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AN ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPACT OF POVERTY REDUCTION PROGRAMMES IN NIGERIA AS A DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY  

ABSTRACT

This study assessed the impact of poverty reduction programmes as a development strategy in Nigeria. The study first of all examined issues of poverty and underdevelopment in Nigeria, attributing it to lack of employment, high rate of illiteracy among the citizenry, poor infrastructure, inadequate access to micro credit facilities, mismanagement of public funds, bad governance, instability of the governments and its policies. The study also examined the efforts made by different governments in poverty alleviation within this period. A total number of 120 respondents were selected and administered with questionnaires, and their responses collated and analyzed. The chi-square statistical technique and percentages were used in analyzing the collated data, and testing of the research hypothesis. Results revealed that poverty alleviation initiatives of the Federal Government of Nigeria, since the 1970s till date have not significantly impacted positively on the lives of Nigerians, especially the poor; and has not led to the overall reduction of poverty in Nigeria. The findings of the research also seem to strongly suggest that Nigerians at the rural areas are more likely to associate with poverty alleviation programmes in which they participated in contributing ideas into the initial policy design stages of such programmes, which they will later consent to at the rural level. The study concluded by suggesting that for any meaningful development alleviation programmes must be properly packaged, such that government would go into partnership with the rural people, in order to make implementation easier and successful; thus engendering economic self sustenance, economic growth and development.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION
1.1 BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

In the case of Nigeria, the inability of successive governments to streamlined and harness the enormous potentials for improved service delivery in all the existing structures of poverty eradication has resulted into persistent poverty. The paper seeks to explore the extent to which public policies have affected the poverty alleviation programmes in Nigeria with special emphasis on National Poverty Eradication Programme (NAPEP). Poverty is a global phenomenon threatening the survival of humanity. With over one billion of the more than 6 billion world’s population in a state of abject poverty, it is now generally accepted that the dangers posed by poverty must be addressed. It is also the condition that exists when people lack the means to satisfy their basic needs such as nutrition, housing, clothing and other essentials of life. As observed by the World Bank (1988) over a decade ago, poverty in developing countries is on the rise. The increasing and high level of poverty in developing countries (including Nigeria) has serious implications for the world economy. Hence, reducing poverty in developing countries has become the most persistent challenge facing the world today. Government, civil society, non-Governmental Organization (NGOs), and the international institution such as the World Bank are now in the forefront of the battle to reduce poverty in developing countries including Nigeria. In order to eradicate poverty in Nigeria, many programmes and projects have been designed to tackle poverty problems. These includes 
• Rural Basin Development Authorities (RBDA) 
• Agricultural Development Programme (ADP) 
• Rural Electrification Scheme (RES) 
• National Directorate of Employment (NDE) 
• Directorate of Food, Roads, and Rural Infrastructure (DFFRI)
• Better life / Family Support Programme (FSP) 
• Rural Banking Scheme (RBS) 
• Agricultural Credit Guarantee Scheme (ACGS) 
• Poverty Alleviation Programme 
• National Poverty Eradication Programme (NAPEP) 
Authors are divided as to the meaning of poverty and as those areas that should be classified as poverty stricken. This is because, those that are classified as being poor in one area or country may be equivalent with those classified as averagely better-off in another place. However, poverty generally means a state of being poor, that is, when necessary needs are not met. According to Pudley Jackson (1972), the problem in defining poverty is largely a cultural problem in determining what is, or what should count as, inadequate social functioning that are important or considered to be so, are being gainfully employed, maintaining a households and engaged in satisfying personal and social relationships. When these aspects of life are in jeopardy, a person or family may be considered to be in poverty, this however, poverty could be said to involve things more than economic i.e. it should also be viewed in terms of cultural, social, educational, religious perspectives. This is because, illiteracy breeds ignorance and any society characterized by ignorance will be unaware of their basic needs and improvement or development will be an elusive venture. A distinction should be made between a set of measurable objective conditions of material deprivation and set of subjective attitudes and beliefs related to material deprivation, in order to understand the wage of the term poverty. 

1.2 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

 The widespread nature of poverty worldwide has been generating great concern for policy makers and development analysts since the last few decades. In Nigeria, the trend of poverty incidence increased in a very high rate. In Nigeria 54 percent of people lived relatively below poverty line of 2/3 of per capita households’ expenditure, while 22% lived below the extreme relative poverty line of 1/3 of per capita household expenditure in the year 2004 NBS (National Bureau of Statistics). Some of the factors responsible for this lie in the nature of socio-political and economic structures, which alienate and exclude the poor from decisions affecting their welfare. Programmes are set up from the top with huge overheads, which favour contractors, consultants and the cronies of those in power. 

1.3 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

1. To investigate the issues and causes of poverty in Nigeria. 
2. To examine the poverty reduction strategies and its effectiveness in Nigerian. 
3. To investigate the impact of various poverty alleviation programmes of government on the lives of rural dwellers
4. To examine the linkage between poverty alleviation programme, living conditions of the people and economic development 

1.4 RESEARCH QUESTIONS

Therefore the questions, which this study will try to address, are: 
1. What are the key issues and causes of poverty in Nigeria? 

