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Abstract The paper examined the poverty question in Nigeria within the context of the Millennium Development Goals (NDGs),
adopted by the United Nations in 2000. Over the past decades, Nigeria’s preoccupation with development has had very marginal success.
The past failures and depressing prospects have provoked a great amount of concern. The paper revealed that most Nigerians are worse off
than they were; health and nutrition problems are widespread and infrastructure eroding rapidly. 1t further revealed that the achievement
of the goal of stopping the traumatic march of poverty has so far eluded Nigeria and may not be able to achieve the ambitious Millenninm
Development Goal target of reducing poverty by half by 2015. The paper however, called for target policy interventions to protect the poor
and a culture of prudent fiscal and monetary policy with incentives for non-oil growth and the development of the private sector.
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1. Introduction

Despite significant improvement since attainment of independence in Nigeria like many nations
in the developing world, extreme poverty remains widespread. The Nigerian economy began to
experience recession from the early 1980 and as a result, she moved from middle level income
and a developing industrial nation, to become one of the poorest nations in the world (Central
Bank of Nigeria, 2002-2003). Data from the National Bureau of Statistics on the Poverty Profile
of Nigeria (1999), showed that the incidence of poverty rose from 28.1 percent in 1980 to 46.3
percent in 1985 but dropped slightly to 42.2 percent in 1992 before rising to 65.6 percent in
1996. Based on its low Gross National Product (GNP) per capita, Nigeria has since 1990, been
classified as a “poor nation”. The United Nations Developments Programme (UNDP), using its
Human Development Index (HDI), ranked Nigeria 142™ among the 172 countries listed in 1997
and 146" in 1998 and 156" out of 179 in 2001. Comparatively, the incidence of poverty is more
pronounced in the rural areas where over 60 percent of the population live with about 65
percent of them engaged in subsistence agriculture production (Central Bank of Nigeria, 2002-
2003).

The overarching goal of Nigeria’s economic development since independence in 1960
has been to achieve stability, material prosperity, peace and social progress. The United Nations
Development Programme (2008-2009) however, observed that a variety of internal problems
have persisted in slowing down the country’s attainment of growth and development objectives.
These include in adequate human development, primitive agricultural practices, weak
infrastructure, uninspiring growth of the manufacturing sector, poor policy regulatory
environment and mismanagement and misuse of resources. To ensure that the economy delivers
on its potentials, the country experimented with two development philosophies- a private sector
led growth in which the private sector served as the “engine house” of the economy and a
public- sector-driven growth in which the government assumed the “commanding heights” of
the economy. The initial low level of private sector development however, led to public sector
dominance of the economy, encouraged by rapid growth in the oil sector.
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Growth performance has improved significantly since the return to civilian rule in 1999
while the last seven years has witnessed an average growth rate of about 6 percent. However,
economic growth has not resulted in appreciable decline in unemployment and poverty
prevalence in the country. Some of the factors responsible for the low response of poverty and
human development generally to economic growth may be found in the structure of production
and nature of growth. Nigeria’s top two primary products, agriculture and oil; continue to
dominate both sectorial contributions to GDP and, in the latter case, exports. Agriculture
continues to account for more than 50 percent of employment while the oil sector accounts for
over 95 percent of foreign exchange earnings and 80 percent of government revenue. According
to UNDP Human Development Report on Nigeria (2008-2009), the declining share of
agriculture in GDP in the mid and early 1970s has been reversed since 1999: agriculture’s share
of GDP rose from 30 percent in 1981 to about 36 percent in 2000 and 47 percent in 2007. The
two sectors therefore, account for more than 60 percent of Gross Domestic Product.

In contrast to the relative performance of agriculture, the manufacturing sector, has been
relatively stagnant and losing its share of GDP from 6 percent in 1985 to a range of between 4
and 5 percent during 1990 to 2007. More critically, the report noted structural transformation, as
measured by increasing value-added production and shifts in employment from private to
secondary/ tertiary sectors which has continued to elude the economy. Growth has occurred
more rapidly in recent years in the non-oil sector and importantly in agriculture, which is largely
primary production.

Value addition, has been quite limited and so has been the employment effect. Overlaid
by sustained high inequality, Nigeria’s overall economic growth improvements, has translated too
little or insignificant improvements in the welfare of the poorer segments of the population.
Perhaps the best way to appreciate the importance of the concern is to place it in the context of
the Millennium Development Goals (MDGS), adopted by the United Nations in 2000 and
achieving the target of reducing poverty by half by 2015 in Nigeria.

According to the United Nations, the development goals set out in the Millennium
Declaration, “express the resolve of the world’s political leaders to free their fellow men, women
and children from abject and dehumanizing conditions of extreme poverty to make the right to
development a reality for everyone to free the entire human race from want ”(United Nations,
2000). The Millennium Development Goals and targets come from the Millennium Declaration,
signhed by 189 countries including 147 heads of states in September, 2000
(www.un.org/millennium/declaration/ares552e.htm) as updated by the 60" UN General
Assembly in September, 2005. It is against this background, that this paper examines the
Millennium Development Goals and the Poverty Question in Nigeria.

2. Conceptual and Empirical Overview of Poverty in Nigeria

No society can surely be flourishing and happy, of which by far the greater part of the numbers
are poor and miserable (Smith, 1776) while Samavia (1995) contended that the unfinished
business of the 21" centuty, is the eradication of poverty.

A search of the relevant literature shows that there is no general consensus on any
meaningful definition of poverty. This is because poverty affects many aspects of the human
condition including physical, moral and psychological. As Anyanwu (1997) rightly observed, a
concise and universally accepted definition of poverty is elusive because different criteria have
been used to conceptualize the phenomenon.

However, the Central Bank of Nigeria (2002-2003) stressed that poverty concerns
individual’s inability to cater adequately to the basic needs of food, clothing and shelter. It
reflects the inability to meet social and economic obligations: lack of gainful employment, skills,
assets and self esteem. The position of the Central Bank of Nigeria is predicated on limited
access to social and economic infrastructures such as education, health, portable water and
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sanitation thus, limiting the chances of advancing welfare to utmost level of capability. World
Development Report (1990) has also conceptualized poverty, as the inability to attain a minimum
standard to living. The report in addition, constructed two indices based on a minimum level of
consumption in order to show the practical aspects of the concept. The United Nations has
similarly drawn other indices such as life expectancy, infant mortality rate, primary school
enrolment ratios and number of persons per physician. Sen (1987) defined poverty as the lack of
certain capabilities such as being able to participation with dignity in society. Expressed
differently, Galbraith (1969) stressed that people are poverty stricken, when their incomes, even
if adequate for survival, fall radically behind that of the community...they are degraded, for in
the literal sense, they live outside the grades or categories which the community regards as
acceptable.

Publications and several studies have provided graphical details of the escalating poverty
situation in Nigeria between the period of 1980 and 1996. These reports according to the
National Bureau of Statistics (2005), revealed marked deterioration in the quality of life of
Nigerians over the years since independence, resulting in the steady increase in the number of
citizens caught below the poverty line. These reports according to the National Bureau of
Statistics further revealed that higher concentration of the poor, live in the rural areas and the
urban fringes.

