SECTION ONE

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report whichis on road conditions stuglis indeed a compendium produced by the FRSC
consultant and the department of Policy, Research, #aibt®s of the Federal Road Safety
Commission. The repovthichis divided nto three gctionscontains sectionnewhich covers

the introduction encompassing thproblems, aimand objectives, significancef the FRSC
road conditions study, project areand scope of the researctBection two covers the
methodology while sectiomtee is on the detailed data analysis for all states of the federation.
All States in Nigeria and the Federal Capital Authority are covered in this refportletailed
analysis orthe state of roadonditions (availabilityof potholes,road surface quigy etc) in
relation to driving culture and availability of ro&drniture which include: Road Transit, Bus
Way, LayBye, Street Light, Road Markings, Road Signs, Bus Sh8itgy, Speed
BumpsHumps, Traffic Lights, Line Drains, Median Kes) Side Kerls, PavementsBridges,
Roundabowt, Guard Rails, Safety System andlowing Vehicles is made. The presentation of
data also covers issues such as Pedestrian Facilities, Bicyclist Facilities, Motorcyclist

Facilities, Animal Pathway, Parking Facilities and Jioms/Intersectios.

1.1 TheResearch Problem

The numerous problems of road conditions can be seen in the ligit extent of damage

done to Nigeriarroads, the nf | uence of bad and good roads
culture and finally, the mpact of road signs and road marlsrayailability ondrivers. The

need to embark upon this research became a sine qua non in order to gather information on the
state of Nigerian roagdsvhich was lackingand use such information fahe planning and
mainenance of bad roads and provision of road furniture. Although the various governments
had assisted in the provision fad maintenance, a lot need to be done in the provision of
traffic lights, line drainsmedian kerbs, side kerldsjidges, and pavementsad side shouldsr
roundabowt Otheressential road furniturenclude guard rais, safety systesi(emergency
medical vehicle and shelter), towing vehicles, parking facilities, jurgimdarsectios,
pedestrian facilities (bridge/ walkway), bicyclifcilities, motorcycle/tricycle facilities, bus
way/bus priority lange.g. BRT, layi byes, street lighs, and road markings. Road signs, bus



sheltes/stops and speed bunghumps are other road furniture adequately needed in order to

ensure good and smdoadriving culture.

1.2 Research Aimand Objectives
The main aim of the Feder®oad Safety Commi ssionds resear
document the present state of Nigerian roads and the level of road furniture adegli#usir
influence on drivingculture
The objectives are numerous and diverse, they include:
a. To investigate the present state of roads istatesf the federation
b. To gather information on the soesmonomic features of drivers and other road
users.
c. To improve the capacity ofhé men and women of the Federal Road Safety
Commission in the area of research.
d. To account for various driving cultures anehavios based on road conditions and
availability of road furniture.
e. To gather and present data scientifically on road condimaisadequacy of road
furniture for future research, transportation planning and engineering.
f. To determine the level of understanding of local sigmarking and other
infrastructural provisiosby Nigerians.
g. To determine the variables thatompel obedience/adherence to all road
infrastructure provision
h. To enable irdepth understanding of Nigerians towards these infrastructural
provisions andyenerateappropriate policy framework to address /identify negative
variables; so as to improve on the existirgjandards for better road culture in line

with global best practices

1.3 Research Scope

The Federal Road Safety Commission research covers two main aspects (ijeestudyof

road furniture onNigerian roads: its impacts on the driving culture ifjeriansand (2.) an
inventory survey of road furniture on Nigerian roads. The resefBHVERSES is all the
thirty-six States of the dderation and Federal Capital Territory (Abuja). On inventory survey

of road furniture, their availability, adequacyifstiency, locatiorplacement design, quality
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and current conditions of all road infrastructures are covered. As regards study of road
furniture on Nigerian roads, it relatestte impactsthese facilities haven the driving culture

of Nigerians. This spect covers the soe®emographic characteristics of respondents,
knowl edge of road furnitur e, -cutural lfeestyldfactomt t i t u

influencing driverd6s behavior and attitude.

1.4 Significance of Study

This Federal Road SafeCommission research would provide an insight into the present state
of road conditions (good or bad) and the level of road infrastructures availability, adequacy,
sufficiency, placement, design, quality, and current condgjoin summary, the resedrc
would contribute to the body of knowledge and help build capacity of men and women of the
commission in terms of their involvement in the exercise throughout the country. Finally, it
would help in gathering appropriate data for the development of safértraffic environment

in Nigeria

1.5 Research Project Area

The entire country constitig¢he research universtus the thirtysix States and the Federal

Capital Territory (FCT,Abuja). Decaying infrastructuteincluding road network in the

country, is one of t he deficiencies t hat Ni ger.i
Development StrategiNEEDS) seek to addresshe government has begun to repair the
countrybés poorly maintained road networ k. Ni
andthe second largéssouth of theSaharawith roughly 180,000km of surfaced roads in 1960.
However, a school of thought maintains that the roads are poorly maintained and are often
cited asthe majorcause of the countryoslmi2h04,atNi ger
Federal Road Maintenance Agency (FERMA) began to patch the 3200 kilometers federal road
network, and in 2005 FERMA initiated a more substantial rehabilitation. The rainy season and
equipment pose challenges to road maintenance. Thalsoishe inadequate provision of road
infrastructures on the 194,394km of Nigerian highwaysyhich 60,068km (including 1,194

of expressway) and 13482 as unpaved. While few roads are in good conditiergs

Obajana Okenne, ZungeruAbuja and AbujaKaduna roads, some paved roads in some parts

of Nigeria have lost their asphalt surface and are in very poor conditions or have reverted to
being gravel road. Some of the road systeme being unusable especially in high rainfall
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areas of the south. The iderce of road traffic crash (RT)Gs rising worldwide, but in

Nigeria, the FRSC has triegd manage road traffic crashdn order to determine responsibility

and advocate preventive measures, factors including man, vehicle and the road are considered
by FRSC Thus government in Nigeri@westheir inhabitants the duty to keep road safe and

ensure that only roadorth vehicle ply the roads.



SECTION TWO
2.0 METHODOLOGY

2.1  Introduction
The methodology of the FRSC research encompasses the methodss sbdate, method of
data collection and research instruments, sasipéand universe, analysis and presentation of

data, and finally, report writing.

2.2  ResearchRoad Furniture Study Methodology

The studyon theroadfurniture on Nigerian roads anbeir impacts on the driving culture of
Nigerians,involved extensive fieldwork with the view to administering questionnaires and
empirical observation of roads in Nigeria thus to gather data on the present state of road
conditionsin the thirty six Statef the federatiorand Federal Capital Territory (FCTWith

regard to sources of data, the raaohditions studyentailed gathering primary data got from

the field. Data received from all States were raw data. Major roads in the country were covered
enmphasizing orthe-spot assessment of roadnditions covering smoothness of roads, pot
holes availability, eroded sidewalks/shoulders, and adequacy of in&dstructures on
sample roads includingagosibadan highway, IbadarKabbah highway, Kabba®bapnai

Okenne highwayl.okoja Abuja highway , Ibada®®gbomosho highway, OgbomosHhorin-

Minna highwayMinnd Sulga-Abuja highway SagamuOre highway etc.

