  and  teachers’  involvement  in
tortuous liability in the administration of public junior  secondary
schools in Rivers State?

3. To  what  extent  does  principals  and  teachers’  knowledge  of
education law regulate the administration of students’ discipline in
public junior secondary schools in Rivers State?

 Hypotheses 
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The following null hypotheses tested at 0.05 level of significance guided
the study. 

1. There is no significant difference between the mean response rating
of principals and teachers’ regarding their level of awareness on the
operations of education law in the administration of public junior
secondary schools in Rivers State.

2. There is no significant difference between the mean response rating
of principals and teachers’ on their level of involvement in tortuous
liability in the administration of public junior secondary schools in
Rivers State.

Methodology 
The descriptive research design was used. The study population consisted
of 267 public  secondary schools principals  and 8547 teachers  in public
junior  secondary  school  in  Rivers  State  (Rivers  State  Universal  Basic
Education Board, 2017). The stratified and simple random techniques were
used to select 120 principals and 858 teachers of junior secondary schools
which  made  up  a  total  sample  of  978.  The  instrument  used  for  data
collection was 30 items validated questionnaire titled “ Education Law and
Administration  of  Secondary  School  Questionnaire  (ELASSQ)”.  The
weightings of the responses for research questions were Very High (VH =
4 points); High (H = 3 points); Low (L = 2 points) and Very Low (VL = 1
point). However, the rating scales were collapsed into high and low for
easy analysis.  A reliability coefficient of  0.84 was established using the
Cronbach Alpha Statistic.  Regarding to the method of data analysis the
mean and standard deviation were used to provide answers to research
questions. Mean of 2.50 and above were accepted and considered high,
while  mean  below 2.50  was  not  accepted  and equally  considered  low.
Thus, the criterion mean was set 2.50. 
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Results   
Research  question  1:  What  is  the  level  of  principals  and  teachers’
awareness of the operations of education law in the administration public
junior secondary schools in Rivers State? 

Table 1: Mean and standard deviation of principals and teacher level of
awareness of education law in public junior secondary schools.

S/
N

Items Principal
s

N = 120

Teachers
N =858

Mea
n Set

Remark
s 

X́1 SD1 X́2 SD2 X́1 X́2

1. Principals  and
teachers’  action  are
guided by law.

2.54 0.71 2.5
2

0.7
4

2.53 High

2. Principals  and
teachers  are
accountable  to  their
wrong  doings  in
school.

2.61 1.08 2.5
6

1.0
6

2.59 High

3. Punishment  for
offending  students  is
guided by law.

2.42 0.78 2.4
0

0.7
8

2.41 Low

4. Education  law frowns
at  the  use  of
unreasonable force on
students.

2.60 1.05 2.6
7

1.6
0

2.64 High
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5. The  law  restricts
principals  and
teachers’  power  to
punish students.

2.47 0.79 2.4
5

0.6
8

2.47 Low

6. Principals  and
teachers  can  make
rules  and  regulations
to  guide  conduct  of
students.

2.57 1.66 2.5
5

0.7
8

2.56 High

7. Principals  and
teachers  can  arbitrate
on  minor  issues  and
disputes.

2.66 1.72 2.5
7

0.8
8

2.62 High 

8. Opportunities  are
provided  for  students
to  defend  themselves
before  being
punished.

2.55 1.88 2.5
8

1.0
5

2.57 High

9. Principals  and
teachers  can  defend
themselves  in  the
event of litigation.

2.68 1.06 2.5
9

1.0
7

2.61 High

Aggregate mean set 2.56 High 

Table 1 shows the following mean sets: principals and teachers’ actions are
guided  by  law  (2.53);  principals  and  teachers  are  accountable  to  their
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wrong  doings  in  school  (2.59);  punishment  for  offending  students  is
guided by law (2.41);  education law frowns at  the use of  unreasonable
force on students (2.64); the law restricts principals and teachers’ power to
punish  students  (2.47);  principals  and  teachers  can  make  rules  and
regulations to guide conduct of students (2.56);  principals  and teachers
can arbitrate on minor issues and disputes (2.62) and opportunities are
provided for students to defend themselves in the event of litigation (2.68).
In summary, an aggregate mean set of 2.56 which is above the criterion
mean of 2.50, indicates high level of principals and teachers’ awareness of
operations of education law.

 Research  question  2: What  is  the  level  of  principal  and  teachers’
involvement  in  tortuous  liability  in  the  administration  of  public  junior
secondary schools in Rivers State?  

 Table  2: Means  and  standard  deviation  of  principals  and  teachers’
responses on their level of involvement in tortuous liability. 