The UNDP Human Development Report on Nigeria (2008-2009), also revealed that the
number of poor people in Nigeria remains high. According to the report, the total poverty head
count rose from 27.2 percent in 1980 to 65.6 percent in the 1996, an annual average increase of
8.83 percent in the 16-year period. However, between 1996 and 2004, total poverty head count
declined by an annual average of 2.1 per cent to 54.4 percent. Over the same period, the
percentage of the population in the core poor category rose from 6.2 to 29.3 recent before
declining to 22.0 percent in 2004. The fact that over 50 percent of the total population is
officially poor should be of major concern to policy makers in Nigeria

At the global level, Nigeria ranked 54" in per capita income in 1987 and was classified as
a middle income nation (World Bank, 1987). By 1989, Nigeria had lost her status as a middle-
income nation and by 1991; the country joined the club of the poorest countries of the world.
Wortld Development Report (1989), placed Nigeria behind Benin Republic (US$380), Togo
(US$390), Guinea (US$430) and Angola (US$610) in per capita income (World Bank, 1989).In
the last three decades, Nigeria has been one of the world’s weakest growing economies the
World Bank (1989) observed.

In the period between 1990 and 1993, which was one of increasing poverty and human
misery for Nigeria, the average national income was estimated at N1,014 in 1996 (UNDDP,
1997a). The incidence of poverty increased from 27.2 percent in 1980 to 65. 6 percent in 1996
representing 67.0 million people (Sa’id, 2001). The Human Development Index (HDI) and other
indicators paint a dire picture of the state of poverty in the country as contained in Nigerian
Human Development Report 1996 (UNDP,1997a).

By 1999, it was estimated that more than 70 percent of Nigerians lived in poverty. Life
expectancy was a mere 54 years, infant mortality (77per 1,000) and maternal mortality (704 per
100,000 live births) are among the highest in the world .Other social indicators the Central Bank
of Nigeria noted, are also weak;

o only about 10 per cent of the population had access to essential drugs,

° there were fewer than 30 physicians per 100,000 people,

° more than 5 million adults were estimated to be living with HIV/ AIDS,

. among children under 5, almost 30 per cent were under weight,

o only 17 per cent of the children were fully immunized down from 30 percent in 1990 and

almost 40 percent had never been immunized ,
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o only about half the population had access to safe drinking water (40 percent in the rural
areas while 80 percent in the urban areas),

o some 29 percent of the total population lived at risk from annual flood,

o more than 90 percent of the rural population depended on forests for liveli- hood and

domestic energy sources and

o rural households spent an average of 1.5 hours a day, collecting water and fuel wood
(Central Bank of Nigeria, 2005).

3. Survey Results on Unsafe Water Supply, Toilet Facilities, Electricity Supply and
School Enrolment in Nigeria

Safe or unpolluted drinking water is a basic necessity for good health while unsafe water is a
veritable means of transmitting water-borne diseases such as diarrhea, cholera, typhoid, guinea
worm and schistosomiasis. Safe water is constituted by pipe-borne treated, pipe-borne untreated,
borehole/hand-pump and well- spring protected. On the other hand, unsafe water is constituted
by well —spring unprotected and rain water, stream, pond or river. Table 1 shows percent
distribution of households in the country using streams, ponds and similar sources of water for
households use. National figures showed that in 1995, 30.8 percent of the households were said
to be using these sources of water in their households, 1997; 32.2 percent, 2002; 35.8 percent
and 2005; 30.40 percent. By all standards, these are unsafe water sources and over 30.0 percent
of the households in the country were affected.

At the state level, higher percentages of households were recorded in some states such as
Abia, 72.6 percent (1995) and 51.7 percent in (2000); Akwa Ibom 68.1 percent (1995), 77.9
percent (2000) and 34.5 percent (2005); Anambra 66.8 percent (1995), 71.0 percent (1999), 63.3
percent (2002) and 37.3 percent (2005), Cross River; 66.0 percent (1995), 76.5 percent (1998),
65.3 percent (2002) and 41.0 percent (2005); Taraba 66.8 percent (1995), 78.8 percent (1998),
63.5 percent (2002), 55.5 percent (2004) and 32.9 percent (2005). Based on the foregoing, the
situation on the use of unsafe water in the country had improved a lot as figures dropped in 2005
to almost half of what was obtained in the previous 10years. Some states still had high rates in
2005 compared to what was recorded in the preceding years. For instance, Yobe had 5.9 percent
(1995), 2.3 percent (2007), 7.0 percent (2003) and 17.2 percent (2005). A similar pattern occurred
for Kaduna at 10.5 percent (1995), 7.1 percent (1999), 14.2 percent (2001) and 16.0 percent
(2005). Kano had 14. 4 percent (1995), 6.9 percent (2000), 1.7 percent (2004) and 25.4 percent
(2005), while Borno recorded 6.6 percent (1995), 12.5 percent (1999) 13.7 percent (2003) and
23.6 percent (2005). The proportion of households relying on unsafe water was on the increase
and shown to be more in some Northern states.

Conventional disposal of liquid waste is constituted by the flush to sewage, flush to
septic tank, covered pit latrine and ventilated improved pit (VIP) latrine. The use of bush/dung
hill, toilet on water, pail/bucket and uncovered pit latrine constitute unconventional toilet
facilities. The latter pose serious threats to managements of the environment. Table 2 shows
percentage distribution of households using unconventional toilet facilities from 1995 to 2005.
At the national level, many households were still using unconventional toilets in the country
during the period. In 1995 about 31.4 percent of the households were affected. The figure
increased to 60.6 percent in 1999, dropped in 2004 but rose again to 67.0 percent in 2005. At the
state level, there were some observed variations. Those with higher than national rates include,
Adamawa: 53.5 percent (2000), 50.1 percent (2002) and 78.6 percent (2005), Bauchi ; 89.8
percent (2000), 87.4 percent (2001), 80.2 percent (2004) and 82.2 percent (2005), Benue:64.6
(1996), 56.4 percent (2003), 63.8percent (2004) and 76.6 percent (2005), Kogi: 57.8 percent
(1995), 67.9 percent (1999), 61.4 percent (2003), 71.2 percent (2004) and 59.7 percent (2005),
Rivers; 64.6 percent (1995), 68.5 percent (2000), 59.0 percent (2004) and 64.3 percent (2005); and
Yobe had 56.6 percent (1995), 59.3 percent (2000), 47.1 percent (2003) and 77.1 percent (2005).
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From all the indications, the situation on the use of unconventional toilets was not
significantly improved from 1995 to 2005. Disaggregation by geographical zones revealed that
five out of the six zones reported that more than 25 percent of households used unconventional
toilet facilities while the lowest figure of about 16.8 percent of households was recorded in
South- East zone in the year 2000. Throughout the period reported on, year 2005 showed the
worst situation across the zones as North East reported the highest rate of 72.5 percent while
the lowest rate of 52.5 percent was reported in the South — West.

Energy supply forms the bedrock of economic development. Over the years under
review (1995-2005), more than half of the households in the country were without electricity.
The highest figure of 60.8 percent was recorded in the year 2000 while the lowest 48.7 percent
was recorded in 2005. Generally, Lagos state recorded less than 5 percent of households without
electricity except in the year 2000: 26.0 percent, 2002; 13.2 percent and 2001 8.1 percent. About
60.0 percent of households in the South- West States had access to electricity supply. It was
further observed that Anambra, Delta, Edo and Imo states had less than 50.0 percent of
households without electricity over the period. In North- Central Zone, Kwara and FCT (Abuja)
had less than half of the households without electricity. Generally in the Northern zones, all the
states recorded more than half of the households without access to electricity, see table 3.