As regards method of data collection and research instruments, questionnaire design was
highly relied upon. The questionnaire ftris study vas designed to accommodate major
issues relatindo theinfluence ofthe various roadfurnitureon dr i ver sé dr i vi ng
behaviour.The questionnaire was sectionalized into four with the first sectikimg the
characteristics of the road which include Name of Road; Road Classification; Local
Government Aregetc. SectionTwo seeks to identify the soclemographic characteristics of

the respondents which included Gender; Age; Education; Religion;aVi8tatus; Occupation;
Income etc. Section Three looked at ther e s p o nkdosviedges @ndperceptions ofroad
furniture which included their view on its impact, gdacy, quality, usefulnesamong others
talsodeal t with dr i verrsvi@ich wds toiseek tedr leveelnoticonpkahca v i o u

and adherence to road furniture understanding.



On the distribution of esearch instrumentsgestionnaires), the following table shows
distribution.

Table 2.1 Questionnaire allocations to each state of tiezdon

State Recommended Actual Number of
S/Frequency Number of Questionnaire
Questionnaire

1. Abia 100 98
2. Adamawa 100 65
3. Anambra 100 93
4, Akwa T Ibom 100 84
5. Bauchi. 100 41
6. Bayelsa 100 98
7. Benue 100 100
8. Borno 100 73
9. Cross Rivers 100 107
10. Delta 100 100
11. Ebonyi 100 100
12. Edo 100 28
13. Ekiti 100 123
14. Enugu 100 100
15. Gombe 100 74
16. Imo 100 96
17. Jigawa 100 101
18. Kaduna 100 98
19. Kano 100 98
20. Katsina 100 100
21. Kebbi 100 100
22.  Kogi 100 102
23. Kwara 100 97
24. Lagos 100 100
25. Nassarawa 100 29
26. Niger 100 44
27. Ogun 100 100
28. Ondo 100 100
29. Osun 100 101
30. Oyo 100 100
31. Plateau 100 96
32. Rivers 100 84
33. Sokoto 100 96
34. Taraba 100 73
35. Yobe 100 90
36. Zamfara 100 100
37. Abuja 100 67




2.3 FRSC Research Activity (Work) Schedule

A. Field Investigation and supervision Items

(1st, 29 etc are months from the startf
assignment)
2 4 6 8 10 12

Identification, Location/evaluation
sample/survey area/pilot survey.

Design of instruments and study areas in €

State identification

Data collection, analysis of data from

zonal offices oFRSC

Computation of data and report writing.

A pilot survey was conducted by the consultants in some selected states in collaboration with
the FRSC officials. This pilot survey was a guide to the final/actual study with thevatices

and recommendations effected to enhance the output of the final survey.

B. Completion and submission of Reports.

Reports Date
1. Inception Report Four Weeks after commencement
2. Interim Progress Report Ten Weeks after commencement
3. Draft Report Sixteen Weeks after commencement
4. Final Report Twenty Week after commencement

The pilot and final surveys were properly monitored by the consultants and the FRSC officials

by using the vehicles provided by the FRSC to ensure strict compliance to the riegthodo

Finally, the analysis of data mainly entailed the scientific usag®liofosoft Excel and

Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS).



SECTION THREE
3.0 DATA PRESENTATION

3.1 Introduction

The responses of the road users to the assessment iofipgaet of road furniture on their
driving culture were analyzed at state level and grouped into zones according to the six geo
political zones: Nortkcentral, Northeast, Northwest, Soutkeast, Souttsouth, and South

west; alongside Abuja the Federal QapiTerritory. In each of these zones, their secio
demographic information was considered, to give a description of the road users interviewed.
Also, the driving culture characteristics of the respondents with respect to the road furniture,
which were eitbr available or not available in their localities, were evaluated to ascertain the

level of impact these road furniture had on them.

3.2  SociocDemographic Information of Survey Locations

This subsection looks at the soclemographic information of theespondents which was
specifially limited to their AgeGender, Income, Occupation, and Education. The distribution

of respondents according to the above mentioned parameters indicate their attitudes to several

other desirable attributes related to drgin

3.21: Age Range andGender of the Respondents

The interviewed road users across the federation were dominantly(atades 79.3%and the
remaining 20.7% were females. In terms of their ages, majority of themnmeendy between
the age brekets 0f26-35 years, (see Figufe.
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Figurel: Age Range ar@ender of Rgpondents across the Federation

32.1.1 North-Central

The sates in this zone include Benu€atsina, Kogi, KwaraNassarawalNiger, Plateauand
Abuja

i. Benue State
In this stateabout84.0% of respondents were maledth 16.0% femalesof which mast of
them were within the age brackets otZByears.

Table 3.1.1: Age Range anender of Road Users in Benue State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 361 45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Total | Male Female Total
100 | Frequency 13 36 24 20 7 100 84 16 100
% 13.0 36.0 24.0 20.0 7.0 100 | 84.0 16.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008



il. Katsina State

A greater percentage of the road usersis state were maldabout 736) with 2726 females
who weremainly

Table 31.2: Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Katsina State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36i 45| 46-60 | Above Total Male Female Total
60
100 | Frequency 11 31 38 15 ® 100 73 27 100
% 11.0 31.0 38.0 15.0 7 100 73..0 27.0 100

betveen the ages of 36 years (3% of road users).
Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Kogi State
More of the road users ihit state were males (about 84)/and 44.06 females. They were

mainly betveen the ages of 286 years (52%).
Table 31.3: Age Rang andGender of Road Users in Kogi State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
dent
FERIEEIE 18-25 | 26-35 | 367 45 | 467 60 | Above Total Male Female Total
60
102 | Frequency 23 53 14 12 - 102 66 36 102
% 225 52.0 13.7 11.8 - 100 64.7 353 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iv. Kwara State
In this state, about 6198 of the respondents were malmsd 381% females, both mainly
between the ages of &b years.

Table 31.4: Age Range andsender of Road Users in Kwara State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents
P 187 ‘ 26-35 361 45 | 461 60 | Above 60 | Total Male Female Total
25
97 | Frequency 17 ‘ 32 30 7 11 97 60 37 97
% 17.5 ‘ 33.0 30.9 7.2 11.3 100 61.9 381 100

Source: Fieldwork 208

V. Nassarawa State
In this state, 55.2% of the respondentwas malesand 44.86 females, both predominantly

within the age brackets of 36 years.
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Table 3.1.5: Age Range anender of Road Users in Nassarawa State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18- 26-35 361 45 | 46-60 | Above 60 Total Male Female | Total
25
29 | Frequency - 17 ® ® 2 29 16 13 | 29
% - 58.6 17.2 17.2] 6.9 100 55.2 44.8 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Niger State

In this state, 61% of the respondents were makasd 38.6% females. They wermainly of
the age brackets 286 years and 385 years.

Table 3.1.6 Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Niger State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents = e 26-35 | 36-45 | 461 60 | Above 60 | Towl | Male Female| Totd
44 | Frequency 5 15 15 2 5 44 o 7 44

% 13| 3a1| 31 91| 113 100 614| 386 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vii. Plateau State

This state had 83%of the respondents as makesd 16.@%6 females, and thewere between
the ages of 2@5 years.

Table 3.17: Age Range andGender of Road Users in Plateau State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
reSpondents I e T 26-35 | 36-45 [ 461 60 | Above 60 | Total Male | Female | Total
96 | Frequency 18 30 27 10 11 100 80 16 96

% 188 31.3 28.1 10.4 11.5 100 83.3 16.7 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
viii.  Abuja
In the FederalCapital Territory the respondents were mostly males (aboutdgyvéith 22.4%

females, and they wemthin the ages of 285 years.