2. What are the poverty reduction strategies and their effectiveness in Nigerian? 
3. Are there positive impacts of various poverty alleviation programmes of government on the lives of Nigerian?
4. What are the linkage between poverty alleviation programme, living conditions of the people and economic development in Nigeria?
1.5 HYPOTHESIS OF THE STUDY 

Ho: Unemployment and corruption are not the major cause of poverty 
in Nigeria 

Hi: Unemployment and corruption are the major cause of poverty in Nigeria

Ho: Poverty can not be reduced in Nigeria
Hi: Poverty can be reduced in Nigeria 

1.6 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

Some of the significance of the study is that the study is generated by the statement of the study which can enrich the understanding of the causes of poverty in Nigeria.  
The results of the study show that there have been not significant reductions in the level of poverty in Nigeria.
In addition, this study found a negative correlation between levels of poverty and economic growth thereby making it difficult for Nigeria to develop fast.  
1.7 LIMITATION OF THE STUDY

This research work is limit due to some factors:

Time factor:- The time giving is too small for me to carry out the project work easily, although the research work was still carried out accurately.

Finance:- This also restraints the researcher in carrying out this research work as being expected.
1.8 SCOPE OF THE STUDY

This project work is designed to cover every aspect that has to do with the causes of poverty in Nigeria within the context of Edo state. The scope of the study is therefore limited to Edo state in which data regarding the causes of poverty were gathered. 

 1.9 DEFINITION OF TERMS

Absolute Poverty: This refers to insufficient or total lack of necessities and facilities like food, housing, medical care, education, social and environmental services, consumer goods, recreational opportunities, neighbourhood amenities and transport facilities, etc. 

HDI: This refers to Human development Index which is a measure of longevity, knowledge and income. Longevity is measured solely by life expectancy at birth, while knowledge is measured by adult literacy rate.

Indicators of Poverty: Generally refer to measures of economic performance as well as the standard of living of the population. This normally combines the measures of income or purchasing power or consumption with those social indicators, which highlight availability and access to the basic necessities of life.

Poverty: As will defined elsewhere, is a state where an individual is not able to cater adequately for his or her basic needs of food, clothing and shelter; is unable to meet social and economic obligations, lacks gainful employment, skills for self reliance, assets and self esteem; and has limited access to social and economic infrastructure.

Poverty reduction: Means all formal activities geared towards lowering the rate and prevalence of poverty in the country.

CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1
INTRODUCTION
This chapter deals with a review of earlier works done in the area of poverty and its reduction. Quite a lot has been and is being documented on poverty and the programmes, policies and strategies for reducing it. As a result, the review undertaken here is rather selective than exhaustive.  
2.2
THE CONCEPT OF POVERTY
Ravallion and Bidani (1994) refer to poverty as a lack of command over basic needs of consumption, meaning, a state of insufficient consumption level; giving rise to insufficient food, clothing and shelter. Also, Aluko (1975) defined poverty as lack of certain abilities, such as the inability to participate with dignity in societal endeavour. 
According to Annan et al. (2000), the Millennium Development Goals are set in precise terms - measured in numbers to ensure accountability. Significant openness and transparency of such numbers can enable countries chart a course to achieve the goals and track progress. Assuming the current understanding that poverty goes beyond material deprivation and capabilities, it is evident in the literature that business as usual will not eliminate or reduce poverty (Karlsson 2001). Tollens (2002) observes that contrary to being an intrinsic characteristic of people, it is a product of the systems of livelihood and the forces (socio–political) that shape them, thereby making poverty reduction highly desirable. However, since the rural poor choose to move to cities without finding employment and income there, some reduction in rural poverty is sometimes accompanied by increased urban poverty. In addition, successful rural poverty reduction usually works by raising the productivity of the poor, while most efforts aimed at alleviating urban poverty are welfare-oriented. Shepherd (2007) believes that meaningful onslaught against poverty must focus on many fronts, engaging both fiscal and non-fiscal challenges. However, Sen (1992) in his theory of poverty implies the idea that poverty is not a natural Phenomenon within a larger frame of inequality problems; rather it can be eliminated if people are enabled to become autonomous from needs. Rejecting the idea of poverty as a natural object and its inevitability in human societies helps us to orient our questioning towards concrete social practices threatening poverty, their transformations and their effects. 
As Manning (2007) observed, rapid and sustained poverty reduction requires growth that is ‘pro-poor’, meaning the pace and pattern of growth that enhances the ability of poor women and men to participate in, contribute to and benefit from growth. Also, policies for sustaining growth such as those aiming at strengthening institutional capacity, promoting democratic and effective governance should increase poor people’s incentives, opportunities and capabilities for employment so they can participate in and benefit from growth. However, during the past 50 years, the developing world has seen uneven progress on sustainable growth and poverty reduction. The collective record of the past yields three main lessons. First, good development outcomes require good institutions and policies. Secondly, in order to achieve sustained progress in development, the underlying policies and institutions must be country specific, and thirdly, putting these conditions in place can promote highly effective development assistance. A consistent and coherent implementation is an impetus for developing nations to meet the 2016 target. Poverty in all its forms is the greatest challenge to the international community. Of special concern are the 1.2 billion people living on less than $1 a day and the additional 1.6 billion living on less than $2 a day. Setting goals to reduce poverty is an essential part of the way forward. A more elaborated definition of poverty considers the ‘capability’ of the poor, to development, which is not visible in the Nigerian context. Improving access to education and health services for the rural population can be seen as part of this enabling process. Public investment in roads, transport, telecommunication infrastructures and sanitation could also be considered as factors that can improve capability thereby reducing vulnerability of the poor, especially in the context of an unequal geographical distribution of public and private services. There are different definitions of the term pro-poor growth policies. On the one hand, some define it as economic growth that benefits the poor proportionally more than the non-poor, in the sense that it increases their income levels more than those of the non-poor (for example, Pernia 2003). Others define it as economic growth that is associated with reductions in absolute poverty (for example, Ravallion and Chen 2003; DFID 2004). Recent debates around these different definitions of pro-poor growth are summarized in a series of short pieces by the UNDP International Poverty Centre (Zepeda 2004; Ravallion 2004; Osmani 2005).