Education is a veritable tool for human development and a vital pre-requisite for
combating poverty, empowering people, protecting children from hazardous exploitation ,
promoting human rights and demography, protecting the environment and influencing
population growth. The federal government appreciates the essence of education which is one of
the Millennium Development Goals (MDGS) (National Bureau of Statistics, 1995- 2005).
Primary school net enrolment is defined for children of primary school ages (6-11years) that are
currently in Primary School (Primary 1 to Primary 6) divided by the number of children of
primary school ages. Table 4 shows the enrolment of persons aged 6-11 years in primary school
for 1995-2005. During the period under review, national enrolment rate ranged between 66.9
percent in 1996 and 61.5 percent in 2005. The average rate for the period was 60 percent except
in 1999 that 59.8 percent was recorded. Disaggregation by states shows that in 1995, the highest
enrolment rate of 98.4 percent was recorded by Abia while Kebbi had the lowest rate 15.8
percent. In 1996, Anambra had the highest rate of 97.2 percent while the lowest rate of 16.4
percent was recorded by Yobe. From 1997 to 2005, the highest enrolment rate was recorded by
Osun: 97.2 percent in 1997, 98.8 percent in 1999 and 90.7 percent in 2000. Ondo recorded 96.0
percent in 1998, Anambra; 91.2 percent in 2001, 91.2 percent in 2002 and 88.1 percent in 2004
and 85.1 percent in 2005 and Ekiti 89.5 percent in 2003. The lowest rates were recorded by Yobe
as shown in table 4. On the other hand, secondary school net enrolment is defined as the
number of secondary school children (age 12-17 years) currently in secondary school (JSS 1 to
SSS 3) divided by the number of children of secondary school ages.

Table 5 shows the percentage distribution of persons aged 12-17years who enrolled in
various secondary schools across the country during the period under review. National
enrolment rates showed that in 1995 about 69.0 percent of such children enrolled in secondary
schools but in 2005, the rate dropped significantly to 45.6 percent. There was an appreciable
increase in the enrollment rates between 1996 and 1999 at 76.1 percent in 1996, 75.1 percent
1997, 73.1 percent 1998 and 70.0 percent in 1999. At the state level, higher rates of above 59.0
percent were shown for Abia, Akwa Ibom, Cross River, Enugu, Imo, Kogi, Lagos, Ondo Osun,
Oyo and Rivers. States with low rates and figures below 35.0 percent were Jiagawa, Sokoto and
Yobe. Jigawa recorded the lowest figures of 14.40, 15. 48 and 20.17 percent between 1999 and
2001 respectively. Sokoto recorded the least: 22.9 percent and 17.9 percent in 1996 and 2005
respectively while Yobe had the least rates of 20. 41 percent and 14.54 percent in 1995 and 1997
respectively.
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4. Evaluation of Past Poverty Alleviation Programmes in Nigeria

Poverty reduction measures according to the Central Bank of Nigeria (2002-2003), consist of
series of purposive act and measures designed to address poverty problems through the
provision of basic needs such as Health services, education, water supply, food, minimum
nutrition requirements and housing, among others. The Central Bank of Nigeria however,
observed that the response of various administrations to the poverty problem appear to have
been largely ad-hoc and un-coordinated. A recent survey of the Central Bank of Nigeria on
polices and interventions, chronicled 28 federal projects and programmes with poverty reduction
thrusts.

Such poverty reduction efforts include: Rural Electrification Schemes, Credits Scheme to
Small Holders through various specialized institutions such as the People’s Bank, Agricultural
and Cooperative Development Bank, Community Banks, NERFUND, SME Credit Scheme, the
Family Economic Advancement Programme (FEAP), Universal Primary Education Scheme and
Low Cost Housing Scheme. Others include: Transport Schemes such as the Urban Mass Transit,
Health Schemes such as Primary Health Care Programme, the activities of the Directorate of
Food, Roads and Rural Infrastructure (DFRRI), National Directorate of Employment (NDE),
Better Life for Royal woman programme, as well as the Family Support Programme (FSP). More
recent programmes include the National Poverty Eradication Programme (NAPEP) Small and
Medium Industries Equity Investment Scheme (SMIEIS) and so on.

While none of these programmes was completely without merit, none of them had
significant lasting or sustainable positive effects due largely to poor coordination, absence of a
comprehensive framework, excessive political interference, ineffective targeting of the poor,
leading to leakages of benefits to unintended beneficiaries, unwieldy scope of the programmes,
which caused resources to be thinly spread across too many projects, over- lapping functions
which led to institutional rivalry and conflicts, absence of sustainability mechanisms in
programmes and projects and non inclusion of beneficiaries in the project design,
implementation, monitoring and evaluation.

Similarly, Okafor (2006) contended that fundamentally, almost all the programmes were
directed towards quick, short-term yields rather than “long term” sustainability. Other reasons
why these efforts failed to make the expected impact on poverty alleviation Okafor (2000)
further asserted, include the following: the programmes lacked convergence, linkages and
synergy with the result that the benefits were ephemeral; weak institutional arrangements and
framework were made worse by policy inconsistencies, the absence of legislative backing and
corruption; diversity of poor people’s condition and relationship with the environment were not
taken into consideration. The result was lack of the much needed understanding of who the poor
are and what their priorities are in each community; programmes were planned and executed
from the economic point of view without linkages to local communities to penetrate the
grassroots and the environment; poor implementation of the objectives of the programmes
encouraged environmental degradation with accelerated poverty on the long run and; budgetary,
management and governance problems which resulted in under- funding, under staffing and the
phenomenon of abandoned projects.

Despite these anti poverty programmes and projects, Nigerians are still very poor and
social development is limited. If present trends continue, the country is not likely to meet the
Millennium Development Goals of breaking the scourge of poverty.

5. Eradicating Poverty in Nigeria Within the Framework of the Millennium Development
Goals

Sustainable development is about improving the quality of people’s lives and expanding their
ability to shape their future. These generally call for higher per-capita incomes, equitable
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education and job opportunities, better health and nutrition and a more sustainable natural
environment. The Millennium Development Goals are the world’s time- bound targets to
measure and monitor the progress of countries in improving people’s welfare (World Bank,
2009).

The first of the eight Millennium Development Goals is to eradicate extreme poverty and
hunger. The first and most studied target under this goal, is to halve the proportion of people
living in extreme poverty ( living on less than US $1.08 per person per day) by the year 2015,
starting from the level of extreme poverty in 1990. As is well known, the proportion of people
living in extreme poverty is the head-count ratio, a measure for the spread of poverty; while the
income level of US $1.08 per person per day, is the poverty line, a threshold below which people
are deemed to be poor. Three indicators have been selected to reflect progress in achieving this
target. These include: the head-count ration itself, the poverty-gap ratio and the share of the
poorest 20% of the population in national consumption (ie, the share of the poorest quintile). It
can easily be shown that reducing the spread of poverty by half by the year 2015, with 1990 as
the base year, requires an annual rate of reduction of the head-count ratio by about 2.7345
percent (Ali-Abdel,2005). On the basis of this reduction of the head-count ration, a
corresponding rate on growth of per capita GDP can be calculated. The required rate of growth
for poverty reduction depends crucially on the structural features of poverty in the various
countries, Ali-Abdel (2005) further asserted. An aggregative indicator of these structural features
is the growth elasticity of poverty. Ali- Abdel however, observed that as far as sub-Saharan
African (SSA) which Nigeria is constituted is concerned, given the structural features of its
poverty as well as past growth performance; it has been shown that the attainment of the first
Millennuem Development Goals will not be feasible.