Table 3.1.8: Age Range anender of Road Users in Abuja.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
dent:
(R 187 25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Total Male Female Total
67 | Frequency 6 26 23 12 - 67 52 15 67
% 9.0 38.8 34.3 17.9 - 100 77.6 22.4 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.11.2 North-East

The states in thisone areAdamawaBauchi, Borno, Gombe, Tarabhad Yobe states.

I Adamawa State

For this state, 80% of the respondents were mvailiss20% females, botbetween the ages of
26-35 years.

Table 3.1.9: Age Range an&Gender of Road Users in Adamawa State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents T35 [ 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Towl | Male | Female | Towl
65 | Frequency 6 26 23 10 - 65 52 13 65

% 9.2 40.0 35.4 15.4 - 100 80.0 20 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

i Bauchi State
In this state, 87.8% of the remmlents were maleand 12.2% females. They weneainly
between 265 years.

Table 3.1.10: Age Range anender of Road Users in Bauchi State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents e [ 26-35 ] 36-45 [ 46160 | Above 60 | Totl | Male | Female | Towl
41 | Frequency 6 20 9 3 3 41 36 5) 41

% 14.6 48.8 22.0 7.3 7.3 100 87.8 12.2 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Borno State

This state had 93.2% of the respondents as naalds6.8% as females. They were mainly
within the age bracket of 345 years.

Table 3.1.11: Age Range an@ender of Road Users in Borno State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 187 25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 461 60 Above 60 | Total Male Female | Total
73 | Frequency 1 10 37 21 4 73 68 5 73
% 1.4 13.7 50.7 28.8 5.5 100 93.2 6.8 100

Souce: Fieldwork 2008

iv. Gombe State
This state had 81.1% of the respondents as naalds18.9% as females. Thégtl mainly

within the age brackets of 36 years.
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Table 3.1.12: Age Range anGender of Road Users in Gombe State

Total Number of Age Range ‘ Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 461 60 Above | Total Male Female Total
60
74 | Frequency 9 22 29 13 1 74 60 14 74
% 12.2 29.7 39.2 17.6 14 100 81.1 18.9 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

2 Taraba State
The males forrad 68.8%6 of the respondestin this statevhile 31.5% were femalesand most
of them were between the ages of¥bHyears.

Table 3.1.13 Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Taraba State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents e [ 26-35 | 36-45 | 461 60 | Above 60 | Total Male | Female | Total
73 | Frequency 7 31 21 7 7 73 50 23 73
% 9.6 42.5 28.8 9.6 9.6 100 68.5 31.5| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Yobe State
Similarly, the respondents in this state were mostly males (about 8wi§4)5.6% females.
They were mainlyvithin the age brackets of B5 years.

Table 3.1.14: Age Range anender of Road Users in Yobe State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 55 1 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 Male | Female | Total
Total
90 | Frequency 12 42 28 8 - 90 76 14 90
% 13.3 46.7 31.1 8.9 - 100 84.4 15.6 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008



3.1.1.3 North-West

The sates in this zone include: Jigawa, Kebbi, Kano, Katsina, S@kawtZamfara states.

I. Jigawa State
Also, this state had 8192 of the respondents as maleish 18.8% as females, bothithin the
age brackets of 385 years.

Table 3.1.15 Age Range andGender of Road Users in Jigawa State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 1= T 76-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Towm | Male Female | Total
101 | Frequeny 10 30 71 18 2 o1 82 19 01

% 99| 207| 406| 178 2.0 100 8L2| 188 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

ii. Kaduna State
About 71.4%6 of the road users in this state were maled 28.6% females, of which mast
them fall within the age bracket of 3% yeargabout 42.4%).

Table 31.16: Age Range andGender of Road Users in Kaduna State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 461 60 | Above 60 | Total Male Female Total
98 | Frequency 8 30 39 13 8 98 70 28 28
% 8.2 30.6 39.8 13.3 8.2 100 71.4 28.6 28.6

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Kano State

The male respondents were about 88.8% of the total respondents in thiwigtald.2%
females A great number of them fell between the ages e32§ears.

Table 3.1.17 Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Kano State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
reSpondents [ e T 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Tol | Male | Female | Towl
98 | Frequency 10 43 30 14 1 98 87 11 98
% 10.2 43.9 30.6 14.3 1.0 100 88.8 11.2 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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iv. Kebbi State

In this state, 77% of the respondents were mates 23% females, and they were mainly
within the age brackets of Z&b years.

Table 3.1.18 Age Range andGender of Road Users in Kebbi State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents =T 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above | Toml | Male | Female | Total
60
100 | Frequency 8 75 25 2 : 100 77 23 | 100
% 80| 450 250] 120 - 100 | 77.0 23.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Sokoto State
Here, the males fored 83.36 of the respondentsith 16.7% femalesand majority of them

were within the ages of 285 years.

Table 3.1.19 Age Range andGender of Road Users in Sokoto State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Total Male Female Total
96 | Frequency 20 30 26 11 9 96 80 16 96
% 20.8 31.3 27.1 115 9.4 100 83.3 16.7 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Zamfara State
The males in this state foed 626 of the respondents interviewadile 38% were females
They were mainly within the ages of-36 years.

Table 3.1.20: Age Range anender of Road Users in Zamfara State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents I e 26-35 ] 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Tol | Male | Female | Towl
100 Frequency 14 39 24 9 14 100 62 38 100

% 14.0 39.0 24.0 9.0 140 100 62.0 380 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008



3.1.1.4 South-East

The States of the soudtast zonericlude: Abia, Anambra, Enugiponyiand Imostates.

I. Abia State

In this State, there were more female respondents (about 52%) than there were boates (a
48%). This implies that there were more female road usheserespondentgell more within

the ages of 2@5 years.

Table 3.1.21: Age Range anGender of Road Users in Abia State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents
18-25 | 26-35 3671 45 | 46-60 Above 60 | total Male | Female | Total
98 | Frequency 10 37 31 18 2 98 47 51 98
% 10.2 37.8 31.6 18.4 2.0 100 48.0 52.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Anambra State

For this State, 80.6% of the respondents were naalé< 9.4% females, bobetwesn the ages
of 26-35 years.

Table 3.1.22: Age Range anender of Road Users in Anambra State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents e e 1 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Total Male | Female | Total
93 | Frequency 13 46 21 11 2 93 75 18 93
% 14.0 49.5 22.6 11.8 22.0 100 80.6 19.4 | 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Enugu State

Enugu State had one of the highest male respondents (abounv@h%Yo femalesThese men
were within the ages of 345 years.

Table 3.1.23 Age Range andGender of Road Uses in Enugu State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents
P 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above | Total Male Female Total
60
100 | Frequency 11 33 38 15 3 100 91 9 100
% 11.0 33.0 38.0 15.0 3.0 100 91.0 9.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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iv. Ebonyi State
In this State, 88% of the respondents were maits12% females, bottithin the ages 2@5

years.
Table 3.1.24 Age Range/Gender of Road Users in Ebonyi State.
Total Number of Age Range Gender
reSpondents = T 76-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Tol | Male | Female | Totwl
100 | Frequency 23 37 21 16 3 100 | 88 12 100
% 23.0 37.0 21.0 16.0 3.0 100 | 88.0 12.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Imo State

This State had 24 of the respondents as matexl 26% as females. Thesere within the age
brackets of 2635 years.

