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Abstract 

In both relative and absolute terms, more Nigerians live in poverty today than four decades ago. 

In 1980 poverty rate in Nigeria was 28.1percent, by 2010 poverty rate was 69percent. However, 

regional differences exist with poverty rate higher in the Northern Nigeria than Southern Nigeria. 

This paper identifies the non-monetary determinants of regional differences in household 

poverty rates in Nigeria. The study finds that household size, number of wives, wife age at first 

marriage, and general conditions of living account for these differences. The study attributes 

these factors to religion and cultural differences between the Southern and Northern part of 

Nigeria. The study recommends that policy makers should consider these factors in designing 

poverty reduction strategy. 

 

Keywords: Poverty, Spatial distribution, Economic growth, Household, Non-Monetary, Structural 
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INTRODUCTION 

Nigeria poverty rate which was 28.1% in 1980 rose to 65.6% in 1996 before falling to 54.4% in 

2004 and accounted for about 86.7 million people out of total population of 126million people 

during this period.  It however rose to 69% in 2010 with 112.5 million people in poverty and this 

trend increased till 2011 (NBS,2012). Even with the high annual GDP growth rate of 6.4% 
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recorded in 2012 and the changing structure of the economy, economic diversification and 

growth have not translated into notable change in the poverty profile of the country. This is an 

indication that economic growth does not in any way translate to better living conditions for most 

Nigerians. Most socio-economic indicators showed that most Nigerians are still very poor. 

Unemployment rates increased from 23.9 per cent in 2012 to 25 per cent in 2014, Nigeria 

Human Development Index (HDI) stood at 0.504 in 2014 ranking the country at 153 out of 181 

countries (Ajaikaye, Afeikhena, Olaniyan, Mahrt, & Alaba, 2016).Using both absolute and 

subjective poverty measure, poverty level is on the increase and the alarming rate of poverty in 

Nigeria has necessitated the use of various schemes and programmes towards finding a lasting 

solution to curb its menace.  

Many interventionist schemes have over the years been introduced by successive 

governments to alleviate poverty and to spread the benefits of economic growth to the poor. 

Some of these schemes include Operation Feed the Nation (OFN) of 1976, the Green 

Revolution Programme of 1979,the Directorate of Food, Roads and Rural Infrastructure 

(DFRRI), of 1986, the Family Support Programme (FSP) of 1993, and the National Poverty 

Eradication Programme (NAPEP) of 2001. Despite all of these efforts however poverty rate has 

been rising in Nigeria and the absolute number of poor people has been growing as the 

population increases. More worrisome is the upsurge of income inequality in the country which 

has also contributed to the alarming rise of poverty among households in the country. The Gini 

coefficient, a standard measure of income inequality, increased from 0.42 in 2004 to 0.45 in 

2010 (NBS,2012).  Poverty incidence is more pronounced in the rural areas than the urban 

centres where households are predominantly farmers characterized with large family size. The 

National Bureau of Statistics(2010) recorded that poverty in rural areas affected about 63.3 % of 

the population while 43.2% of population in urban centres is considered poor in 2004.  Also the 

dollar per day measurement of poverty revealed that in 2004, people who are poor accounted 

for 51.6% of the population and this rate rose to 61.2% in 2010.The main concerned for policy 

makers is to identify and improve the channels through which rapid economic growth translate 

to poverty reduction. 