S/
N

Items Principal
s

N = 120

Teachers
N =858

Mea
n Set

Remark
s 

X́1 SD1 X́2 SD2 X́1 X́2

1. Slander 2.30 0.68 2.4
0

0.7
9

2.35 Low

2. Negligence 2.51 1.06 2.5
4

0.8
8

2.53 High

3. Assault 2.33 1.08 2.3
8

0.7
8

2.36 Low
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4. Battery 2.44 1.06 2.4
8

0.9
1

2.46 Low

5. Libel 2.24 0.78 2.3
6

0.8
1

2.30 Low

6. Conversion  of
students’ belongings

2.41 0.76 2.3
8

1.0
5

2.40 Low

7. Infliction of emotional
distress

2.58 1.06 2.6
1

1.0
3

2.60 High 

Aggregate mean set 2.43 Low 

Table 2 shows the level of principals and teachers’ involvement in tortuous
liability.  The  result  reveals  the  following  mean  sets:  slander  (2.35);
negligence (2.53); assault (2.36); battery (2.46); libel (2.30);  conversion of
students’ belongings (2.40) and infliction of emotional distress (2.60). In
summary, an aggregate mean set of 2.43 which is below the criterion mean
of  2.50  indicates  low  level  of  principals  and  teachers’  involvement  in
tortuous liability.

Research  question  3:  To  what  extent  does  principals  and  teachers’
knowledge  of  education  law  regulate  the  administration  of  students
discipline in public junior secondary schools in Rivers State?

Table  3:  Mean  and  standard  deviation  of  principals  and  teachers’
responses  knowledge of  education  law and administration of  students’
discipline.

S/ Items Principal Teachers Mea Remark
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N s
N = 1

N = n Set s 

X́1 SD1 X́2 SD2 X́1 X́2

1. Legal  steps  taken
against  principals and
teachers  for  violating
students’  rights
enhance
administration  of
discipline 

2.63 0.74 2.5
6

1.1
2

2.60 High

2. A  student’s  right  to
defend him or herself
on  disciplinary
matters  enhances
administration  of
discipline.

2.77 0.69 2.6
1

0.9
3

2.69 High

3. Punishment  for
offending  students
being  commensurate
with  the  offence
committed   enhances
administration  of
discipline

2.58 0.65 2.5
3

1.0
4

2.56 High

4. Parents and guardians
suing   principals  and
teachers  who  violate

2.67 1.05 2.6
4

1.0
7

2.66 High
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their  children’s  rights,
contributes  to
administration  of
discipline

5. Principals  and
teachers’  exercise  of
the  legal  doctrine  of
in-loco  parentis
should be done within
the  ambit  of  the  law
improves discipline

2.66 0.71 2.7
0

1.0
6

2.68 High

6. Students appeal to 
higher authorities in 
school, if dissatisfied 
with disciplinary 
decisions improves 
administration of 
discipline

2.30 0.56 2.3
4

0.7
1

2.32 Low

7. Detention of students 
during or after school 
hours violates their 
rights impedes good 
school discipline

2.70 1.08 2.5
6

0.6
8

2.63 High

8. Denying students 
opportunity for fair 
hearing on 
disciplinary matters 

2.40 0.68 2.4
4

0.7
0

2.42 Low
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violates their rights, 
has nothing to do with
good discipline.

Aggregate mean set 2.57 High 

Table 3 reveals the following mean sets: legal steps can be taken against
principals and teachers for violating students’ rights (2.60); a student has
the right to defend himself on disciplinary matters (2.69); punishment for
offending  students  should  be  commensurate  with  offence  committed
(2.56);  parents  and  guardians  can  sue  principals  and  teachers  (2.66);
principals and teachers exercise of the legal doctrine of in-loco parentis
should be done with the ambit of the law (2.68); students can appeal to
higher  authorities  if  dissatisfied  with  disciplinary  decisions  (2.32);
detention of students during and after school hours violates their rights
(2.63) and denying students opportunities for fair hearing violates their
rights (2.42).In summary,  table 3 depicts  an aggregate mean set  of 2.57
which is above the criterion mean of 2.50, indicating high extent or level of
principals  and  teachers’  knowledge  of  education  law  regulating
administration of students’ discipline.

Hypothesis  One: There  is  no  significant  difference  between  the  mean
response rating of principals and teachers’ level of awareness regarding
the operations of education law and the administration of public junior
secondary schools in Rivers State.

Table 4: Z-test analysis of the difference between principals and teachers’
opinion on the levels of awareness on education law.

Variables N X́❑ SD DF Z-Crit Z-Cal
Level of

Remark
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Value Value Sig.