Over the years since their formulation, the Millennium Development Goals have
provided the much needed development framework for the least developed countries. As a
result, it is not surprising to find that the recent African initiative of launching a new partnership
for Africa’s Development (NEPAD), is closely related to the Millennium Development Goals.

In 2004, the federal government of Nigeria instituted the National Economic
Empowerment Development Strategy (NEEDS) while the state and Local Governments
followed suit, with the various State Economic Empowerment Development Strategy (SEEDS)
and Local Economic Empowerment Strategy (LEEDS) for the purpose of implementing the
Millennium Development Goals in Nigeria. The NEEDS is the latest policy of the federal
government and its focus is essentially directed at four key strategies for reorienting values;
reducing poverty, creating wealth and generating employment. The following are the main thrust
of Needs; 6 percent annual growth of gross domestic product as a result of widespread reforms;
develop public —private partnership to stimulate rapid infrastructure development including the
provision of water for domestic and commercial use; draw up a social character or contract
between government and electorate to ensure that the voices of the poor are heard and their
concerns addressed; reduce the number of unqualified primary school teachers by 80 percent;
mobilize community and private- sector involvement in education; completion of Universal
Basic Education Programmes; reduce maternal mortality by three-quarter and under- five child
mortality by two- thirds and the provision of affordable housing, water and sanitation and so on.

Consequently over the years attempts were made at alleviating poverty as reflected in the
expression of commitment by successive governments through increase in the number of
programmes and projects as well as increasing financial commitment towards empowering
Nigerians. However, findings have indicated that poverty was more acute in the rural areas of
Nigeria and some geo-political zones were particularly hard hit than others by poverty while
unemployment kept souring. Muhammed (2006) contended that Nigeria’s democratic experience
has neither served the purpose of political emancipation nor led to economic betterment of the
citizens of Nigeria (see table 6). This is especially in the face of endemic poverty, hunger,
unemployment and progressive disempowered of the majority of the population. The prospect
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of escaping this life threatening situation and achieving sustainable growth and development with
the MDGS framework in Nigeria calls for concerted concern. The actualization of the laudable
goals of the Millennium Declaration in Nigeria is currently challenged by poor leadership,
inconsistency in policy, instability in government, legacy of mismanagement and corruption, the
boom and bust mode of economic management; encouraged by the dominance of oil in the
economy, overdependence on oil and the traditional sector. It is pertinent to note that some
growth indices are often paraded by the Nigeria government but strangely, there is a mismatch
or disconnect between it and existing realities as the country still exhibits large symptoms of
underdevelopment as reflected in the socio-economic lives of Nigerians and amply demonstrated
by this paper.

After many years of implementation of poverty alleviation programmes and projects and
seven years to the dateline 2015, the level of inequality in the system is high because the
underlying structure of the economy has not been allowed to experience structured
transformation. Subsistence agriculture is still widely practiced with more than 50 percent of the
labour force working in this sector; which means that Nigeria’s labour force is largely
unsophisticated and unskilled for the demands of a 21" century economy. The oil sector, the
other leg on which the economy stands, generates more than 90 percent of foreign exchange
earnings and funds at least 80 percent of the federal budget, yet it employs just 1 percent of the
labour force with very low forward and backward linkage with the economy. It is obvious,
therefore, that the discourse on inequality in Nigeria has its roots in the absence of a structural
transformation in the economy (UNDP, 2008 and 2009).

As recent statistics tend to indicate, Nigeria seems to have a systemic structure of inequity;
only such a system would permit just 20 percent of the population to own 65 percent of national
assets while as much as 70 percent of the same population, are peasant rural workers and
artisans. Inequality in Nigeria means that opportunities for upward mobility are very limited; it
means few decent jobs, poor income and low purchasing power for the employed; which also
means poor infrastructure and institutional failure in key sectors including education, health and
transportation (UNDP, 2008 and 2009).

The Human Development Report 2007 and 2008 on Nigeria showed that the Human
Development Index for Nigeria was 0.470 which gives the country, a rank of 158" out of 177
countries. Life expectancy is 46 years, ranking Nigeria as 165" and adult literacy rates (% ages 15
and above) was 69.1, ranking Nigeria as 104" out of 177. The report also indicated the Human
Poverty Index Value of 37.3 percent for Nigeria, which ranked the country as 80" among 108
developing countries for which the index was calculated (UNDP, 2008). UNDP (2008-2009) also
observed that Nigeria ranked 100” in health and survival out of 128 countries, indicating that
there is still much to be desired in the country’s healthcare system. Life expectancy, which had
increased till 1990, fell to 43.7 for men and 44 years for women in 2005. The infant mortality rate
stands at 96 deaths per 1000 births while the sex ratio (male to female) at birth is 0.94. Both male
and female children have about an equal chance of health and survival as the ratio stands at
0.969. Nigeria also ranks 106" out of 128 countries in political empowerment with female to
male ratios of 0.08 for women in patliament and 0.11 for women in ministerial positions
(UNDP, 2008 and 2009). If the present trend persists, Nigeria is not likely to meet the
Millennium Development target of eradicating poverty by half in 2015. To say the least,
eradicating poverty in the country through the Millennium Development Goals framework,
poses a Herculean task (UNDP, 2008 and 2009).

6. Conclusions
It is often said that the true barometer for measuring the advancement of a society is by judging

how its poorest and most vulnerable groups live. Similarly, development is concerned ultimately
with enhancing people’s quality of life and to achieve this, is to improve basic human capabilities
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(longevity, knowledge and income). This translates to expanding access to health, education and
job opportunities. Improvement in the basic human capabilities is reflected in improvement in
the human development index of a country. The human development index scores for Nigeria
have consistently been among the lowest in the world since 1980, revealing a slow underlying
rate of improvement and pointing to a clear policy challenge facing the country; how to translate
higher growth into improved human development outcomes, corruption and wasteful public
investment, low government revenues and low quality of public infrastructure. In most specific
terms, corruption has limited growth potentials of the country and more importantly, initiatives
against poverty and inequality, government reform policies to improve their efficiency and
respond to changing economic and social priorities, growth and income distribution matter for
poverty reduction _and public policy as key driver to both etc.

On the whole, the performance of the Nigerian economy has not been satisfactory
despite its enormous potential for growth and development. The penalty for this has been paid
by the country in high levels of poverty and inequality and the untold suffering of many millions
of Nigerians. Given the structural characteristics of the economy as well as the quality of growth
witnessed in the past, any strategy to improved welfare, must therefore, address four
simultaneous courses of action, namely:

o maintain a strong and focused emphasis on economic growth underpinned by a benign
macro- economic framework which capitalizes on the gains of the past several years by
avoiding a circle of booms and bursts,

o generate better access to social services and adequate infrastructure especially for the
poor.
o target policy interventions to protect the poorest or the most vulnerable groups etc.