Also worrisome is the prevalent rate of poverty in the northern part of Nigeria when 

compare to the southern part. The highest rates of poverty in Nigeria seem to be hovering 

between the northeast and the northwest zones with poverty rates of 76.6 per cent and 77.7 per 

cent respectively compared to 63 per cent in southeast region (NBS, 2010). The failure of 

various national poverty alleviation programmes to curb or reduce poverty to the barest 

minimum has shown that developmental strategists need to have a better understanding of what 

accounts for this regional differences and use that knowledge to draw new policies. 
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 This study extended and complements existing literature by using non-monetary approach to 

explain spatial distribution of poverty in Nigeria. This is done by using households and family 

characteristics to show how institutional and traditional norms determine how poverty incidence 

is distributed across space. Ajakaiye et al, (2016) used five different welfare metrics to explain 

regional differences in poverty, while Oyekale, Okunbadewa, Omonona,& Oni, (2009) used 

fuzzy set approach to explain household poverty. This paper uses households’ survey to show 

how household characteristics and family structure account for the spatial distribution of 

household poverty in Nigeria. 

 The remainder of this paper is structured as follows, section two discusses some 

stylised facts on Nigeria as it relates to economic growth, poverty distribution and structural 

change in the Nigerian economy, and section three describes the research design for the work. 

Section four presents the results of our survey while section five concludes and draws policy 

recommendations. 

 

STYLISED FACTS: Economic Growth, Structural Changes in the Nigerian Economy,  

and Spatial Distribution of Poverty 

Economic Growth 

Nigerian economic growth experience has been very unstable and has been determined by 

volatility in commodity prices for more than six decades. It grew rapidly in the 1960s because of 

high price of agriculture products exports and later in 1970s because of dramatic increase in oil 

price (Iyoha & Oriakhi, 2007). However it stagnated in the next two decades of 1980s and 1990s 

mainly because of slumps in crude oil prices. These two decades have been described as lost 

decades of economic growth in Nigeria. However the economy got its footing back at the turn of 

the century when it began to grow again starting in 1999 with a robust growth rate of over 6 

percent for more than a decade (IMF, 2014). This impressive economic growth performance has 

been attributed to high oil price during this period and sound macroeconomic management by 

the Nigerian government(Collier & Gunning, 2007; Ajakaiye et al, 2016).The Nigerian 

government implemented extensive reforms which expanded the economy and changed  its 

structure. 

The fluctuations in the economic growth performance of the Nigerian economy have 

followed the episodes of changing oil price in the global market and have adversely affected the 

long-run growth prospects of the economy. Three of such episodes have been identified from oil 

price movements since Nigeria became oil dependent. The first was the 1970s episode when oil 

price rose dramatically from less than $2pb in 1972 reaching a peak of almost $36pb in 1979. 

This evidently drove economic growth in Nigeria and the economy performed very well during 
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this period. However oil price dropped again during the 1980s and 1990s and it was as low as 

$15pb at the middle of 1999. However it rose again at the turn of the century selling for an 

average of over $80pb over an extended time except during the 2008/2009 global recession 

(CBN, 2015).  

The long episode of high oil price which spanned the period   2000-2014 also produced 

a consistent high growth rates for Nigeria as the economic witnessed rapid annual growth rate 

of over 6 per cent during this period (IMF, 2014) This shows the fact that the Nigerian economy 

has always been vulnerable to oil price fluctuations and the growth pattern of the economy has 

always move with oil prices. Also the period of good economic performance has not resulted in 

poverty reduction. This is evident from the fact that even during the more than one decade the 

country witnessed  annual growth rate that average over 6per cent between 2000 and 2014 the 

level of poverty in Nigeria did not decrease. In most cases it has remained almost at the same 

level. Also important is the changing nature of the contributions of the different sectors of the 

economy to the growth process. An analysis of the contributions of three basic sectors, 

agriculture, industry, services, to economic growth from 1990 to 2014 shows that the economy 

has transformed itself in recent years. Agricultural sector value-added  share of economic 

growth hovers  between 20 per cent to 22 per cent during this period, industrial sectors 

accounts for  about 25 per cent while services accounts for more than 52 per cent (World Bank, 

2015). What this decomposition of economic growth pattern has shown is that while the oil 

sector has dominated both foreign earnings and government revenue in Nigeria overtime, the 

three sectors above are beginning to dominate the economic growth process. 