Table 3.1.25: Age Range anender of Road Users in Imo State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
dent:
ISR 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above | Total Male Female Total
60
96 | Frequency 8 40 18 21 9 96 | 71 25 96
% 8.3 41.7 18.8 21.9 9.4 100 | 74.0 26.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.1.1.5 South-South

The soutksouth states are Akwilaom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta, Edo and Rivers.

I. Akwa-Ibom State

The males in this State (about % formed majority of the respondentsith 25% females
Most of them were between the ages o#56years.

Table 3.1.26: Age Range anender of Road Users in Akwalbom State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 Above 60 Male Female Total
Total
84 | Frequency 4 29 32 14 5 84 63 ] 21 84
% 4.8 345 38.1 16.7 6.0 100 75.0| 25.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Bayelsa State

Similarly, the malesn this State (about 71%4) gave more of the responsekile 28.6% were
females They were mainly between the ages @60 years.

Table 3.1.27: Age Range anGender of Road Users in Bayelsa State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
reSpondents e T 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Towl Male | Female | Total
98 | frequency 11 25 19 36| 7 98 70 | 28 98
% 11.2 25.5 19.4 36.7] 7.1 100 71.4] 28.6 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Cross River State

In Cross River State/6.6% of the respondents were maleth 23.4% females, bottvithin
the ages of 2@5 years.

Table 31.28: Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Cross River State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
reSpondents e [ 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Towl Male Female
107 | Frequency 12 40 35 13| 7 107 821 25 107
% 11.2 37.4 32.7 12.1] 8.8 100 76.6| 23.4 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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iv.

Delta State
In this State 72% of the respondents were madesl 28% females, bothetween the ages of
36-45 years.
Table 3.1.29: Age Range an@Gender of Road Users in Delta State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
t
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above | Total | Male Female | Total
60
100 | Frequency 7 29 34 23| 7 100 72| 28 100
% 70| 200| 340| 230]70 100 720] 280 | 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V.

Edo State
This State ha male respondents of about 8.@nd few females (14.3%ost ofthemwere

between the ages of 3% years.
Table 3.1.30: Age Range anender of Road Users in Edo State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
dent:
IR 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above | Total Male Female Total
60
28 | Frequency 6 5 11 313 28 241 4 28
% 21.4 17.9 39.3 10.7| 10.7 100 85.7] 14.3 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi.

Rivers State

In this State, more of the respondents were males (about 7&td621.4% females, both

betweerthe ages of 3@5 years.

Table 3.1.31 Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Rivers State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 Above 60 | Total Male Female | Total
84 | Frequency 3 28 34 14| 5 84 66 18 84
% 3.6 33.3 40.5 16.7] 6.0 100 786| 214 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.1.1.6 South-West

The States in this zone areigd.agos, Ogun, Ondo, Oshun and Oyo.

I. Ekiti State

The respondents in this State were basically males (about 6%:@8680.1% femalesand
predominantly between the ages of&Bbyears.

Table 3.1.32 Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in EKkiti State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 Total Male Female | Total
123 | Frequency 10 36 58 171 2 123 86 | 37 123
% 8.1 29.3 47.2 13.8] 1.6 100 69.9] 30.1 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Lagos State

The males we 76 of the repondents in this State with 23% females, naisthem within
the age brackets of 28 years.

Table 3.1.33: Age Range anender of Road Users in Lagos State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents 18-25 | 261 35 | 361 45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Total Male Female Total
100 | Frequency| 9 34 31 18] 8 100 77| 23 100
% 9.0 34.0 31.0 18.0] 8.0 100 77.0 23.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Ogun State

In this State, most of the respondents were males (about &@tda4% females, botmainly
between the ages of 36 years.

Table 3.1.34: Age Range anGender of Road Users in Ogun State.

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents = e T 26-35 | 361 45 [ 46-60 | Above 60 | Towal | Male | Female | Towl
100 | Frequency 12 32 34 1715 100 86| 14 100
% 120 32.0 34.0 17.0] 5.0 100 86.0] 14.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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iv. Ondo State

About 80% of the respondents in this State were nalds20% females, both within the ages
of 36-45 years.

Table 3.1.35: Age Range an@Gender of Road Users in Ondo Ste

Total Number of Age Range Gender
respondents I T 7635 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Tom | Male Female | Total
100 | Frequency 11 36 25 AR 100 80 [ 20 100
% 11.0 360| 450 70| L0 100 80.0| 200 | 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Osun State

Majority of the respondents in this State were males (about 85u#)14.9% femalesand
they weremainly between the ages of-36 years.

Table 3.1.36: Age Range anGender of Road Users in Ogn State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
dent
respondents 18-25 | 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Total Male Female | Total
101 | Frequency 11 37 27 241 2 101 86 ] 15 101
% 10.9 36.6 26.7 23.8]| 2.0 100 85.1| 14.9 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Oyo State
All the respondents in this State were males who fell within the age brat¢k&60 years.

Table 3.1.37 Age Rangeand Gender of Road Users in Oyo State

Total Number of Age Range Gender
reSpondents =T 26-35 | 36-45 | 46-60 | Above 60 | Towl Male Female | Total
100 | Frequency 5) 16 31 48 - 100 100 - 100

% 5.0 16.0 31.0 48.0 - 100 100 - 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.22: INCOME OF THE RESPONDENTS

The interviewed road users across the federation, were dominantly those who earn between
N10,000 N29,999 (about 25.8%); very limited nuerbof the respondents were aagiup to
N100,000 and above (about 4%); 16.1% earbetiveenN5,000 andN10, 000; whilel4.2%

earned belovN5, 00Q (See Figure)
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Income Brackets
Figure 2: Income of Respondents across the Federation.

3.2.2.1 North-Central

The states in this zone inclu@enue,Katsing Kogi, Kwara, Nassarawaliger, Plateauand
Abuja

I. Benue State
Also, 286% of respondents were earniNg0, 000i N29, 999 while 214% earned beloviN5,

000.

Table 31.38: Income of Road Users in Benue State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent == N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
98 | Frequency 21 22 28 15 7 1 4 - 98
% 214 22.4 286 153 71 0 71 - 700

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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Katsina State

A greater percentage of the road users in this state were earning bbitied00 N29, 999
(about 29%); 14% earndxmktweeriN5, 006 N10, 000; while about 25%arned below
N5, 000

Table 31.39: Income of Road Users in Katsina State.

Total Number of
Respondent

Income Bracket

Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 N49,999 N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 & above
100 Frequency 25 14 29 11 5 7 5 4 100
% 25.0 14.0 29.0 11.0 5.0 7.0 5.0 4.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Kogi State
Most of the road users in this state earned betwéz® 000 N49, 999 (about 24%), while
23.5% gotN10, 000 N29, 999 monthly.
Table 31.40: Income of Road Users in Kogi State.

Total Number of

Income Bracket

R

espondent = T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above

102 Frequency 17 3 24 30 17 2 8 1 102

% 6.7 2.9 235 29.4 6.7 2.0 78 7.0 700

Source: Reldwork 2008

iv.

Kwara State

In this state, abou29.9% of the respondentselow N5, 000while 23.2%6 earnedN30, 000
N49, 999 monthly.

Table 31.41: Income of Road Users in Kwara State.