Indeed to grow the economy and yet reduce poverty requires a culture of prudent fiscal
and monetary policy with incentives for non-oil growth and development of the private
sector. There are sufficient grounds for hope but the challenges ahead of the country
are significant and wide-ranging.
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APPENDIX
TABLE1  PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS USING STREAM, POND AND OTHERS

Siates 1005 | 1006 | 1097 | 1s08 | s | 200 | 2001 | 02 | 2008 | 2004 | 2005
Aba 78 | 435 | 4651 | 410s | 4997 | siee| ams| aeme| ar02] ame0 | w0
Adamawa | 3584 | 4755 | 3760 | 4693 | 4348 | 5138| d916| 64| sam| a2s0 | 3080
~{ Mowatbom | 6813 | 7200 | se4r | sass | eesr | wmas| mon| estr| esse| sas0 | um
Aambra | 6680 | 7499 | 6056 b 6130 | 7404 | 7636 | s08s| 333 sese| 503 [ wa
Bauchi na | w2 | v os | 2908 | ssa0l| asa|  sass| “sare| a1 [ 34
\{ Bayelsa 4 | ues| ] ses] 19| 1960 | 3840

(

Bemue 5400 | 6345 | 67 | 5333 | 4030 | se2| sea| se3s| sas7| sS40 | ai®
Brmo 660 | 882 | 1% | 205 | 1245 [ 7] m3s| wsm]| nnl ne | s
CrossRiver | 6503 | 7678 | 7745 | 7654 | 7602 | 6| eese| 663 ee01[ 570 | 4100
M Delta 3095 | 3205 | 3182 | 373 | 2808 | arae| 38| 41| 2845( 2550 | 3700
Ebonyi 5352 | s654| s9s6| e2sa! ese0 | 4620
| Edo 832 | 4070 | 4568 | 4000 | 4648 | e3%4| 78| 82| 43%6| 3w | s
Ekit ass! ws| .| se| an | B
Enugu 5206 | 5078 | 5747 | 6760 | 6339 | e207| e0o0| 5793 | sa87| sas0 | 3860 |
Gambe am| wa| zme| x4l w4 | 1% |
" Imo ©35 | ses | e12e | sewr | sor | sres| som| ase2|  %651] 240 | 2830
Jqava 500 | 478 | 383 | 080 | o000 agt| 3| 23| 183] 0% [ wn
Kaduna 1045 | neo | ws0 | 30 | 712 | 38| 2| a0e]| 1387 1370 | 1680
Kano wa2 | 35 | nan | 22 | 1w 669 5590 430] 300] 1w | 24
Katsina 123 | e | 249 | 242 | 2508 | 2847 40| 34| 2| 020 | 274
Kebbi 155 | 220 | 1933 | 195 | 1987 | 1655] 1251 8a8|  4s4| 040 | 24
Kegl 5401 | 5407 | %06 | 472¢ | 1746 | 4835| 4602| 4368 4134| 3000 | 4080
Kwara 08 | 2120 | 20 | 62 | 133 | w818| se| 1899 1940| 1980 | 3340
Lagos o4t | e | nar | 708 | 27 | 22| we2;| m2s| 62| 120 | 530
Nassarawa 6498 | 6164 5829| 5495| 5160 | 30.30
Nigar 870 | s050 | 4200 | 4637 | 5158 | 5087 4670| 4254| 33| M2 | MW
Oqun 1966 | 3228 | %72 | 2 | wm | we| nwl 241] %] w40 | 02
Ondo goe0 | 4562 | wims | 4306 | sm4 | a7er| 4s48| 4909 ( 40s9| 5030 | 270
Ostn 006 | 769 | 22 | 208 | »75 | mss| 316! wmer| aue9| 2140 | 270
Oyo 20 | 68 | 260 | 1023 | w1 | 2051 245| 24| 2035] 2430 | e
Plateau aree | seae | ae73 | aem | 425 | eto4| sem | ssar|  sex4| 4030 | RN
~| Rivers @4 | 430 | a8 | som | was | ass| zmm| sme2| 2341] 2070 | .50
Sokolo w087 | 1850 | 795 | 228 | 28 | na4] 0e0] 007] 053] 900 | 4810
Taraba 677 | 7508 | a0 | 787 | 6436 | 7515| 7024| 6533 | 6041 5550 | 3280
Yobe 591 | 852 | 1258 | 443 | 089 26| 383] ses| esr| s | w2

Zamiara 4264 4201| 4137( 4074) 4040 | 210
FCT(Abuja) | 2248 | 5433 | 3332 | 4782 | 4540 5044 | 5195| 4577| 3958| 3340 | 19700

Nigeria 031 1868 | 3224 | 3382 | 3540 3088 | 37BAl 35791 BTH| T | 3040,
Sowrce National Buarean of Statistics (2007)

MCSER - Mediterranean Center of Social and Educational Research
Rome, Italy, www.mcser.otg 204