 

Structural Change in the Nigerian Economy 

The Nigerian economy has gone through substantial structural changes in recent years as 

reflected in the rebasing of its GDP in 2013. The base year for calculating the GDP was moved 

from 1990 to 2010. This significantly changed both the size and the structure of the economy. 

The size of the GDP increased from $285.56b to 505.96b an increase of 89 per cent after the 

rebasing in 2013 (CBN, 2014). Also structurally, the rebasing exercise expanded the number of 

sectors assessed within the economy to 46 from 33 introducing new sectors that were not 

prominent before like the entertainment industry. More important are the changes in the size of 

some sectors. 

The oil and gas sector’s share of GDP fell to 14 per cent from 32 per cent just as 

agricultural sector also reduced to 22 per cent from 33 per cent. The most significant increase 

came from the new sectors, like service sector which rose from 26 per cent to 52 per cent with 

telecommunication contributing significantly to this sector accounting for 8.7 per cent of the 
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service sector. Manufacturing sector which has been on the decline initially also rose from 2 per 

cent to 7 per cent (CBN, 2014).What is important about this structural change is that it reflects 

the changing nature of the economy as it attempts to transits to a modern economy. It is the 

nature of the structural changes in the economy that will determine its ability to have inclusive 

growth and by extension reduce the level of poverty. The structural change in the Nigerian 

economy as reflected in the rebased GDP has shown that the main drivers of structural 

transformation has not taken off, specifically manufacturing and agricultural value-added. As 

argues by Rodrik(2015), African economies have not internalised the traditional engines behind 

rapid economic growth and income level convergence such as manufacturing and other value-

added like Asian economies.  

The nature of the structural change in African economies is an indication of their struggle 

in spreading economic prosperity. In Nigeria despite the decline in the contribution of oil and gas 

to GDP the sector still contributes 90 per cent of foreign earnings and 70 per cent of 

government revenue (CBN, 2014). This makes Nigeria an oil dependent economy and this 

indicates that the import base of the Nigerian economy is undiversified. The rebasing also 

increased the GDP per capita for Nigeria to $3000 moving Nigeria from low income status to 

upper middle income status according to World Bank classifications. Despite this however, the 

level of poverty in Nigeria is still very high indicating a high level of income inequality. 

 

Spatial Distribution of Poverty 

Spatial disparities in poverty level abound among Nigerian six geopolitical zones. The National 

Bureau of Statistics NBS (2010) poverty profile recorded that poverty in the North West region 

was 77.7%, North East was 76.3%, South West 59.1%. Among the states, Sokoto (North West) 

poverty rates were the highest with 86.4% while Niger (North Central) recorded the least with 

43.6%. The United Nations’ Global Multi – dimensional Poverty Index (2015) profile revealed 

that Nigeria national poverty rate stood at 46% with the Northern part of the country recording 

high figure above 50%. Zamfara state recorded 91.9%, Yobe 90.2%, Jigawa 88.4% and Kano 

76.4% while the least in the northern region are in the north central zones (Plateau 51.6%, Niger 

61.2%, Nassarawa 52.4% and Benue 59.2%). The poorest regions are in the Northern part of 

Nigeria. In the southern part of the country, poverty rates were relatively low in comparison with 

that of the northern region. Lagos state recorded 8.5%, Ekiti recorded 12.9%, Edo 19.2%, Ondo 

27.9%, Anambra 11.2%. Also the World Bank poverty assessment using the NBS General 

Household Survey (GHS) shows that poverty rates  for 2010/2011 and 2012/2013 were 35.2 per 

cent and 33.1 per cent respectively (Ajaikaye, Afeikhena,  Nabena,  &  Alaba, 2015). These 

figures are considerably lower than the figures from the National Bureau of Statistics and these 
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differences may be due to methodological issues. It however does not invalid the fact poverty 

rate in Nigeria is very high and that there exist considerable gap in poverty incidence between 

the north and the south. 