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent 1= T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
97 Frequency 29 8 20 23 8 1 2 6 97
% 29.9 8.2 20.6 23.7 8.2 0 o 6.2 100
Source: Fieldwork 2008
V. NassarawaState

In this state 24.1% of the respondents were earning betww@M000-N99, 999 while 3.4%

earned below5,000




Table 31.42: Income of Road Users irlNassarawaState

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent Below N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49,999 | N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 | & above
29 Frequency 1 - 1 4 7 7 7 2 29
% 34 - 3.4 13.8 24.1 24.1 24.1 6.9 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Niger State

In this state, 11.4% of the respondents were eamioyeN100000 monthly, 20.5% earned
betweerN5, 000 N10,000 and 18.2% got betwe&h0,000- N69, 999.

Table 31.43 Income of Road Users in Niger State.

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent
esponden Belo | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
w | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
N5,0
00
44 Frequency 7 9 6 4 8 4 1 5 44
% 15.9 205 13.6 91 18.2 9.1 23 11.4 )

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vil. Plateau State
This state had.3% of the respondents with inece belowN5, 000and11.3% earned between
N30, 000i N49, 999 monthly.

Table 31.44: Income of Road Users in Plateau State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T Ns.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69,999 | N79,999 | N99,999 | & above
96 Frequency 7 24 30 11 6 6 1 11 96
% 73 25.0 313 115 6.3 6.3 10| 115 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

viii.  Abuja

In the Capital Territory, the respondents warainly earning betweetN10, 0007 N29, 999
(about 313%).

Table 31.45: Income of Road Users in Abuja

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Totd
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
67 | Frequency] 4 7 21 11 10 5 7 | 67
% 6.0 104 313 6.4 14.9 9.0 6.0 60| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.22.2 North-East

The states in thigone are: Adamaw&auchi,Borno, GombeTarabaand Yobe states.

I. Adamawa State

For this state27.®%6 of the espondents were earning betw@&®, 000i N29, 999 monthly as
185% had incomdelowN5, 000

Table 3.1.46: Income of Road Users in Adamawa State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent Below N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000- N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49,999 | N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 | & above
65 Frequency 12 14 18 8 3] - 3 7 65
% 18.5 21.5 27.7 12.3 46| - 4.6 10.8 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Bauchi State
In this state,39% of the respondents were earnimgd thanN10, 000 while9.8% earned
betweerN50, 000i N69, 999 respectively.

Table 31.47: Income of Road Users in Bauchi State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent 1= T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.@9 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
41 Frequency| - 16 11 3 4 3 2 2 41
% - 39.0 26.8 7.3 9.8 73 4.9 49| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Borno State
This state had 6.8% of the respondents earning betN@@n000i N99, D9 as 32.9% earned
betweenN5, 006 N10, 000 monthly.

Table 31.48: Income of Road Users in Borno State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- | N80000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69,999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
73 Frequency 1 24 21 14 6 2 5 = 73
% 14 32.9 28.8 19.2 8.2 2.7 6.8 - 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iv. Gombe State
This state had.B% of the respondents earning betw@&0, 0007 N99, 999 as31.1% had

incomebelowN5, 000




Table 31.49: Income of Road Users in Gombe State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent Below N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49,999 | N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 | & above
74 Frequency 23 11 14 12 4 4 4 2 74
% 31.1 14.9 18.9 16.2 54 54 54 2.7 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Taraba State
Those that earned betwelb0, 000i N69, 999 forned 12.24 of the respondents in this State
and most of them were earnilggs thariN5, 000 (about 8.%%0).

Table 3150 Income of Road Users in Taraba State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69,999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
82 Frequency 36 7 13 7 10 4 3 2 82
% 43.9 85 15.9 85 122 4.9 36 2.4 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Yobe State

Similarly, the respondents in this state were mostly earhihg, 0007 N29, 999 (about
35.5%) while 31.% had incomdess tharN5, 00Q

Table 31.51: Income of Road Users in Yobe State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T Ns.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69,999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
90 Frequency 28 10 32 9 5 6 - - 90
% 311 12.9 355 10 56 6.6 - - 100
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3.2.2.3 North-West

The sttes in this zone includdigawaKaduna, Kano, KebbBokoto and Zamfara states.

I. Jigawa State
Also, this state ha@5.®% of the respondents earning betw@&®, 0T N29, 999and 5.96
grossedN100, 000 and above.

Table 31.52 Income of Road Users in Jigawa State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
101 Frequency 17 21 26 14 6 5 6 6 101
% 16.8 20.8 25.7 13.9 59 4.9 59 59] 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Kaduna State

About 36.®% of the road users in this state were earning bet®&en 000 N49, 999; 275%
of them earnedi10, 000 N29, 999; while those who earnedweenN5, 006 N10, 000 were
about 61%.

Table 31.53: Income of Road Users in Kaduna State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent 1= T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.@9 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
98 Frequency| 10 6 27 36 11 4 2 2 98
% 0.2 6.1 275 36.7 112 41 2.0 20| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Kano State
The respondents that earned betw®&0, 0007 N99, P9 were aboub.1% of the total
respondents in this state. A great number of them earned ba¥48e000i N29, 999 (about

31.6%).
Table 31.54: Income of Road Users in Kano State
Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent
esponden Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
98 | Frequency] 5 10 31 29 8 5 5 5| 98
% 51 0.2 316 29.6 8.2 51 51 51| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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iv. Kebbi State

In this State, 11%f the respondents were earning betwl&0, 0001 N79, 999 as 19% had
incomebelowN5, 000

Table 31.55: Income of Road Users in Kebbi State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent Below N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49,999 | N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 | & above
100 Frequency 19 4 21 22 19 11 1 3 100
% 19.0 4.0 21.0 22.0 19.0 11.0 1.0 3.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Sokoto State

Here, those that earned betwd¥80, 00071 N99, 999formed 2.1% of the respondents and
majority of them were earning betwel0, 000i N29, 999 (about 36%).

Table 31.56. Income of Road Users in Sokoto State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent 1= T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
96 Frequency| 12 21 35 17 6 2 2 1 96
% 125 21.9 365 7.7 6.3 21 21 10| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Zamfara State

Those who were earning betwe®l0, 0007 N29, 999 were 19% of the respondents
interviewedand 8% earneid100, 000 and beyond

Table 31.57: Income of Road Users in Zamfara State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,007 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79,999 | N99,999 | & above
100 Frequency| 25 10 19 17 10 6 ) 8 100
% 25.0 10.0 190 17.0 10.0 6.0 5.0 80| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

28



3.2.2.4 South-East
The States of the soudtast zone include: Abia, Andima, Enugu, and Ebonyi States.

i. Abia State

In this state, there were more respondents earning bedi®r000i N29, 999 (about 24.5%)
than there were those earning betwl&0, 000i N79, 999 (about 3.1%).