2.3
POVERTY INCIDENCE 

Kpakol (2008) defined poverty as the inability of a person to acquire the empowerment needed to substantively control the challenges of the environment. Stemming from this, Asikhia (2010) opined that people are poor when they lack the tools and capacity to subdue their environment or when they lack empowerment in tools and new techniques, innovations, management skills and ideas, and economic participation. Therefore, one becomes poor when his environment subdues him. And in an overview of world situation, Santos-Paulino (2012) indicated that more than a billion people live in extreme poverty and many take the possibility of never escaping from it. While Naude et al (2010) further commended that millions may be at risk of falling into poverty. 

Nigeria, tends to be one of such nations in the class of developing countries that fell into this poverty trap, so in an attempt to combat poverty she introduced Structural Adjustment Program (SAP) in 1986 to 1990s, this battle continued in 1999 all through mid 2004 with the introduction of National Economic Empowerment and Development Strategy (NEEDS), and recently the millennium development goals, following these several reforms the real growth rate became proactive from 1988 turning from -1.7% in 1980/86 to 4.7% in 1986/92 the increase continued in the 1990s and into the 2000s, rising to 6.6% in 2002/2004 and 6.24% in 2004/2006 (Aigbokhan, 2008). However, despite this growth performance, poverty has remained high, increasing from 42.7% in 1992 to 65.6% in 1996 although estimated to have declined to 54.4% in 2004. This is still considered to be high. The decline barely gives an annual reduction of 1.6% since 1997. However, the millennium development goals hopes to reduce poverty to 21.4% by 2016 compared to its present state of 54.4%. 
Aigbokhan (2008) suggested some indicators of poverty as age and education of household head, household size and sector of residence, corruption, deficit, land ownership, access to credit, and sectoral growth rate. Education as a measure of human capital is said to positively relate with income and therefore welfare. He reported that the more educated the household head is, the less he is likely to fall into poverty. The household size is said to influence household welfare. The larger the size, the larger the resources required to meet basic needs of food and other necessities. He concluded that the larger the household size the higher the likelihood of falling into poverty. Age is found to influence household welfare. Welfare rises with age as more human capital (education and/or working experience) is accumulated. However, he noted that income tends to fall after retirement and when in old age, so he suggested negative correlation exist between income and the quadratic of age. The location-urban/rural is also suggested to affect poverty status. 
Poverty alleviation and income distribution Asikhia (2010) defined poverty alleviation as means that are being adopted to lessen poverty in the society. Studies suggest that countries that made noticeable progress on poverty reduction were those which recorded fast and high growth rates (Dollar and Kraay 2000; World bank, 2000). It was later modified that not growth directly but the structure of growth that matters (Mellor, 1999; Ravallion and Datt, 1996). It is also realized that little progress can be made in poverty reduction if inequality is high and rising (Addison and Cornia, 2001). Cornia and Kirski (2001) listed 15 developing countries in which inequality was rising (South Africa is one of them), 12 in which inequality was constant (Cote d’Ivoire, Senegal and Tanzania are in this group) and 7 in which it was declining (Tunisia is the only African country in this group). Nigeria was not included in any group. This shows the varying level of research conducted to solve this problem from country to country.