An analysis of poverty incidence in Nigeria over the period between 1980 and 2010 from 

the National Bureau of Statistics shows that the rate has more than doubled in 2010 from its 

lowest level in 1980 moving from 27.2 per cent to 69 per cent in 2010. At the same time urban 

poverty has been lower than rural poverty over this period but both have increased substantially. 

However it is in the distribution of poverty incidence among the geopolitical zones that the stark 

differences become more evident. 

 In 1980 when poverty rate was at its lowest and the national average was 27.2 per cent, 

the three northern regions have poverty rate that average 35 per cent while that of the three 

southern regions average 13 per cent. However this gap did close over the years but poverty 

remains far more pronounced in the north than it is in the south. For the entire six geopolitical 

zones poverty rate has been on the increase over the years and it reached its peak in 2010 with 

national average of 69 per cent from a national average of 54 per cent in 2004 (NBS, 2010). 

During this period annual economic growth rate was more than 6 per cent (CBN, 2014).  Also 

the three northern regions, north central, northeast and northwest have an average poverty rate 

of 74 per cent in 2010, while the corresponding figure for the three southern regions was 63 per 

cent This disparity is a clear indication that poverty rates in Nigeria is influenced by regional 

differences which could be linked to differences in institutional values and norms, culture, ways 

of life, religious beliefs and regional household structures.  

 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

Approach  

The non-monetary approach to measuring poverty was pioneered by Sen (1973) and it 

describes how social, cultural and traditional norms determine poverty. This approach 

downplays the use of monetary indicators like income and emphasis the use of non-monetary 

indicators like welfare metrics. A recent approach is to combine both monetary and non-

monetary measures of poverty to reflect the multidimensional nature of poverty and deprivation. 

The multi-dimensional approach has been used extensively since the pioneering works of Tsui 

(2002), Bourguigihon & Chakravaty(2003). However a recently developed approach that uses 

social indicators to measure poverty level is called First Order Dominance (FOD) (Ardnt, 

Hussain, Osterdal, Huong & Ibraimol, 2012). This approach has recently been used for Nigeria 

with five social indicators measuring access to water, sanitation, shelter, electricity and 

education (Ajakaiye et al, 2016). This study uses the non-monetary approach by analysing six 
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different metrics to valid the empirical evidence on spatial distribution of poverty incidence in 

Nigeria. These metrics are related to demographic structure like age of wives at first marriage, 

size of household, number of wives, and household welfare characteristics like sources of 

water, sanitation type and choice of cooking fuel.   

 

Data Sources 

The approach here is to shift from convectional one-dimensional approaches to measuring 

poverty using monetary values like income, expenditure per capital to non-monetary measures 

using households’ characteristics as define by social and cultural attributes. This study uses a 

national survey of 583 respondents spread across the six geopolitical zones in Nigeria, the 

rationales for the differential in household’s poverty across region were found with the use of 

descriptive analysis. The geographical zones in Nigeria were carved out of people with similar 

cultures, ethnic groups and common history. Similar studies (Ajaikaye et al, 2015; NBS, 2009) 

have used same geopolitical classification. The population sample comprises of 6 urban towns 

and 6 rural villages chosen from 6 states which is a subset of the population (a heavily 

populated state selected from each geopolitical zone). A stratified sampling was used to select 

two towns from each state. Specifically, Niger State represents (North Central zone), Borno 

State represents (North East zone), Kano State represents (North West zone), Enugu State 

represents (South East zone), Edo State represents (South South zone), Oyo State represents 

(South West zone). 

 

Choice of Variables 

The survey includes questions on, household size, age at first marriage, number of wives, 

house types, and sources of water, sanitation type and cooking method. These household 

characteristics and demographic structure are indicative of living standard and non-monetary 

dimension of poverty (Sen, 1973; Ardnt et al, 2012). These variables are considered as some of 

the core determinants of household poverty in Nigeria and spatial distribution of poverty 

incidence between northern and southern Nigeria. 