http://www.mcser.org/

ISSN 2039-2117 Mediterranean Journal of Social Sciences Vol.2, No.2, May 2011

S
TABLE 2 PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH UNCONVENTIONAL TOILETS
States 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 (2000 | 2001 | 2002 [ 2003 | 2004 | 2005
Abia 12.95 | 133 | 10.44 | 1569 | 9.93 [73.13] 60.20] 47.27] 34.33 2140  63.30
Adamawa 43.38 | 49.95 | 3840 | 47.37 | 44.15 | 5346[ 51.77] 50.08] 4839 46.70] 78.60
Akwa [bom 178 | 268 | 647 | 424 | 1.07 | 9255 75.11] 57.67] 4024] 22.80] 56.90
Anambra 1046 | 861 | 6.76 | 935 | 695 |77.88] 6203 46.19] 30.34] 1450 67.50
Bauchi 29.20 | 29.98 | 25.81 | 27.52 | 36.79°1°89.78] 87.39| 84.99] 82:60] 8020 82.20
Bayelsa " [8591|79.73] 7355 67.38] 61.20] 79.20
Benue 61.06 | 64.58 | 58.81 | 58.08 | 55.03 | 33.98] 41.44| 48.89] 56.35] 63.80] 76.60
Borno 19.75 | 21.66 | 22.37 | 22.21 | 29.26 | 80.83| 66.20( 51.57| 36.93] 22.30| 73.30
CrossRiver | 34.52 | 35.83 | 45.37 | 4540 | 48.13 [ 49.35] 54.81] 6027| ©65.74] 71.20] 70.40
Delta 2084 | 2468 | 23.03 | 25.92 | 38.18 | 69.81] 66.21] 6261] 59.00] 5540 71.30
Ebonyi 55.63| 6353 7142 79.31| 8720 71.40
Edo 1513 | 882 | 2020 | 12.16 | 17.61 | 68.38] 64.26| 60.14] 56.02] 51.90] 30.00
Ekiti 31.63| 39.25| 46.86| 54.48| 62.10| 57.60
Enugu 52.27 | 48.79 | 53.23 | 50.31 | 43.39 | 28.18] 37.29| 46.30] 55.50| 64.60| 67.00
Gombe 84.20| 72.35( 60.50] 48.65| 36.80| 66.20
imo 667 | 504 | 628 | 410 | 6.90 |77.92] 61.19 44.46] 27.73] 11.00] 81.60
Jigawa 21.16 | 2561 | 29.76 | 30.54 | 2517 | 68.66} 60.72| 52.78| 44.84| 36.90|  49.70
Kaduna 13.08 | 1687 | 89 | 14.06 | 599 [79.86] 66.22] 5258] 38.94| 2530] 8540
Kano 30.94 | 28.19 | 23.32 | 17.04 | 11.58 | 91.06] 71.67] 5228 3289 1350 7320
Katsina 19.66 | 27.37 | 21.84 | 21.94 | 1593 | 83.30| 67.10] 50.90] 34.70| 1850 71.70
Kebbi 4147 | 4207 | 4539 | 46.71 | 58.25 | 47.91| 47.13] 46.35] 4558 44.80] 74.80
Kogi 57.82 | 54.44 | 56.85 | 67.89 | 74.25 | 31.89| 41.72| 51.54] 61.37] 71.20] 59.70
Kwara 52.22 | 4975 | 42.25 | 47.16 | 51.33 | 45.80] 50.25| 54.70] 59.15| 63.60] 69.00
~ |Lagos 641 | 7.21 | 441 | 326 | 3.34 |4366] 34.37] 2508 1579] 650 27.70
Nassarawa 46.57| 53.70( 60.84| 67.97[ 7510 76.10
Niger 53.34 | 55.63 | 43.66 | 49.36 | 49.47 | 37.46] 4397| 5048] 56.99] 6350| 73.90
Ogun 23.64 |30.18 | 28.23 | 31.74 | 30:82 | 62.26] 55.80] 49.33] 42.87| 3640 45.20
Ondo 43.77 | 43.72 | 4210 | 42.04 | 4878 | 52.77| 5545] 5813 60.82| 6350] 56.70
Osun 5157 | 4435 | 38.03 | 40.27 | 4718 | 39.92 41.79] 4366 4553 47.40] 5630 2
Oyo 34.56 | 36.36 | 39.36 | 43.76 | 60.67 | 48.99| 50.62] 52.25| 53.87] 5550 7200
Plateau 48.70 | 59.67 | 54.63 | 53.22 | 4844 | 39.57| 49.03] 58.49] 67.94] 77.40] 74.60
Rivers 64.62 | 56.77 | 55.88 | 63.34 | 51.03 | 68.45] 66.08] 63.73] 61.36] 59.00] 64.30
Sokoto 29.76 | 2563 | 24.39 | 36.82 | 2414 | 73.67| 66,63 59.59] 52.54| 4550 58.60
, Taraba 44.81 | 5282 | 50.60 | 48.44 | 50.52 | 37.58| 46.11| 54.64] 6317] 71.70] 58.00
Yobe 56.62 | 5146 | 58.73 | 50.76 | 4360 | 59.26] 55.19] 51.13| 47.06/ 43.00] 77.10
Zamfara 82.50{ 69.80] 57.10] 44.40| 31.70| 87.10
FCT (Abuja) | 21.83 | 41.37 | 261 | 2928 | 37.5 | 41.09| 4221] 43.34] 44.47] 45560 68.80
Nigeria 31.36 | 32.06 | 30.04 | 31.74 | 32.31 | 60.56] 57.12] 53.68] 50.24| 46.80] 67.00

Source: National Bureau of Statistics (2007)
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TABLE 3 PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS WITHOUT ELECTRICITY
States 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 .| 2005

Abia 49.71| 46.95 | 47.51 | 42.52 | 37.67 | 46.6 | 44.24 | 4152 | 4196 36.40 | 21.10 |
Adamawa 76.37 | 78.81 | 65.09 | 74.55 | 69.57 | 856 | 81.02| 83.22 | 72.95 | 80.80 | 79.10

Akwalbom | 71.50 | 72:29 | 64.24 | 74.02 | 72.96 | 69.6 | 6556 | 58,96 | 5617 | 4810 5250

Anambra 26.25 | 28.78 | 22.39 | 19.59 | 13.90-| 19.7 | 24.21 | 19:65| 21.00| 1960 | 11.00

Bauchi 76.46.| 78.09 | 82.98 | 82.31 [,8508 | 51.3 | 68.68 | 59.27 | 75.09 | 67.20.| 77.40 |
Bayelsa 2 Y | 52F 7398 7276 | 7153 | 7030 | s000 |
Benue 8413 82.01 | 8287 [ 80.83 | 84.56 | 850 | 8172 8143 | 80.39 | 77.90 73.30 |
Borno 66.58 | B8.2 | 65.71 | 69.55 | 66.78 | 69.3 | 67.16 | 66.12| 64.31| 62.90 | 58.20

CrossRiver | 63.08 | 7033 | 70.77 | 70.95 | 66.79 | 57.2| 62.46 | 54.59 | 61.39 | 52.00 | 57.10

Delta 42.79 | 36.13 | 37.66 | 38.95 | 50.45 | 40.7 | 36.86.| 37.59 | 36.08 | 34.50 | 33.10

Ebonyi B4.7 | 83.31| 81.94 [ 80.57 | 79.20 | 75.30

Edo 41.33 | 29.95 | 37.46 | 28.69 | 25.35 | 40.3| 32.65| 3536 | 2393 | 3040 | 17.90

Ekiti 402 | 38.79 | 37.43 | 36.06 | 34.70 | 28.80

Enugu 70.29 | 74.40 | 7531 | 80.61 | 80.68 | 60.2 | 64.07 | 53.74 | 61.31 | 47.30 | 51.20

Gormbe | 69.3 ]| 70.83 | 72.39 | 73.94 | 7550 | 70.60

Imo 44.39 | 38.71 | 39.03 | 37.76 | 43.10 | 54.0| 35.36 | 3201 | 2452 | 1000 480

Jigawa 88.63 | 85.04 | 87.89 | 84.46 | 93.05 | 79.6 | 84.35 | 8365 87.80 | 87.70 | 82.20

Kaduna 55.32 | 58.27 | 5743 | 64.16 | 62.17 | 61.7 | 57.06 | 55.85 | 53.72| 50,00 | 46.00

Kano 74.38 | 7263 | 67.64 | 69.54 | 65.96 | 48.7 | 59.48 | 46.32 | 56.77 | 45.90 | 40.10.

Katsina 88.16 | 84.07 | 86.42 | 84.70 | 80.68 | 87.9 | 79.83 | 7559 | 74.86 | 63.30 | 58.20

Kebbi 89.73 | 89.22 | 86.86 | 8544 | 88.22 | 854 | 80.85 | 72.48 | 73.23 | 50.60 | 56.40

Kogi 58.34 | 43.87 | 49.58 | 55.86 | 55.18 | 64.5 | 52.40 | 60.94 | 53.49 | 57.40 | 57.00

Kwara 38.03 | 33.54 | 3243 | 3063 | 32.33 | 26.2|-32.46 | 31.37 | 3447 | 36550 ] 22.70

Lagos 339 | 299 | 372 | 231 | 268 | 260| 8.08| 13.16] 201| 030] 010

Nassarawa - o782 |- 7819 | 78.23 | 78.26| 78.30 | 73.30

Niger 65.83 | 66.08 | 58.32 | 69.14 | 73.68 | 68.5 | 64.68 | 6328 | 5821 | 58.10 | 65.20

Ogun 24.87 | 28.28 | 27.58 | 26.79 | 34.05 | 33.8 | 29.58 | 30.89 | 27.79 | 28.00.| 27.00

Ondo - 3019 | 24.79 | 27.51 | 2061 | 46,69 | 34.7 | 34.44 | 44.08 | 4051 | 5350 | 4520

Osun  [3498|37.76 | 29.34 | 2003 | 35.79 | 44.1 | 39.24 | 40.72 | 3332 | 37.30 2680 |
Oyo 28.00 | 22.06 | 21.94 | 23.75 |-40.33 | 417 | 30.02 | 37.98 [ 28.12 | 34:30 | 2540