Most issues of poverty has been linked with income distribution (Chen and Ravallion, 2001; Santos Paulino, 2012), this makes income distribution an important area of study anytime poverty alleviation is discussed.
2.4 POVERTY ALLEVIATION, INCOME REDISTRIBUTION AND 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

Summarily, poverty could be defined as a state of long term deprivation of well-being, a situation considered inadequate for decent living (Aigbokhan, 2008). There are however different dimensions of well being. Some focused on living standards (Economics situation) while others pin it on rights, opportunities and capabilities of individuals (Social perception). This thus means that well being may not be determined by actual consumption alone but also opportunities for consumption which income may be a good measure (Aigbokhan, 2008). The poor could only have opportunities for consumption through remunerative employment opportunities which could either be wage or self employment which the human capital of the poor is exchanged for in monetary terms or other agreed means. When the human capital of the rural sector is gainfully employed then poverty is weakened. This human capital could be employed through government, corporate or individual self employment. Government injections of resources to provide for rural development is an exogenous factor that tends to change the terrain by facilitating development directly, which has capacity to weaken poverty by providing support for self employment and corporate establishment and eventually employment of the rural dwellers.

And since the major way of alleviating poverty is by empowering the people, when people are empowered but they are not provided with infrastructural facilities that would support them to thrive, then empowerment becomes more of a gift for burial ceremonies, marriages and assets acquisition rather than actual business that has capacity to create wealth and reduce poverty and ultimately bring about further rural development. When individuals in the rural areas have capacity to create wealth having being empowered through poverty alleviation, there will be income redistribution and inequality is reduced with lowered Gini coefficient this thus facilitate rural development, that is dwellers induced with government providing basic infrastructure as a veritable platform for business performance.

2.5
INDICATORS OF POVERTY

Economic performance as well as the standard of living of the population is usually the general factors used as indicators of poverty. These factors combined measures of purchasing power or income or consumption with other social indices which show availability and access to education, health care delivery, basic infrastructure and other welfare facilities in order to define the incidence, intensity or severity and distribution of poverty within a population.


It seems that poverty related issues are replete with difficulties in having a common ground for their definition, analysis, designing and implementing policies. Based on the various definitions of poverty earlier considered, a major attending problem is usually what to include as indices of poverty.

Poverty lines according to the CBN (2000) represent “the value of basic (food and non-food) needs considered sentential for meeting the minimum socially- acceptable standard of living within a given society. Thus, any individual whose income or consumption falls below the poverty line is regarded as poor”. The above reasoning holds water only when there is a generally accepted minimum standard of living or income, which is derived from a concrete and stable statistical analysis. 

2.6
SOME POVERTY REDUCTION PROGRAMMES IN NIGERIA
It has earlier been pointed out that the alarming rate of poverty in Nigeria has not come about as a result of nonchalant attitude or non-recognition of the problem of poverty among the populace. It has also not come by as a result of lack of response to the yearning of the poor people to be emancipated from their rather deplorable and frustrating state of near-despair. The fact on ground remains that no Nigerian government has come without introducing and leaving behind one form of poverty alleviation or reduction programme meant to reduce the level of poverty, give hope and succor to the poor and, or move towards some sort of wealth creation. Strategies, policies and plan articulated; programmes and projects have been formulated and executed over the years. For instance, at independence in 1960, poverty eradication efforts in Nigeria centred on education, while Operation Feed the Nation (OFN), the Green Revolution, War Against Indiscipline (WAI), Peoples Bank of Nigeria, Community Banks, Directorate of Foods Roads and Rural Infrastructure (DFFRI), Nigerian Agricultural Land Development Authority (NALDA), Family Support Programme (FSP), National Directorate of employment (NDE), Mass Transit Programme (MTP), Guinea Worm Eradicating Programme (GWEP) People Empowerment programme Initiative (PEPI), and Petroleum Trust Fund (PTF), Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) among others existed during the period under review. These programmes were designed with the following objectives amongst others, tracing to improve available skills, income generation, increased accessibility to credit, improved health care services including family planning, nutrition and immunization, and the provision of greater welfare services to the poor.


An analysis of the programmes will reveal that they cut across all sectors of the economy. This would explain why the presidential panel on streamlining and rationalization of poverty Alleviation Institutions and Agencies in its report of 1999 comprehensively listed and classified the programmes thus:

Agricultural 

· National Agricultural Land Development Authority 

· Strategic Grains Reserve

· Small Ruminant Production 

· Small scale fishery

· Pasture and grazing reserves 

· Accelerated crop production 

· Agricultural credit Guarantee Scheme 

Healthcare delivery

· Primary health care programmes
                                              

· Disease eradication schemes

· Expanded programmes on inmmunization

· National/state/Local Action Committee on Aids

Housing

· Site and services scheme

· Prototype low-cost housing Scheme

· State Government’s Housing Programmes

Education

-
Nomadic Education Programme 

· Migrant Fishermen Scheme

· Adult and Non-formal education Programmes

· Family Support Basic Education Programme

Resource/ Technology Development Centres

· family Economic Advancement Programme

· Industrial development Centres

Skill Development and Employment Generation

· National Directorate of Employment

· Peoples Empowerment Programme Initiative

Environmental Protection

· Federal Environmental Protection Agency   

· Food and Soil Erosion Control

· Ecological and Disaster Relief Programme

Finance and micro-Credit

· Nigeria agricultural and cooperative Bank

· Nigerian Bank for Commerce and Industry

· Nigerian Industrial Development Bank

· Peoples’ Bank of Nigeria

· National Economic Reconstruction Fund

· Community Banks 

2.7 THE CAUSES OF POVERTY IN NIGERIA 

Productivity which is the ratio of output to the corresponding input of factors of production (labour, land, capital, and technology) has over the last one and half decade continued to be in virtually all factors of Nigeria economy. It is also clear that low productivity is the genesis of economic stagnation in Nigeria. Other reasons for low productivity in Nigeria are political instability, weak private sector, failure to harness internal resources and economic policies that are growth oriented.
UNEMPLOYMENT
The unemployment in Nigeria has further worsened and shown in the level of primary school, secondary schools and college dropout and retrenched workers due to closure of many industries.  Unemployment in Nigeria is also caused through a high and rapid increase in labour force relative to the absorptive capacity of the economy and rapid expansion of educational system, where increased in the number of graduates in the economy do not have simultaneous increase in the number of employment opportunities to cope with such increase. 
 EFFECT OF GLOBALIZATION

 Globalization is the process of increasing integration of national economy to the rest of the world to create a more coherent global economy. Globalization was supposed to make Nigeria a country with a state, viable, dynamic and responsive environment for private sector development and with improved, efficient and competitive financial system that can lead to a long term funding needs of the economy. 
CORRUPTION
Corruption is a dishonest or illegal behavior, especially of people in authority. In Africa, illegal takeover of government through military coup, embezzlement, nepotism, looting, bribery, vote buying and abuse of office are very common. Nigeria is ranked among the most corrupt countries in the world. The corrupt practices in Nigeria range from extortion by public functionaries to advance fee fraud. At the national level, there is hardly any form of service that would be rendered without giving or receiving undue favours and gratification. The manifestation of corruption in Nigeria progressed marginally among individuals and there assumed an institutional and later national dimension. Currently corruption is freely practiced at corporate levels. In government, how much an institution or agency gets by way of allocation is determined not by its statutory functions but by patronage. Unfortunately the agencies involved are central to the nation’s economic activities that the harm they inflict on the ramifying. Foreigners find it difficult to invest in Nigeria because of the corrupt impediments put on their way. Although the recent administration in Nigeria has set up bodies like the Economic and Financial Crime Commission (EFCC) and Independent Corrupt Practice Commission to curtail the level of corruption is still increasing every day.
DEBT BURDEN
Debt burden has been one of the drawbacks to Nigeria’s developmental efforts. The debt portfolio which was lightly above US $14.28 billion dollars in 1980 rose to about US $ 30 billion in the year 2000. The serving of the debt has encroached on the volume or resources needed for socio-economic development as it estimated that around 40 percent of Nigeria’s national incomes go to debts payments. The high debt service ratio translates into resources constraint needed for such public infrastructure and utilities as; Hospitals, schools, power supply and potable water. The policy makers have reached a stage where Nigeria’s debt has been wiped out but the effect of the debt still gas a reflection in the economy.
2.8 GOVERNMENT POVERTY REDUCTION STRATEGIES IN 
NIGERIA
 In order to reduce poverty in Nigeria the government has embarked upon various programmes and strategies; some of the programme are discussed below: Directorate of Food Road and Rural Infrastructure (DFRRI) The Directorate of Food Road and Rural Infrastructure (DFFRI) was established by decree no 4 of 1986. The Directorate was to gear all its efforts towards the development of the entire rural areas of Nigeria in order to improve the quality of life the rural dwellers. The establishment of DFFRI was not only a radical departure from previous programmes but also recognized the complementarities associated with basis needs such as food, shelter etc. The DFFRI had tremendous impact on the rural areas. For instance, between the time of inception in 1986 and 1993, DFFRI had completed over 278,526 km of roads. Over 5000 rural communities benefited from its rural electrification programmes (CBN Annual Reports) The integrated approach to rural development ,no doubt, provide for the necessary basic infrastructure that can stimulate the growth of agro-allied small scale enterprises in rural area .it also influences the Agricultural production between 1987 and 1992 (Ogwumike, 1995). However, with time DFRRI could not sustain the tempo with which it started, hence it ended up living up to expectation and became defunct (National Planning Commission, 1994).
CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 INTRODUCTION  

Methodology is the method of arriving at reliable solution to problems through planned and systematic collection of analysis and interpretation of data.


The methods employed in the collection of information for the purpose of this research are textbooks, questionnaires, oral interviews. 

3.2 RESEARCH DESIGN 

Descriptive survey research design was adopted for the study. It is adopted because the researcher is interested in the accurate assessment of the characteristics of the whole population through the study of a sample considered to be representative of the population.

3.3 POPULATION OF STUDY

In order for this research to be possible, a total number of two hundred and fifty (300) will be use for the study. 


The population of the study was gotten from the area covered by the researcher in distributing questionnaire, this include Benin City.

3.4 SAMPLE SIZE

A sample size for this research work is 120 which were drawn from the above population among the staff in government parastals, civil servants students and business men and women within Benin City.
3.5 SAMPLING TECHNIQUES 

To make this research work possible and easier, the random sampling method was used. This method was used to ensure that every member of each rank is represented.