Household size: The number of people in households has implication on their standard of 

living. It also determines their financial capabilities and their abilities to assess education, basic 

shelter, clothing, and basic sanitation. It is expected that a large household may reflect on the 

average higher poverty level. 

Age at first Marriage: Child bride is still predominant in the Northern Nigeria mainly because of 

religious and cultural reasons. The age of a girl at first marriage is closely related to the size of 
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household because there are a longer period for childbearing all things being equal. It is 

therefore expected that a lower age at first marriage should reflect higher poverty rate. 

No of Wives: This is closely related to household size. The more the number of wives the 

bigger the size of the household and this will have implications for poverty.  

House Type: House types are defined in different categories to reflect standard of living and 

ability of the household to accommodate modern conveniences. House types are categorized 

different forms, hut house, mud house, and single room, flats, semi-detached and duplex. It is 

expected that the more sophisticated the house type the lower the poverty rate. 

Source of Water: This is defined into five categories with the best source considered to be 

public tap. Other sources are borehole water, shallow well water, rain water and stream/spring 

water which is considered disease prone. 

Sanitation Type: Sanitation involves a wide range of waste disposal which includes excreta 

disposal hygiene, solid waste and others. The three standard measures used in this study are, 

water closet, pit toilet/latrine and other like bush or open defecation.  Higher level of poverty is 

associated with the last category. 

Cooking Method: Access to clean cooking energy also reflects a higher living standard. Five 

categories of cooking fuel were used, wood, charcoal, kerosene, gas and electricity. The five 

two were considered dirty energy, while the last three were considered clean energy. Poor 

household are expected to use more of dirty fuel. 

 

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS  

Households Size 

Household size has implication for the  provision of the basic needs of its members. In Nigeria, 

disparities abound in household size across region in Nigeria. While some households are 

heavily populated with more than 15 people in a polygamous family in the Northern region, 

some are with less than 6 people in a family in the Southern region. The survey results indicated 

that for 96 households in the north central, a total of 826 people were recorded and this 

indicates that on the average, close to 9 people made up a family in the region. In the North 

West and north east, 97 households have 1151 and 957 people with average household size 

more of 12 and 10 respectively. The northern region with large family households is also regions 

of high poverty rates. This survey result indicated that households’ family size correlates with 

poverty rates. This fact is shown in Table 1 where we compare our survey result on household 

size with poverty rate from published figures from NBS. It shows that poverty rate is highest 

where family size is biggest.  
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Table 1: Distribution of the Respondents according to Household Size 

Region *Relative 

Poverty 

rate(2010 

NBS 

Household Survey  Report 

No of 

households 

surveyed 

Household 

Size 

Average 

Household 

size 

Percentage 

in poverty 

North Central 67.5 96 826 8.6 80.5% 

North East 76.3 97 957 9.9 88.7% 

North West 77.7 97 1151 11.9 87.4% 

South  South 63.8 98 686 7 67.2% 

South West  59.1 99 725 7 65% 

South East  67.0 96 656 6.8 69% 

TOTAL  583 5001 8.5  

* Computed from National Bureau of Statistics 

  

Age at First Marriage 

From table 2, a large percentage of the women got married before reaching the age of 30. 

Using 583 households, women whose age at first marriage falls within 15-20 were (158), that of 

ages 21-25 were (264) within ages 26-30 recorded (140) while only (21) was recorded for age 

35+. This figure indicates that 76% of the households sampled have wives whose age at first 

marriage was below 26 years. This result indicates that age of wife at marriage contributes to 

Nigeria’s high population and age structure. Most women got married before the age of 26 in the 

Northern region while none got up to age 30 before marriage. This result indicates that early 

years of marriage is common among women in the region and this is one potential factor of 

large fertility rate in the region as year of entrance into the reproductive stage is early. 