Table 31.58: Income of Road Users in AbiaState

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
98 Frequency 17 12 24 21 10 & 7 4 98
% 173 12.2 245 214 102 31 71 41| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Anambra State
For this state21.8%6 of the respondents were earning betwis&0, 0007 N79, 999while
15.1% earned below5, 00Q

Table 31.59: Income of Road Users in Anambra State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respadent 1= T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49,999 | N69,999 | N79,999 | N99,999 | & above
93 Frequency| 14 26 20 8 4 20 - 1 93
% 15.1 28.0 215 8.6 43 21.5 = 1.07| 100
SourceFieldwork 2008

iii. Enugu State

Enugu State had some thie respondents earning betwelf0, 00071 N69, 999 (about %).
Most of them earnethetveenN5, 006 N10, 000 monthly40%)while 19% had incomdelow
N5, 000

Table 31.60: Income of Road Usersn Enugu State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent 1= T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- ] N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
100 | Frequency| 19 0 20 11 5 1 - 3| 100
% 190 0.0 20.0 11.0 6.0 10 - 30] 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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iv. Ebonyi State
In this state, 2% of the respondents were earning betw&@, 000i N29, 999 monthly.
Table 31.61: Income of Road Users in Ebonyi State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent = T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,0001 | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99,999 | & above
100 Frequency 25 31 27 7 6 2 - 2 100
% 25.0 31.0 27.0 7.0 6.0 2.0 - 20| 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Imo State
This state had 16% of the respondents earnibgtweenN5, 006 N10, 000 as about2.9%
earned betwee10, 000i N29, 999 monthly.

Table 31.62: Income of Road Users in Imo State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent
esponden Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
100 | Frequency| 4 15 22 16 21 14 2 1 100
% 42 15.8 23.2 16.8 22.1 14.7 2.1 1.1 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.2.2.5 South-South

Thesouthsouth States are Akwlaom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta, Edo and Rivers.

I. Akwa-Ibom State

Those who earnebetween N5000- N10, 000 in this State (aboBB.8%), while those earned
N10.000 to N2999formed majority of the respondent§About 44.0%)

Table 31.63: Income of Road Users in Akwalbom State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent Below N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 N49,999 N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 & above
84 Frequency 3 20 37 12 9 1 1 1 84
% 3.6 23.8 44.0 14.3 10.7 1.2 1.2 1.2 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Bayelsa State
Similarly, those who earned betwel80, 0001 N49, 999 in this State (about 34.7%) gave
more of the responses.

Table 31.64: Income of Road Users in Bayelsa State

Total Number of Income Bracket
Respondent
esponden Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
98 Frequency 5 2 17 34 22 12 5 1 98
% 51 2.0 17.3 34.7 22.4 12.2 5.1 1.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Cross River State
In Cross River Stat&5.2% of the respondents were earning betwe#0, 000i N29, 999 as
3.7% earnedN100, 000 and above.

Table 31.65: Income of Road Users in Cros River State

Total Number of Income Bracket
R
espondent = N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
107 Frequency - 12 27 25 15 15 9 4 107
% - 11.2 252 23.4 14.0 14.0 8.4 3.7 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

31



iv. Delta State
In this Stae, 15.0% of the respondents earneelowN5, 000.
Table 31.66: Income of Road Users in Delta State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

Respondent = =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
100 | Frequency] 15 11 17 17 15 8 7 10 100
% 15.0 11.0 17.0 17.0 15.0 8.0 7.0 10.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Edo State
This State hd most of her respondents earning betwe&@, 000i N29, 999 (aboud2.9%).
Table 31.67: Income of Road Users in Edo State

Total Number of
Respondent

Income Bracket

Below N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- N50,0001 N70,000- N80,000- N100,000 | Total

N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 N49,999 N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 & above
28 | Frequency| - 7 12 3 4 1 1 - 28
% - 25.0 42.9 10.7 14.3 3.6 3.65 - 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Rivers State

In this State, more of the respondents were earning beti86n 0007 N69, 999 (about

33.3%).

Table 31.68: Income of Road Users in Rivers State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

Respondent
esponden Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
84 Frequency 3 - 10 18 28 8 13 4 84
% 3.6 - 11.9 21.4 33.3 9.5 15.5 4.8 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.2.2.6

South-West

The States in this zone are EKkiti, Lagos, Ogun, Ondo, Oshun and Oyo.
I. Ekiti State
The respondents in this State were earning W80, 000 N49, 999 (abou83.3%).
Table 31.69: Income of Road Users in Ekiti State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

RESEREE! Below N5,000- N10,000- N30,000- N50,0001 N70,000- N80,000- N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 N49,999 N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 & above
1os |reauency| 8 14 27 41 19 6 2 6 123
% 6.5 117 22.0 33.3 154 4.9 16 4.9 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

il. Lagos State
Those earning betwe@#l0, 000 N29, 999 were 18% of the respondents in this State.

Table 31.70: Income of Road Users in Lagos State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

Respondent =T 5,000~ N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
100 | Frequency| 7 14 15 16 13 5 4 26 100
% 7.0 14.0 13.0 16.0 13.0 5.0 4.0 26.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

iii. Ogun State

In this State, most of the respondents were earning beti&6n 0007 N29, 999 (about

38.0%0).

Table 31.71: Income of Road Users in Ogun State

Total Number of
Responden

Income Bracket

Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i N70,000- N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29,999 N49,999 N69,999 N79,999 N99,999 | & above
100 | Frequency 11 18 38 10 9 8 2 4 100
% 11.0 18.0 38.0 10.0 9.0 8.0 2.0 40| 100

Source: keldwork 2008




iv. Ondo State

About 110% of the respondents in this State earn below N5, 000

Table 31.72: Income of Road Users in Ondo State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

R t
esponden Below | N5,000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
100 Frequency] 11 18 40 19 7 2 1 2 100
% 11.0 18.0 40.0 19.0 7.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

V. Osun State
Majority of the respondents in this State were eayrbetweerN10, 0007 N29, 999 (about

34.7%).

Table 31.73: Income of Road Users in Osun State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

R
espondent I T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N49.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.wo | & above
101 Frequency 6 17 35 22 12 5 1 3 101
% 6.0 16.8 34.7 21.8 12.0 50 1.0 3.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Vi. Oyo State
Most of the respondents in this State were earbetgreen N5000- N10, 000 (about 40%)
while 3.0% earned lesshan N5 00Q
Table 31.74: Income of Road Users in Oyo State

Total Number of

Income Bracket

Respondent =T N5.000- N10,000- | N30,000- | N50,000i | N70,000- | N80,000- | N100,000 | Total
N5,000 | N10,000 N29.999 | N249.999 | N69.999 | N79.999 | N99.999 | & above
Frequency] 3 47 33 14 A - - - 100
100
% 3.0 47.0 33.0 14.0 4.0 - = - 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.3 KNOWLEDGE OF ROAD FURNITURE

This subsection | ooks at the respondentsb
such facilities in tkir local areas, their perceptions about the impact these road furniture have
on their driving culture and finally their suggestions on how to improve the existing facilities
in their local areas.

3.3.1 North-Central

The sates in this zone include Benu€atsina, Kogi, KwaraNassarawalNiger, Plateauand
Abuja

3.32 Benue State

3.3.2.1 Knowledge of Road Furniture

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated thafam proportion of those
interviewed were affirmative 92 (92.0%) and o6l{6.0%) were not affirmative.
(SeeFigured)

B Yes
B No

92
Figure 3: Road Furniture Knowledge Source: Fieldwork 2008
3.3.2.2 Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion

The analysis of the source of knowledge about road furniture reveale®@héz60%)
mentoned FRSC official, 30 (30.0%) VIO, 16 (16.0%) Media, 4 (4.0%) Apprenticeship, 3
(3.0%) Ministry of Transport, 2 (2.0%) LGA and 9 (9.0%) others.