3.6 DATA COLLECTION 

A type of technique for collecting data employed in this research work to ascertain their consistency and validity. 

The data were collected through the use of questionnaire and interview as the primary method, while textbooks were used as the secondary source of data collection.

QUESTIONNAIRE

The questionnaire was constructed and into two parts, the first part contains the personal data of the respondents like sex, age, marital status and academic qualification. While part B contains ten (10) questions designed for the respondents.
INTERVIEW

Oral face to face were conducted with primary aim of collecting data for this research. The interview section only acted as a supplementary method to the questionnaires that were administered by the researcher. 

3.7
METHOD OF DATA ANALYSIS

The data collected will be presented in tables where necessary percentages will also be computed.  The hypothesis will be tested using Chi- square and contingency table.  


The formula for chi-square is stated below. 

X2 = N

∑  (fo-fe) 

        Fe

Level of significance = 0.05

Where,

Fo = Observed frequency 

Fe = expected frequency

∑ = summation 

X2 = computed value of chi-Square

Degree of freedom = K-1

Where K = number of rows

3.8 VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY OF THE INSTRUMENT 
The instrument used which is the questionnaire was distributed carefully. To ensure maximum accuracy, the researcher administered the questionnaire personally to the respondents and collected it back without any external help. 

With this careful exercise, the researcher believes strongly that the views of the respondents were not manipulated by anybody. 

The information collected after the exercise was useful in revising the questionnaire with the main purpose of improving the reliability of instrument, after which the instrument was considered adequate and reliable for the study.

CHAPTER FOUR

DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

4.1    INTRODUCTION 
         This chapter is designed to give and analyze the response to the research hypothesis formulated from the stated problems in chapter one of this write up. It deals with the presentation, analysis and interpretation of the data collected. They were analyzed using tables and chi-square (X2) statistical tool.

4.2 DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENT BY GENDER

	Sex
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	Male
	80
	67

	Female
	40
	33

	Total
	120
	100


Source: field survey 2016.

  The above table shows that 80(67%) respondents were male while 40(33%) respondents were female. Showing that majority of the respondents are male.

Table 4.3 DISTRIBUTIONS OF RESPONDENTS BY AGE

	Age
	No of respondents
	     Percentage (%)

	18-29
	         20
	17           

	30-39
	         35
	 29

	 40-49
	         40
	 33

	50& above
	         25
	21

	Total
	       120
	100


Source: field survey 2016






This table reflects that 20(17%) of the respondents fall within the age bracket of 18-29; 35(29%) of the respondents fall within the age bracket of 30-39; 40(33%) of the respondents fall within the age bracket of 40-49; while 25(21%) of the respondents fall within the age bracket of 50 and above.

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

QUESTIONS 1

 Considering the level of poverty in Nigeria, can poverty be reduced in Nigeria necessary strategy and programmes are put in place?
	Options

	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              90
	              70

	NO
	             30
	             30

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 90 (70%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 30 (30%) gave a negative response to the question. The opinion of the positive respondents is higher than that of the negative respondents, judging by the majority, it therefore means that poverty can be reduced in Nigeria if necessary strategy and programmes are put in place.

QUESTIONS 2

Are you aware of poverty alleviation programme of government?
	Options

	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              100
	            88.3

	NO
	             20
	             16.7

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 100 (88.3%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 20 (16.7%) gave a negative response to the question. This means that most people are aware of poverty alleviation programme of government in Nigeria.
QUESTIONS 3

Has the NGO/Association in your community been consulted to make input in government poverty alleviation policies?
	Options
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              90
	              70

	NO
	             30
	             30

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 90 (70%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 30 (30%) gave a negative response to the question. The opinion of the positive respondents is higher than that of the negative respondents, judging by the majority, we therefore go by the option of majority.

QUESTIONS 4

 How would you assess the participation of NGOs in government’s initiated poverty alleviation policies?

	Options
	No of respondent 
	Percentage (%)

	Low
	            40
	                38

	Very low
	            60
	                48

	High
	            20
	                14

	Total
	           120
	               100


   Source: field survey 2016.

Majority of the respondent claimed that the participation of NGOs in government’s initiated poverty alleviation policies is very low.
QUESTIONS 5
In your opinion, is poverty linked to crime/societal vices in your community?
	 Options

	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              90
	              70

	NO
	             30
	             30

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 90 (70%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 30 (30%) gave a negative response to the question. The opinion of the positive respondents is higher than that of the negative respondents, judging by the majority, this therefore means that poverty is linked to crime/societal vices in communities.
 QUESTIONS 6
Have the various poverty alleviation programmes of the government made any significant impact on the people?
	Options
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	             20
	            16.7

	NO
	            100
	             88.3

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 20 (16.7%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 100 (88.3%) gave a negative response to the question. This means that the various poverty alleviation programmes of the government has not made any significant impact on the people.
QUESTIONS 7
Could political instability, intolerance and inconsistency of government policies be said to be some of the setbacks that have hindered the efficacy of poverty alleviation programme of government in the country?
	Options
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	             110
	              91.7

	NO
	              10
	             8.3

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 110 (91.7%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 10 (8.3%) gave a negative response to the question. This means that political instability, intolerance and inconsistency of government policies are the setbacks that have hindered the efficacy of poverty alleviation programme of government in the country.