Plateau 59.65 | 72.72 | 69.59 | 66.97 | 61.25 | 68.7 | 73.64 | 74.56 | 75.00 | 80.40 | 6530 |
Rivers = | 5870 | 52.83 | 47.97 | 43.98 | 57.93 | 386 | 45.90 | 38.06 | 43.64 | 39.30 | 54.20 |
Sokoto 6278 | 84.22 | 86.87 | 85.33 | 8310 | 84.1 | 83.25| 82.28 | 83.69 | 80.50 | 76.00

Taraba 85.33 | 88.29 | 88.38 | 85.87 | 97.58 | 91.4 | 89.24 | 90.19 | 88.69 | 89.00 | 75.20

Yobe - 8545 | 72.82 | 81.10 | 7446 | 7716 | 76.7 | 71.85 | 70.88 | 73.10 | 65.10 | 57.20

Zamfara - 81.0 | 76.88 | 72.75 | 68.63 | 64.50 | 52.90

FCT (Abuja) | 26.17 | 41.38 | 29.10 | 40.31 | 40.79 | 49.2 | 44.50 | 47.61 | 37.55 | 46.00 | 24.40

Nigeria 57.57 | 51.62 | 51.06 | 51.53 | 54.70 | 60.8 | 54.40 | 57.17 | 5228 | 5350 | 48.70

Sowce Nahoual By of Stalstics (2007)
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TABLE 4 PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN (6-11YRS) ENROLLED
IN PRIMARY SCHOOLS

States 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 } 2005} |
Abia 9835 | 9276 | 95,33 | 99.16 | 9457 | 83.07 | 8178 | 82,60 | 7663 | 76.29 7080 |
“Adamawa | 6148 4240 | 5925 | 59.10 | 4005 61.63 | 5320 | 65.03 | 6281 | 5860 | §400) |
news bom 1 95.12 | 95.95 | 9292 | 95.25 | 94.94 | 85.71 | 87.23 | 86.72 | B2 A1 82.86 | 7850
Anambra 07371 97.22 | 9509 | 9524 | 97.32 | 90.55 | 9116 | 01.21 | 87.82 | 8813 [ B510
_Ba.uchi 3800 | 42.36 | 3962 | 35.57 -30.69 | 39.86 ! 41.23 | 3540 3008 | 4067 | 4010
Bayelsa , | [ a4 | Bago 8134|7800 | 80.12 | 71.90
Benue 5539 | 75.52 | 79.60 | 74.94 | 66.25 78.50 | 76.46 | 71.83 | 7795 7693 | 77.40
Borno 3415 | 42.25 | 3398 | 20.50 | 2362 | 3a.14 | 38.26 | 28,96 | 3422 | 3620 | 3A.X0
[ cross River | 0121 [ 9135 (9319 | o1.14 {8057 [ 810 8410 | 6378 LI 80.59 | 77.00
Delia 0471|0593 | 9424 | 9293 | 9362 | 66.2/ | 87.12 | 8596 | 82.29 | 6271} 7830
Fhonyi 8470 | 85.48 | 8431 83.35 | 80.24 | 75.00
[Edo 9446 | 9555 | 95.52 | 95.10 | 94.50 | 86.16 | 85.18 | 8565 | 81.48 | 6149 | 76.80
ET 5008 | 56,69 | 84.91 | 69.54 | 8607 | 09.10]
Enugu e5 75 17971 | 75.60 | 8399 | 74.90 | 77.85| 79.81 | 77.40 | 78,85 | 79.85 | 79.30
| Gombe 35.83 | 34.00 | 30.35 | 36.64 | 34.15 | 3340
Imo 9105 | 9445 | 96.30 | 95.84 | 90.00 | 89.90 | 88.83 | B6.75 | 86.70 | 8616 1 83.50)
Jigaws 2007 | 2533 | 27.70 | 2504 | 18.18 [ 28.00 | 2682 | 23.24 | 28.15 | 2/.96 | 28.30
Kaduna 624 | 55 A6 | 56.52 | 56.98 | 38.64 | 6231 ] 65.88 | 52.37 | 64.21 | E9.98 | 66,10
Kano 1530 13938 | 4070 | 27.94 | 28.33 | 43,65 | 4299 | 37.47 | 4513 | 44.80  46.60
Katsina 13271 [ 2084 | 3534 | 3473 | 3210 | 4007 | 3682 | 37.95 4194 | 40.31 | 4380
Kebbi 15.78 | 23.05 | 3047 | 2069 | 2268 | 31.66 | 27.98 | 27.79 3228 | 30.44 | 3290
Kogi 0146 | 81.63 | 8800 | 6428 | 76.69 | 84.25 | 8257 | 78.60 | 8238 | 81.53 | 8050
Kwaid 31.80 | 8791 | 80.06 | 87.47 | 7919 82.83 | 8326 | 78.90 | 81.22 | 80.93 | T8&0
 Lagus 0445 | 0540 | 8443 | 07,61 | 0R00 | 88.12 | 8860 | 80.90 | 84.96 | 85.20 | 8180
Nassarawa 63.85 | 60.84 | 50.41 | 66.13 | 63.67 | 66.50;
Niger co12 | 4053 | 4693 | 45.70 | 38.25 | 61.12 | 49.02 | 47.88 | 5461 | 53.26 | ST.50
Ogun 96,35 | 00,14 | 02,81 | 80.77 | 89.38 | 88 71 [ B5.87 | 86.49 | 86.15 | 84.74 | B3EL
Ondo 9776 | 97.07 | 93.84 | 95.08 | 8148 | 8817 | 90.79 82.09 | 86.84 | 87.64 | 84.50)
Osun 5854 | 94.6 | 9722 | 04.61 | 0880 | 0066 | A938 | 0145|8738 | 8674 | B4TD
Oyo 86.22 | 92.21 | 9215 | 89.67 | 8362 | 84.63 | B466 | 8036 80.86 | 8088 | 77.10;
Plateau 011 | 66,04 | 7267 | 6754 | 62567 | 75.00 | 72.67 7004 | 7764 | 7599 } 790
Rivers 7905 | 9093 | 9033 | 6249 | 0194 | 63.12 | 8342 | 7892 | 7951 | 7966 | 750
Sokoto 26,43 | 18.5 | 20.11 | 20.30 | 20.72 | 2641 | 2632 | 2641|2010 } 2871} 52.10
Taraba =626 | 4157 | 4269 | 4802 | 39.72 | 5005 | 50.20 | 49.36 | 54.02 | 5464} 59.00
Yobe 164 1641 1206 | 2200 | 19.20 | 23.70 | 25.96 | 27.35 | 20.64 | 3073 | 35.50
| Zamfara 24.94 | 25.64 | 26.88 | 20.37 | 2587 | 2610
FCT (Abuja) | 46.73 | 73.83 | 8068 | 73.66 | 77.78 | 8204 | 76.62 8059 | 82.72 | 81.01 | 8340
Nigeria 5791 | 65.91| 66.61 | 64.74 | 59.78 | 64.06 | 64.21 | 6064 | 62.78 | 62,85 | 619

Humuse. NHabroued Bagorn of SHotolan s 2607)
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TABLE ¢ PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN (12 - 17YRS) ENROLLED

IN SECONDARY SCHOOLS
States 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005
Abia 04,69 | 87.31 | 89.22 | 90.47 | 89.73 | 78.30 | 74.61 | 75.56 | 76.19 | 75.82 | 61.90