Table 3.2.1: Medium of road furniture diffusion

Total Apprenti | FRSC | VIO Ministry of LGA Media | Other | Total
Number of ceship | Official Transport | Council
Questionnai Official
re
100 Frequency, 4 36 30 3 2 16 9 100
% 4.0 36.0 30.0 3.0 2.0 16.0 9.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.3.2.3 Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture

A cross tabulation to analyze the relatioipsbetween knowledge of road furniture and the
perception of its impacts on driving culture indicated that out of the 90 respondents who said
that they had knowledge about road furniture 80 said that it was beneficial, 1 said that there
was no effect, Gndicated little effect and 3 no idea. On the other hauntdof the 6 who
claimed not to know3 still indicated that icould bebeneficial. Knowledge was veut of
significant in assessing the impact of the road furniture.

Table 32.2 Knowledge andimpact of Road Furniture

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture
Knowledge of Road Furniture — _ _
Beneficial No Little effect | No idea
Yes Frequency 80 1 6 3
% 96.4 50.0 85.7 75.0
No Frequency 3 1 1 1
% 3.6 50.0 14.3 25.0
Total Frequacy 83 2 7 4
% 100 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.3.24 Adequacy of Road furniture on the Different Classes of Road

The analysis of road classification and the assessment of its adequacy by the respondents
indicated that out of the76.3%responénts who said that the road furniture was inadequate
classified the road in their area as class A 29, class B 30lassl € 16. Similarly, the
respondent who said that the furniture was adeg@iatassified the roads Class Aand 2

ClassB. The implicdion is that the assessment of road furniture in the area influenced the road
classification by the respondents.

Table 32.3 Road Furniture Adequacy and Classification

Road Furniture Adequacy Road Classification
Class A Class B Class C
Adequate Frequency 8 2
% 21.1 5.6
Inadequate Frequency 29 30 16
% 76.3 83.3 76.2
No idea Frequency 1 4 5
% 2.6 11.1 23.8
Total Frequency 38 36 21
% 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

33.25 Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level

The relationshipbetween frequency of driving and regular reading of road signs also gave
some interesting analyses. Out of those who drove aj8ysaid that theyead road signs

very often 15 read road signs ofteand4 did not read road signs oft@r did not know ).

From those who drove occasionally, 7 read road signs very often, 13 read road signs often, and
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3 did not read road signs at all. For those who said that they didenegd, the analysis
showed that 1 read road signs very gftghile 2 did not readaad signs or claimed that they

did not know. It can be concluded therefore that there was a close relationship between those
who drove always and reading of road signs simply because they knew its relevance while
those who occasionally or did not driveaditdid seem to have any business reading road signs.

Table 32.4 Respondents Driving Frequency and Recitation of Road Signs

Level of road sing recitation while driving
Frequency of Driving  ["very often Often Not often | Do not No
know response
Always Frequency 23 15 4 1 -
% 74.2 50.0 44.4 10.0 -
Occasionally | Frequency 7 13 3 - -
% 22.6 43.3 33.3 = =
Do not drive Frequency 1 1 2 7 5
% 3.2 3.3 22.2 70.0 83.3
No response| _Frequency - 1 - 2 1
% - 3.3 - 20.0 16.7
Total Frequency 31 30 9 10 6
% 100 100 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.3.2.6 Perception of Respondents otmpacts on Driving Culture and Road Signs
Contribution to Positive Driving

The analysis of the contribution of road furniture to driving positively and perception of the
impacts of road furniture on driving culture showed very important relationships. Out of the 84
who believed that road furniture was beneficial 80 indicated that it positively affected their
driving culture, while all those who said it had little effectagreed that road furniture
influenced driving positively and even out of the 3 who said no dbigiddtill confessed that it
influenced driving positively.

Table 3.2.5 Perception on Contribution of Road Sings on Positive Driving and Impact

Impacts ofroad furniture on driving Perception on road sign contribution ¢
culture positive driving
Yes No No response
Beneficial Frequency 80 2 2
% 87.0 100 50.0
No effect Frequency 3 - -
% 3.3 - -
Little effect Frequency 7 - -
% 7.6 - -
No idea Frequency 2 - 2
% 2.1 - 50.0
Total Frequency 92 2 4
% 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.33 Katsina State

33.3.1 Knowledge of Road Furniture

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a very proportion of those
interviewed wee affirmative 87 (8100%) and onlyl2 (12.0%) were not affirmative.
(See Figure 4)

@EYes
ONo

Figure 4: Road Furniture Knowledge Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.33.2 Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion

The analysis of the source of knowledge dbmad furniture revealed tha83 (33.06)
mentioned FRSC officiaRl (21.@%) VIO, 7 (7.0%) Media, 8 8.026) Apprenticeship, 6(6%)
Ministry of Transport, 3 (8%) LGA, and 2%Z22.0%) others.

Table 3.2.6: Medium of road furniture diffusion

Total Number Appre | FRSC | VIO | Ministry of | LGA Media | Others | Total
of nticesh| Official Transport | Council
Questonnaire ip Official
100 Frequency] 8 33 21 6 3 7 22 100
% 8.0 33.0 | 21.0 6.0 3.0 7.0 22.0 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.333 Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture

A cross tabulation to analyze the relationship between knowledge of road furniture and the
perception of its impacts on driving aulé indicated that out of the 8&spondents who said

that they had kowledge about road furniture 61 said that it was beiafi4 said that there

was no effect, 20 indicated little effect ana@ idea. On the other hawdit of 6 who claimed
ignorant, 5 still indicated that itcould bebeneficial. Knowledge was very significant in
assessing the impact of the road furniture.
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3.3.34

Table 3.2.7 Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture
Knowledae of Road Eurniture Beneficial No Little effect | No idea
Yes Frequency 61 4 20 2
% 92.4 100 100 66.7
No Frequency 5 - - 1
% 7.6 - = 33.3
Total Frequency 66 4 20 3
% 100 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

Adequacy of Road furniture on the Different Classes of Road

Considering the different road classifications, the respondents said that 11.1% of the road
fadlities on Class A roads adequate while 83.3% are inadequate. Similarly, they said the Class
B roads have about 86% inadequate facilities while Classmds have 93.8% inadequate road
facilities.

Table 32.8: Road Furniture Adequacy and Classification

Road Furniture Adequacy Road Classification
Class A Class B Class C
Adequate Frequency 4 - -
% 11.1 - -
Inadequate Frequency 30 37 15
% 83.3 86.1 93.8
No idea Frequency 2 6 1
% 5.6 13.9 6.3
Total Frequency 36 43 16
% 100 100 100

Souce: Fieldwork 2008

3.3.3.5

occasbnally but do not read road signs often.

Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level
A good number of the respondents (about 55.2%) said they drive always and read road signs
very often, 60% said they drive always but do not read road signs often, while 30.3% drive

Table 3.2.9 Respondents Driving Frequency and Recitation of Road Signs

Level of road sing recitation while driving
Frequency of Driving Very often Often Not often Do not No response
know

Always Frequency 16 23 12 - -

% B5.2 69.7 60.0 - -

Occasionally | _Frequency 12 10 6 - 1
% 41.4 30.3 30.0 - 8.3

Do not drive Frequency 1 - 2 1 9
% 3.4 - 10.0 100 75.0

No response | _Frequency - - - - 2
% - - - - 16.7

Total Frequency 29 33 20 1 12
% 100 100 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008




3.3.3.6 Perception of Respondents ommpacts on Driving Culture and Road Sigrs
Contribution to Positive Driving

The respondents are of the opinion that road furniture are beneficial to their driving culture
(about 69.5%) andffected their driving positively, 24.4% said the facilities had little effect
but also affected their driving positively, while 4.9% said they had no effect on them.

