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Homework and Student Academic Performance
Among Chinese Primary School Pupils
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Abstract

School homework plays an important part in the life of pupils in Malaysian Chinese primary schools.
Despites the press decry the heavy burden of homework, it is generally accepted that homework contributes to
raise academic performance. This study examines the relationship between the burden of school home-
work and academic performance among Chinese pupils in national-type primary schools in the state of
Perak, Malaysia. The homework conceptual framework of Cooper (1985) and Taback (2005) is used as
a point of reference for a sample size of 384 students. Students feel that their teachers should assign two
to five pieces of homework each day but the general opinion of teachers is that a moderate amount of
homework should be assigned and emphasis be placed on quality rather than quantity. The coefficient
correlation analysis shows that there is a significant relationship between the students’ interests, number
of pages and frequency of Chinese school homework to be completed each day with students’ academic
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achievement. It is argued that teachers should assign appropriate and relevant homework to the pupils
so that they may attain good academic performance.

Keywords: homework, academic achievement, Chinese national-type primary schools, Malaysia
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