QUESTIONS 8
Do most public policies targeted at poverty alleviation in Nigeria address the actual needs of the general populace?
	Options
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	             20
	            16.7

	NO
	            100
	             88.3

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 20 (16.7%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 100 (88.3%) gave a negative response to the question. This means that most public policies targeted at poverty alleviation in Nigeria does not address the actual needs of the general populace.

QUESTIONS 9
Are prostitution; armed robbery, ritual killings and child trafficking in Nigeria as a result of the high poverty level in the country?

	Options

	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              90
	              70

	NO
	             30
	             30

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above shows that 90 (70%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 30 (30%) gave a negative response to the question. The opinion of the positive respondents is higher than that of the negative respondents, judging by the majority, this therefore means that prostitution; armed robbery, ritual killings and child trafficking in Nigeria are all as a result of the high poverty level in the country.

QUESTIONS 10
Is poverty the cause of low standard of living in Nigeria?
	Options
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	             110
	              91.7

	NO
	              10
	             8.3

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

A look at the table above show that 110 (91.7%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 10 (8.3%) gave a negative response to the question. This means that poverty is the cause of low standard of living in Nigeria.

4.3 TESTING OF HYPOTHESES

A hypothesis is a statement of specific expectation about the nature of things derived from a theory or an assumption. To determine whether theoretical expectations are confirmed by what goes on in the real world, research is devoted to hypothesis testing. The statistical hypotheses are the null hypothesis (Ho) and the alternative hypothesis (Hi).

The researcher shall be testing the hypothesis formulated in chapter one.

TEST OF HYPOTHESIS I
Ho: Unemployment and corruption are not the major cause of poverty 
in Nigeria 

Hi: Unemployment and corruption are the major cause of poverty 
in Nigeria

	Options

	No. of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              90
	              70

	NO
	             30
	             30

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


90 (70%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 30 (30%) gave a negative response to the question.  
USING CHI-SQUARE METHOD

	        Fo
	        Fe
	      Fo - Fe
	    (Fo-Fe)²
	    (Fo-Fe)²

        Fe

	90
	60
	30
	900
	15

	30
	60
	-30
	900
	15

	Total 
	
	
	
	30


X2 =        ∑  (fo-fe)2 

         
   Fe

Where,

∑ = summation 

Fo = Frequency actually Observed 

Fe = expected frequency

Fe = 120 =  60

         2

X2 =  ∑ (90 – 60)2 + (30 – 60)2

                 60
          60

X2 =   15 + 15

X2 = 30

DF = K -1

Where 

DF = degree of freedom 

K = Group of categories 

DF = 2-1 = 1

Where D = 0.5 level of significance.

Table value of X2 = 3.841

DECISION: Since the calculated value is greater than the table value i.e 30>3.841, the alternative hypothesis is accepted while the null hypothesis is rejected.

CONCLUSION: with the result of the above analysis, the researcher therefore draws a line of conclusion that “Unemployment and corruption are the major cause of poverty in Nigeria”.  
 TEST OF HYPOTHESIS II

Ho: Poverty can not be reduced in Nigeria
Hi: Poverty can be reduced in Nigeria 

According to the table:

	Options
	No of respondent
	Percentage (%)

	YES
	              100
	            88.3

	NO
	             20
	             16.7

	TOTAL
	             120
	             100


Source: field survey 2016.

100 (88.3%) respondent gave a positive response to the question, while only 20 (16.7%) gave a negative response to the question.  
USING CHI-SQUARE METHOD

	        Fo
	        Fe
	      Fo - Fe
	    (Fo-Fe)²
	    (Fo-Fe)²

        Fe

	100
	60
	40
	1600
	26.7  

	20
	60
	-40
	1600
	26.7  

	Total 
	
	
	
	53.4


X2 =        ∑  (fo-fe)2 

         
   Fe

Where,

∑ = summation 

Fo = Frequency actually Observed 

Fe = expected frequency

Fe = 120 = 60

         2

X2 =  ∑ (100 – 60)2 + (20 – 60)2

60
            60

X2 =   26.7 + 26.7  

X2 = 53.4

DF = K -1

Where 

DF = degree of freedom 

K = Group of categories 

DF = 2-1 = 1

Where D = 0.5 level of significance.

Table value of X2 = 3.841

DECISION: since the calculated value is greater than the table value i.e 53.4>3.841, the alternative hypothesis is accepted while the null hypothesis is rejected.  