Principals 120 12.33 0.57 976 1.96 1.45 0.05 Accepted

Teachers 858 12.30 1.58

The result of Table 4 showed that the Z-calculated value of 1.45 is less than
the Z-critical value of 1.96 at degree of freedom of 976 and 0.05 level of
significance.  It  is  therefore inferred that the null  hypothesis  is  retained
meaning that there is no significant difference between the mean response
rating of principals and teachers on the levels of their awareness regarding
the  operations  of  education  law and   administration  of  public  junior
secondary schools in Rivers State.

Hypothesis  Two: There  is  no  significant  difference  between  the  mean
response rating of principals and teachers on their level of involvement in
tortuous  liability  and  the  administration  of  public  junior  secondary
schools in Rivers State.

Table 5: Z-test analysis of the difference between principals and teachers’
opinion on the levels of involvement in tortuous liability.

Variables N X́❑ SD DF Z-Crit

Value

Z-Cal

Value

Level of

Sig.
Remark

Principals 120 12.34 0.59 976 1.96 1.52 0.05 Accepted

Teachers 858 12.44 2.60
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The result in table 5 indicated that the Z-calculated value of 1.52 is less
than the Z-critical value of 1.96 at degree of freedom of 976 and 0.05 level
of significance. The null hypothesis is retained implying that there is no
significant difference between the mean response rating of principals and
teachers on the levels of their involvement in tortuous liability and the
administration of public junior secondary schools in Rivers State.

Discussion of Findings 

As revealed in the analysis of table 1, an aggregate mean set of 2.56 which
is above the criterion mean of 2.50 indicates high level of principals and
teachers’ awareness of operations of education law. This finding point to
the view that if  school  administrators are conversant with legal  pitfalls
they will be better positioned to effectively administer schools. This is in
agreement  with  the  observation  of  Maduagwu  (2006)  who  noted  that
principals’ actions must be exercised within the provisions of the law. This
means  that  knowledge  of  education  law  is  imperative  for  school
governance. 

The findings in table 2 shows an aggregate mean set of 2.43 which is below
the criterion mean of 2.50, indicating low level of principals and teachers’
involvement  in  tortuous  liability.  This  finding  disagrees  with  that  of
Onwuekweikpe  and  Asagba  (2014)  who  found  that  principals  and
teachers’  involvement  in  tortuous  liability  was  high.  A  possible
explanation  for  the  variation  in  findings  could  be  attributed  to  the
improved enlightenment over the years on the fundamental human rights
of students and school personnel. Also, the null hypothesis which stated
that  there  is  no  significant  difference  between  principals  and teachers’
mean  rating  responses  on  the  level  of  their  involvement  in  tortuous
liability was upheld; implying that both principals and teachers are on the
same page of perception regarding tortuous liability. 
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The finding  in  table  3  equally  revealed  an  aggregate  mean set  of  2.57
which is also above the criterion mean of 2.50, indicating high extent or
level  of  principals  and  teachers’  knowledge  of  education  law  could
regulate administration of discipline in schools. This is in consonance with
the  Okunamiri  (2005)  who  noted  that  knowledge  of  education  law
contributes  immensely  to  the  administrative  effectiveness  of  secondary
schools.  This  is  particularly  important  in  the  area  of  minimizing  the
incidence of litigations in the school system. 

Conclusion and Recommendations
Arising from the findings of the study, it is obvious that principals and
teachers are highly aware of the operations of education law. This is good
for the school system as it could minimize litigations. There is also low
level  of  principal  and  teachers’  involvement  in  tortuous  liability.  This
finding portends a positive step towards the realisation of the objectives of
secondary education in Rivers State. Also, indicated in the findings is that
the  knowledge  of  education  law  could  regulate  the  administration  of
students’ discipline. It is important to note that the situation is changing
owing to growing complexity of educational administration and citizens’
greater  awareness  of  basic  fundamental  human  rights.  Consequently,
principals and teachers will have to contend with the legal implications of
their task.  

Recommendations
Based on the findings of the study, some recommendations were made as
follows:

1. In order to strengthen the professional development of principals
and teachers in public junior secondary schools,  the Rivers State
Universal Basic Board should organise workshops and conferences
on legal aspects of educational administration.
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2. The  curriculum for  teacher  education  should  include  courses  in
education  law  to  minimize  principals  and  teachers’  level  of
involvement in tortuous liability.

3. In order to protect  the rights of all  stakeholders in public junior
secondary schools in Rivers State, a copy of the constitution of the
Federal Republic of Nigeria, and other legal documents governing
human actions should be made available in school libraries. 
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