Adamawa | 69.73 | 54.61 | 65.37 | 67.33 | 68.00 | 53.37 | 45.81 | 51.19 | 52.17 | 52.50 | 37.00
Akwa lbom | 89.10 | 91.86 | 92.16 | 89.31 | 90.30 | 74.05 | 75.43 | 75.58 | 74.16 | 74.65 | 59.00
Anambra 96.29 | 95.91 | 93.33 | 94.15 | 52.39%) 79.80 | 79.61 | 78.32 | 78.73 | 57.85 | 63.30
Bauchi 36.97 | 43.53 | 44.82 | 36.02 | 26779, 20.59 | 32.87 | 33.51 | 29.11 | 24.50 | 22.20

Bayelsa 73.10'| 78.84 | 77.17 | 77.27 | 64.14 | 49.50
Benue 65.86 | 79.24 | 79.01 | 78.27 | 68.89 | 55.43 | 62.12 | 62.01 | 61.64 | 56.95 | 45.00
Bormo 36.78 | 51.74 | 43.92 | 35,69 | 30.56 | 29.79 | 37.27 | 33.36 | 29.25 | 26.68 | 22.80
Cross River | 88.26 | 89.59 | 90.22 | 90.28 | 88.77 | 75.33 | 76.00 | 76.31 | 76.34 | 75.59 | 62.40
Delta 9372 | 9550 | 95.84 | 92.22 | 92.42 | 75.91 | 76.80 | 76.97 | 75.16 | 75.26 | 58.10
Ebonyi 73.95 | 72.43 | 72.87 | 71.20 | 72.51 | 43.40
Edo 9345 | 94.79 | 9464 | 93.87 | 91.52 | 75.78 | 76.45 | 76.37 | 75.99 | 74.81 | 58.10
Ekiti 79.62 | 70.08 | 78.80 | 77.05 | 63.60 | 71.60
Enugu 7561 | 89.56 | 86.21 | 86.25 | 83.82 | 68.11 [ 75.08 | 73.41 | 73.43 | 72.21 | 60.60
Gombe 2511 | 27.60 | 27.33 | 24.16 | 21.08 | 17.20
Imo 9176 | 95.82 | 94.02 | 94.11 | 86.07 | 76.88 | 78.91 | 78.01 | 78.06 | 74.04 | 62.00

| Jigawa 16.96 | 26.34 | 30.21 | 25.00 | 14.40 | 1548 | 20.17 | 22,11 | 19.50 | 14.20 | 14.00
Kaduna 66.55 | 69.68 | 63.58 | 68.17 | 53.92 | 54.08 | 55.64 | 52.59 | 54.89 | 47.76 | 41.60

Kano 4238 | 42.96 | 38.01 | 30.53 | 28.82 | 34.74 | 35.03 | 32.56 | 28.82 | 27.96 | 27.10
Katsina 29.33 | 32.39 | 32.66 | 31.27 | 2913 | 25.82 | 27.35 | 27.48 | 26.79 | 25.72 | 22.30
Kebbi 2920 | 27.92 | 4165 | 3228 | 33.97 | 25.50 | 24.86 | 31.73 | 27.04 | 27.89 | 21.80
Kagi 8258 | 86.82 | 85.26 | 86.56 | 84.67 | 71.19 | 73.31 | 72.53 | 73.18 | 72.24 | 59.80
Kwara 88.08 | 94.24 | 90.39 | 88.81 | 83.16 | 68.08 | 71.17 | 69.25 | 68.46 | 65.63 | 48.10
Lagos 8349 | 9372 | 91.95 | 94.11 | 91.04 | 76.65 | 81.76 | 80.88 | 81.96 | 80.42 | 69.80
Nassarawa 50.30| 52.21 | 50.02 | 48.93 | 38.35 | 44.00

. |Niger 5498 | 48.03 | 52.11 | 52,68 | 46.03 | 44.58 | 41.12 | 43.16 | 43.44 | 40.12 | 34.20
 Ogun 86.58 | 86.41 | 91.06 | 84.88 | 78.05 | 70.19 | 70.11 | 72.43 | 69.34 | 65.93 | 53.80
Ondo’ 9441 96.74 | 95.35 | 94.90 | 83.91 | 79.56 | 80.72 | 80.03 | 79.80 | 74.31 [ 6470 | -
Osun | 93.34 | 94.55 | 93.75 | 93.08 | 97.09 | 77.92 | 78.53 | 78.13 | 77.79 | 79.:80 | 62.50:|
Oyo 8693 | 89.68 |90.44 | 86.33 | 80.12 | 75.82 | 77.19 | 77.57 | 75.52 | 72.41 64.70 |
Plateau 77.78 | 76.46 | 80.01 | 70.70 | 73.00 | 60.14 | 59.48 | 61.26 | 56.60 | 57.75 | 42.50
Rivers 7321 | 95.76 | 92.45 | 92.03 | 81.28 | 66.41 | 77.68 | 76.03 | 75.82 | 70.44 | 5960} <
Sokoto . | 26.66 | 22.81 | 19.33 [ 17.92 | 19.10 | 22.28 | 20.36 | 18.62 | 17.91 | 18.50 | 17.90

Taraba_ 68.04 | 61.05 | 57.26 | 54.74 | 49.19 [ 40.32 | 45.83 | 43.93 | 42.67 | 39.90 | 30.60
Yobe 2041 | 22.87 | 14.54 | 23.89 | 19.44 | 21.51 | 22.74 | 18,57 | 23.25 | 21.02 | 22.60
| Zamfara 35.80 | 33.09 | 31.27 | 30.29 | 29.20 | 20.00
FCT (Abuja) | 52.82 | 79.44 | 80.55 | 73.83 | 80.55 | 55.56 | 68.87 | 69.43 | 66.07 | 69.43 | 58.30
| Nigeria 68.96 | 76.67 | 75.14 | 73.10 | 70.00 | 57.28 | 61.14 | 60.37 | 59.35 | 57.80 | 45.60

Somce Nahonal Bureau of Statistice (2007)
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INCOME

Population below US$1 per day (%)

Population
SERVICES

Schooling

below minimum level of dietary energy consumption (%)

Primary school enrolment {female %)
Primary school enrolment {male %)
Youth literacy {% ages 1524)

Health

Access to essential drugs (% of total population)
Access to physicians (per 100,000 people)
Nigerians living with HIV/AIDS {millions)

Prevalence

of HIV, female (% ages 15-24)

Incidence of tuberculosis {per 100,000 people)

Under 5 mortality rate {per 1,000)

Infant mortality rate (per 1,000 live births)

Immunisation, measles (% of children under 12 months)
Immunisation, full (% of total children)

Maternal mortality {modelled estimate, per 100,000 live births)

Clean water

Access to safe drinking water (% of population)
Access to safe drinking water (% of urban population)
Access to safe drinking water (% of rural population)
Access to improved water source (% of population)

Access to improved sanitation (% of population)

EMPOWERMENT

Proportion of seats heid by women in national pariiament (%)

GENERAL
Population

(millions)

Average annual growth in GDP

Source: World Bank

“baseine data upon which reform projections are based

70.2
13
478 459
522 54.1
81.1
10
<30
>5
187
112
44
17
1100 704
50
80
111.3
29
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B7.8

5.8
305
183
110

125

29
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