CONCLUSION:  with the result of the above analysis, the researcher therefore draws a line of conclusion that “Poverty can be completely eliminated in Nigeria”.
CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

5.1 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
This research study examined the fundamental problems of poverty and development in Nigeria. Attempts have been made to show that past and existing strategies have not adequately addressed the issues of poverty alleviation and development in Nigeria. Poverty alleviation is about how to reverse the poverty causing processes. Consequently, poverty alleviation programmes ought to be specific. The study analyzed the remote and immediate causes of poverty in Nigeria and argues that poverty in Nigeria is prevalent and endemic. The causes identified include: lack of employment, inadequate access to such assets as land and capital, minimal access by the poor to credit facilities, lack of participation by the poor, failure to draw the poor into the design of development programmes and large scale corruption.

The study also revealed that although poverty alleviation initiatives have relatively impacted positively on the lives of the people especially the poor, such impact has been marginal and has not led to the overall reduction or the elimination of poverty thus bringing about development in Nigeria.

Major Findings 
The findings of this study show that:

1. Poverty is the cause of low standard of living in Nigeria.

2. Unemployment and corruption are the major causes of poverty in Nigeria

3. Prostitution; armed robbery, ritual killings and child trafficking in Nigeria are as a result of the high poverty level in the country.

4. Most public policies targeted at poverty alleviation in Nigeria do not address the actual needs of the general populace.

5. Political instability, intolerance and inconsistency of government policies are the setbacks that have hindered the efficacy of poverty alleviation programme of government in Nigeria.

6. The various poverty alleviation programmes of the government has not made any significant impact on the people.

5.2 CONCLUSION 
Despite the abundant human and natural resources available in Nigeria, majority of its citizens are extremely poor. The current estimate of people who live below the poverty line is higher than what was obtainable before the discovery of oil in Nigeria. Historically, the Nigerian poverty situation could be traced to the colonial educational system. The colonialists prepared the early-educated Nigerians for white colour jobs.

Therefore, poverty is on the increase in Nigeria and poverty trend could be traced to Nigeria’s colonial history. The oil boom of 1971 to 1973 improved the welfare of Nigerians and poverty declined. Also, there was an economic growth from 1985 to 1992, which led to a significant reduction in the number of poor people. However, the decline in incomes and welfare from 1993 was due to the reversal of government policies, which increased the percentage of poor people. Therefore, modest economic growth on its own can reduce poverty; while the reversal of government policies could aggravate poverty situations.
5.3 RECOMMENDATIONS 
It is the candid belief of the researcher, based on the foregoing studies that:

1. Government policy on poverty alleviation should follow a multi-sectoral approach where all the stakeholders are given specific roles to play.

2. Government should determine how the intended beneficiaries are to be identified to ensure that the benefits reach them directly.

3. Government should initiate a comprehensive method of sustaining the programmes over a specified period of time.

4. The poor should be drawn into the design of programmes that affect them. Towards this, a Bottom Top approach should be adopted in the conceptualization and the design of poverty alleviation programmes.

5. Poverty alleviation programmes should be packaged to cater for different vocations in different geographical zones. For instance, the riverine and arid areas should enjoy designed-to-type poverty alleviation programmes to enhance local people engaged in marine life and farming activities.
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APPENDIX
Dept. of Business Management,

Lighthouse Polytechnic, 

Evbuobanose,

Edo State. 

Dear Respondent

LETTER OF INTRODUCTION
I am a final year student in the Department of Business Administration and currently carrying out a research on An Assessment of the Impact of Poverty Reduction Programmes in Nigeria as a Development Strategy using Edo State as a case study. 
I shall be grateful if you will kindly answer the following question as fully and as honestly as possible, and you are assured that all information supplied shall be used for academic purpose only.

    Yours faithfully,

QUESTIONNAIRE
Please mark (*) in the box provided as appropriate.

(1)
Age:

15-24 years (  )
25-34 years (  ) 35-54 years (  )55-64 years (  )65 years and above (  )

(2) 
Sex:


Male (  )  female (  )

(3)
Marital Status:


Single (  ) married (  ) divorced (  ) windowed (  )

4)
Local Government/State of Origin: ……………………………

(5) 
Nationality: …………………………………………………………

SECTION B:

1. Considering the level of poverty in Nigeria, can poverty be reduced in Nigeria necessary strategy and programmes are put in place?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
2. Are you aware of poverty alleviation programme of government?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
3. Has the NGO/Association in your community been consulted to make input in government poverty alleviation policies?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
4. How would you assess the participation of NGOs in government’s initiated poverty alleviation policies?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
5. In your opinion, is poverty linked to crime/societal vices in your community?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
6. Have the various poverty alleviation programmes of the government made any significant impact on the people?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
7. Could political instability, intolerance and inconsistency of government policies be said to be some of the setbacks that have hindered the efficacy of poverty alleviation programme of government in the country?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
8. Do most public policies targeted at poverty alleviation in Nigeria address the actual needs of the general populace?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
9. Are prostitution; armed robbery, ritual killings and child trafficking in Nigeria as a result of the high poverty level in the country?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
10.  Is poverty the cause of low standard of living in Nigeria?
Yes  [   ]
No [   ]
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