 

Table 2: Distribution of the Respondents according to Age at First Marriage 

Regions No of households Age at first marriage 

15-20 21-25 26-30 31+ 

North Central 96 27 51 18 0 

North East 97 53 37 7 0 

North West 97 39 48 10 0 

South  South 98 14 42 35 7 

South West  99 13 46 30 10 

South East  96 12 40 40 4 

 583 158 264 140 14 

  

Number of Wives 

In table 3, the survey report for 583 household shows that those households in the North West 

recorded (195) wives for 97 households, North East (164) wives for 97 households, North 

Central recorded (149) wives for 96 households,South South(118) wives for 98 households, 
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South West (118) wives for 99 households and South East recorded (110) wives for 96 

households. This result shows to a large extent the rationale behind the large family size within 

the regions which can be linked to number of wives and religious belief towards marriage.  

 

Table 3: Distribution of the Respondents according to No. of Wives 

Region No of households surveyed 

 

No of wives Religion 

Christianity Islamic 

North Central 96 149 16 80 

North East 97 164 7 90 

North West 97 195 6 91 

South  South 98 118 98 0 

South West  99 118 68 31 

South East  96 110 94 2 

 583 854 289 294 

  

House Type 

Housing quality, cost and availability are crucial to an individual quality of life. Using result 

presented in table 4, this study revealed that majority of the respondents live in single rooms /let 

in houses with structure which does not permit personal toilet and good sanitation. Out of 53 

respondents that live in detached/ separated bungalow which provides personal facilities to 

households, only 19 are from the northern part of the country. A total of 64 respondents live in 

hut, with 42 out of them from the northern part of the country while out of 128 respondents that 

live in mud houses with thwarted roofs, 65 are from the northern Nigeria with no good sanitation 

and electricity.  

 

Table 4: Distribution of the Respondents according to Type of House 

Region No of households  

surveyed 

Hut Mud 

House 

Single 

room/Let in 

Flats in 

Blocks 

Semi/detached 

Bungalow 

Duplex 

North Central 96 12 16 38 22 8 0 

North East 97 15 20 37 19 6 0 

North West 97 15 29 30 18 5 0 

South  South 98 8 17 36 25 12 0 

South West  99 8 22 28 30 11 0 

South East  96 6 24 29 26 11 0 

 583 64 128 198 140 53 0 

  

Source of Water 

On sources of water to households, the result indicates that majority of the people do not have 

access to good source of water. The use of stream and spring which are common with disease 
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causing agents is common. Across region: this survey found that out of 297 household using 

shallow well, 162 are from the northern region and this constitutes  54% of while 43 % of the 

southerners surveyed uses mainly shallow well. The use of public tap is not common in both 

north east and North West region.  

 

Table 5: Distribution of the Respondents according to Source of Water 

Region No of 

households 

Public 

Tap 

Borehole Shallow 

water 

Rain water Spring/ 

Stream 

North Central 96 15 7 50 3 21 

North East 97 9 8 59 2 19 

North West 97 11 8 53 4 21 

South  South 98 16 15 43 7 17 

South West  99 15 14 49 8 13 

South East  96 14 16 43 8 15 

 583 80 68 297 32 106 

  

Sanitation/Type of Toilet 

Sanitation which encompasses a wide range of challenges including excreta disposal, hygiene, 

solid waste (garbage) disposal, drainage etc. is seen as the responsibility of individual 

households in Nigeria. Majority of the households surveyed uses pit/latrine while some 

defecates in the bush. Though, the need for clean water is well understood by majority of the 

households, yet, the benefit of good sanitation is not widely spread. Simple water system toilets 

and facilities are not commonly distributed among Nigeria populace. 