Table 3.2.10 Perception on Contribution of Road Sings on Positive Driving and Impact

Impacts of road furniture on driving | Perception on road sign contribution ¢
culture positive driving
Yes No No response
Beneficial Frequency 57 3 7
% 69.5 100 77.8
No effect Frequency 4 - -
% 4.9 -
Little effect Frequency 20 -
% 24.4 - -
No idea Frequency 1 - 2
% 1.2 - 22.2
Total Frequency 82 3 9
% 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.34 Kogi State

3.34.1 Knowledge of Road Furniture

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a very proportion of those
interviewed were affirmativg7 (75.5.0%) and only12 (24 5%) were not affirmative

(See Figure 5)

25

EYes
ONo

Figure 5. Road Furniture Knowledge Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.34.2 Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion

The analysis of the source of knowledge wbooad furniture revealedhat60 (58.8%)
mentioned FRSC officiab (5.9%) VIO, 4(3.9%) Media, 6 (5.9%) Apprenticeship, 2. o)
Ministry of Transport, 6 (5.9%).GA and 18 (17.%6) others.
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Table 3.2.11 Medium of road furniture diffusion

Total Number Apprent| FRSC | VIO Ministry of LGA Media | Others | Total
of iceship | Official Transport | Council
Questionnaire Official
102 Frequency 6 60 6 2 6 4 18 102
% 5.9 58.8 5.9 2.0 5.9 3.9 17.6 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3343 Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniure

Analyzing the relationship between knowledge of road furniture and the perception of its
impacts on driving culture indicated thaat of the 77respondents who said that they had
knowledge about road furniture 68id that it was beneficial,shidthat there was no effect, 7
indicated little effect and fio idea. On the other hand the 25 who claimed not to knostillL5
indicated that it was beneficial. Knowledge was very significant in assessing the impact of the
road furniture.

Table 3.2.12 Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture
Knowledge of Road Furniture — - -
Beneficial No Little effect | No idea
Yes Frequency 68 1 7 1
% 81.9 33.3 63.6 20.0
No Frequency 15 2 4 4
% 18.1 66.7 36.4 80.0
Total Frequency 83 3 11 5
% 100 100 100 100
Source: Fieldwork 2008
3.34.4 Adequacy of Road furniture on the Different Classes of Road

The condition of road furniture in this state is a bit fair when compared to what is obtainable in
the other statesiithis region. About 46.2% of the respondents said the road furniture on the
Class A roads aradequate, 46822 inadequate, whil28.8% are inadequate in Class B roads.

Table 32.13: Road Furniture Adequacy and Classification

Road Furniture Adequacy RoadClassification
Class A Class B Class C
Adequate Frequency 6 51 6
% 46.2 69.9 66.7
Inadequate Frequency 6 21 3
% 46.2 28.8 33.3
No idea Frequency 1 1
% 7.6 14
Total Frequency 13 73 9
% 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwrk 2008
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3.345 Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level

A reasonable percentage of the respondents (atibtho) said they drive always and read
road signs very often, whil&3.8% said they drive occasionally but still read road signs very
often. However about9.1% said they drive occasionally and as such do not read road signs
often.

Table 3.2.14 Respondents Driving Frequency and Recitation of Road Signs

Level of road sing recitation while driving
Frequency of Driving | Very often Often Not often Do not No
know response
Always Frequency 16 30 3 1 -
% 72.7 69.8 27.2 14.3 -
Occasionally | Frequency 3 8 1 - -
% 13.6 18.6 9.1 - -
Do not drive | Frequency 3 5 7 6 10
% 13.6 11.6 63.6 85.7 90.9
No response | Frequency - - - - 1
% - - - - 9.1
Total Frequency 22 43 11 7 11
% 100 100 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.3.4.6 Perception of Respondents ommpacts on Driving Culture and Road Sigrs
Contribution to Positive Driving

Out of the interviewed road users, ab83t 96 said road furniturevere beneficial to their
driving culture and assisted their driving positively. On the other har# was of the
opinion that road furniture had no effect on their driving culture but still assisted their driving
positively, while8.7% said the facilitis had little effect on their driving culture.

Table 3.2.15 Perception on Contribution of Road Sings on Positive Driving and Impact

Impacts of road furniture on driving | Perception on road sign contribution ¢
culture positive driving
Yes No No respose

Beneficial Frequency 62 4 13
% 89.9 100 59.1

No effect Frequency 1 - 2
% 15 - 9.1

Little effect Frequency 6 - 4
% 8.7 - 18.2

No idea Frequency - - 3
% - - 13.6

Total Frequency 69 4 22
% 100 100 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008
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3.35 Kwara State

3.35.1 Knowledge of Road Furniture

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a very proportion of those
interviewed were affirmative 9®9.0%) and onlyl (1.0%) were not affirmative.

(See Figure 6).

B Yes
ONo

96
Figure 6: Road Furnitur e Knowledge Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.3.5.2Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion

The analysis of the source of knowledge dabmad furniture revealed thd5 (56.7%)
mentioned FRSC official® (8.3%) VIO, 5(5.2%) Media, 3 (3.1%) Apprenticeghi2 (2.1%)
Ministry of Transport, 18 (18%) LGA and 6 (&%) others.

Table 3.216: Medium of road furniture diffusion

Total Appre | FRSC | VIO | Ministry LGA | Media | Others| Total
Number of nticesh | Official of Council
Questionnai ip Transport
re Official
97 Frequency 3 55 8 2 18 5 6 97
% 3.1 56.7 | 8.3 2.1 18.6 5.2 6.2 100

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.35.3 Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture

Analyzing the relationship between knowledge of road furniture and the perception of its
impacts on driving culture dicated thabout of the 96respondents who said that they had
knowledge about road furniture 64 said that it was beneficiadaicbthat there was no effect

and 17 indicated little effect. On the other hand the 1 who claimed not to know indicated that
no idea on the impactKnowledge was very significant in assessing the impact of the road
furniture.
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Table 3.217: Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture

Knowledge of Road Furniture

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture

Beneficial No Little effect | No idea| Total
Yes Frequency 64 15 17 - 96
% 66.7 15.6 17.7 - 100
No Frequency - - - - -
% - - - - -

Source: Fieldwork 2008

3.3.5.4Adequacy of Road furniture on the Different Classes of Road

In the different roadlasssurveyed, bBout 78.3% of the road furniturgasinadequate on the

Class A roads, while onl17.4% were adequate (See Figuje Similarly, on the Class B

roads, 85.7% was inadequate and 14.3% adequate. The Class C roads had little or no furniture,
so, almost every @nof the few existing ones is inadequate (about 94.9%).

40 1
35 1
30 - B How adequate is the
25 furniture provided in your
area? Adequate Count
20 A
B Inadequate Count 18

15 -
10 -

5 1 Noidea Count 1

0]

A ‘ B ‘ C
Road classification

Figure 7. Adequacy of Road Furniture on Different Road Classes.

3.355 Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level

It is one thing to have road signs on the roads, and yet another to read andnuséotiever,

how often one drives, determines how familiar he gets with mogshisfroad furniture,
especially the road signs. In this regard, about 60% of the respondents said they drive always
and read the road signs very often. On the other hand, 3akPthey drive occasionally and

do not read road signs often.
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