 

Table 6: Distribution of the Respondents according Sanitation/ Toilet Type 

Region No of households Water Closet Pit/ Latrine Others (bush) 

North Central 96 43 33 20 

North East 97 49 26 22 

North West 97 53 24 20 

South  South 98 45 40 13 

South West  99 40 43 16 

South East  96 47 35 14 

 583 277 201 105 

 

Cooking Method 

Household energy demand is known to be mostly determined by prices of fuels and appliances. 

Exposure to household air pollution is estimated to be among the most important causes of ill 

health in poor countries. Among the respondents, cooking method is predominantly the use of 

kerosene in urban areas while charcoal and wood are commonly used in rural areas. The price 
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differential between kerosene and liquefied petroleum gas make kerosene and charcoal more 

affordable. This result indicates that exposure to household air pollution contributes to health 

risks mostly common in the rural areas. 

 

Table 7: Distribution of the Respondents according to Cooking Method 

Region No of 

households 

wood charcoal Kerosene Electric cooker Gas cooker 

North Central 96 30 20 25 12 9 

North East 97 34 28 25 8 2 

North West 97 38 25 25 6 3 

South  South 98 32 23 27 3 13 

South West  99 29 22 28 2 18 

South East  96 30 16 29 8 13 

 583 193 134 159 39 58 

 

A Plausible Explanation: Religion, Cultural Practices and Resistance to Change 

The evolution of every society determines how it responses to change and for the northern half 

of Nigeria it speed of modernisation has been far slower than that of the southern half of 

Nigeria.  The enduring effect of the disparity between the north and the south has been well 

documented in education attainments ( Bassey, 1999: Uwaifo- Oyelere, 2010: Larreguy Arbesu, 

2011). The north still retains the cultural and traditional structures that have defined it for 

centuries since it adopted Islam some centuries ago. The traditional structure represents an 

embodiment of norms, beliefs, art, customs, and way of life and social organization of a 

particular group of people. It plays a significant role in promoting the chances of population 

growth through its influence on marriages and procreation. The survey result indicated that most 

households in the Northern region predominantly practices Islamic religion which conditionally 

permits polygamy with a benchmark limit of four wives. This belief applies generally to all 

without any regard to educational background and attainment. Cultural norms that value large 

families influence the encouragement of high fertility rates in most regions in Nigeria. Also 

beyond family size, there is also substantial influence of traditional structure on other variables 

like home type where houses are built to encourage communal living for a large and extended 

family. The structure of extended household also has implications for other variables like, water 

source, sanitation and cooking method. Cultural and traditional constraints to nuclear family 

structure in northern Nigeria have implications for the higher poverty rate in the region compare 

to southern Nigeria. 
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CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The incidence of poverty in Nigeria has been on the increase in recent years despite impressive 

economic growth rate. This has been attributed to the failure of the recent impressive economic 

growth rates to benefit the poor. This means that the rapid economic growth of the past decade 

has not been   able to reduce the incidence of poverty. More worrisome than the high rate of 

poverty in Nigerian is the spatial distribution of the incidence of poverty. While a higher 

percentage of Nigeria are poorer today than three decades ago, the northern half of Nigeria is 

far poorer than the southern half. This fact has been validated by different data sources on 

poverty in Nigeria. This study uses non-monetary determinants of poverty to validate this fact 

and by extension explain what drives the spatial distribution of poverty in Nigeria. This study 

shows that that demographic structure like household size, number of wives and wife age at first 

marriage correlate with high poverty rates. It also shows that household characteristics and 

welfare metrics like house type, source of water, sanitation condition and choice of cooking fuel 

also explain spatial distribution of poverty between southern and northern Nigeria.  The study 

attributes the different outcomes of these determinants to both the cultural and religious beliefs 

of people of northern Nigeria which are rooted in the Islamic culture that has come to dominate 

this part of Nigeria for centuries. This study therefore recommends that this fact should be taken 

into consideration in designing poverty reduction strategy for Nigeria. There is the need for 

further research on how the northern half of Nigeria has been unable to overcome its cultural 

and historical background and modernise like southern Nigeria. 
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