
 1 

SECTION ONE 

 

1.0 INTRODUCTION  

This report, which is on road conditions study, is indeed a compendium produced by the FRSC 

consultant and the department of Policy, Research, and Statistics of the Federal Road Safety 

Commission. The report which is divided into three sections contains section one which covers 

the introduction; encompassing the problems, aim and objectives, significance of the FRSC 

road conditions study, project area and scope of the research. Section two covers the 

methodology while section three 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 report.  A   detailed 

analysis on the state of road conditions (availability of potholes, road surface quality etc) in 

relation to driving culture and availability of road furniture which include: Road Transit, Bus 

Way, Lay-Bye, Street Light, Road Markings, Road Signs, Bus Shelter/Stop, Speed 

Bumps/Humps, Traffic Lights, Line Drains, Median Kerbs, Side Kerbs, Pavements, Bridges, 

Roundabouts, Guard Rails, Safety System and Towing Vehicles, is made. The presentation of 

data also covers issues such as Pedestrian Facilities, Bicyclist Facilities, Motorcyclist 

Facilities, Animal Pathway, Parking Facilities and Junctions/Intersections. 

 

1.1 The Research Problem 

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

done to Nigerian roads, the influence of bad and good roads on driversô attitude and driving 

culture; and finally, the impact of road signs and road markings availability on drivers. The 

need to embark upon this research became a sine qua non in order to gather information on the 

state of Nigerian roads, which was lacking; and use such information for the planning and 

maintenance of bad roads and provision of road furniture. Although the various governments 

had assisted in the provision of road maintenance, a lot need to be done in the provision of 

traffic lights, line drains, median kerbs, side kerbs, bridges, and pavements/road side shoulders, 

roundabouts. Other essential road furniture include: guard rails, safety systems (emergency 

medical vehicle and shelter), towing vehicles, parking facilities, junctions/intersections, 

pedestrian facilities (bridge/ walkway), bicyclist facilities, motorcycle/tricycle facilities, bus 

way/bus priority lanes e.g. BRT, lay ïbyes, street lights, and road markings. Road signs, bus 
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shelters/stops and speed bumps/humps are other road furniture adequately needed in order to 

ensure good and smooth driving culture. 

 

1.2  Research Aim and Objectives 

The main aim of the Federal Road Safety Commissionôs research is to investigate and to 

document the present state of Nigerian roads and the level of road furniture adequacy and their 

influence on driving culture. 

The objectives are numerous and diverse, they include: 

a. To investigate the present state  of roads in all states of the  federation 

b. To gather information on the socio-economic features of drivers and other road 

users. 

c.  To improve the capacity of the men and women of the Federal Road Safety 

Commission in the area of research. 

d. To account for various driving cultures and behaviors based on road conditions and 

availability of road furniture.  

e. To gather and present data scientifically on road conditions and adequacy of road 

furniture for future research, transportation planning and engineering.  

f. To determine the level of understanding of local signs, markings and other 

infrastructural provisions by Nigerians. 

g. To determine the variables that compel obedience/adherence to all road 

infrastructure provision 

h. To enable in-depth understanding of Nigerians towards these infrastructural 

provisions and generate appropriate policy framework to address /identify negative 

variables; so  as to improve on the existing  standards for better road culture in line 

with global best practices  

 

1.3   Research Scope 

The Federal Road Safety Commission research covers two main aspects namely: (1.) a study of 

road furniture on Nigerian roads: its impacts on the driving culture of Nigerians and (2.) an 

inventory survey of road furniture on Nigerian roads. The research óUNIVERSEô is all the 

thirty-six States of the Federation and Federal Capital Territory (Abuja). On inventory survey 

of road furniture, their availability, adequacy/sufficiency, location/placement, 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 relates to the impacts these facilities have on the driving culture 

of Nigerians. This aspect covers the socio-demographic characteristics of respondents, 

knowledge of road furniture, driverôs attitude and behavior and socio-cultural life style factors 

influencing driverôs behavior and attitude. 

 

1.4   Significance of Study 

This Federal Road Safety Commission 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 condition(s). In summary, the research 

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 safer road traffic environment 

in Nigeria. 

 

1.5 Research Project Area 

The entire country constitutes the research universe, thus the thirty-six   States and the Federal 

Capital Territory (FCT, Abuja). Decaying infrastructure, including road networks in the 

country, is one of the deficiencies that Nigeriaôs National Economic Empowerment 

Development Strategies (NEEDS) seek to address. The government has begun to repair the 

countryôs poorly maintained road network. Nigeria has the largest road network in West Africa 

and the second largest, south of the Sahara; with roughly 180,000km of surfaced roads in 1960. 

However, a school of thought maintains that the roads are poorly maintained and are often 

cited as the major cause of the countryôs high rate of traffic fatalities. In 2004, Nigeriaôs 

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. There is also the inadequate provision of road 

infrastructures on the 194,394km of Nigerian highways, of which 60,068km (including 1,194 

of expressway) and 13432km as unpaved. While few roads are in good conditions e.g. 

Obajana- Okenne, Zungeru ïAbuja and Abuja- Kaduna 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 systems are being unusable especially in high rainfall 
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areas of the south. The incidence of road traffic crash (RTC) is rising worldwide, but in 

Nigeria, the FRSC has tried to manage road traffic crashes. In order to determine responsibility 

and advocate preventive measures, factors including man, vehicle and the road are considered 

by FRSC. Thus, government in Nigeria owes their inhabitants the duty to keep road safe and 

ensure that only road-worth vehicles ply the roads. 
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SECTION TWO 

2.0 METHODOLOGY  

2.1  Introduction  

The methodology of the FRSC research encompasses the methods, sources of data, method of 

data collection and research instruments, sample size and universe, analysis and presentation of 

data, and finally, report writing. 

 

2.2  Research/Road Furniture Study Methodology 

The study on the road furniture on Nigerian roads and their 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 

conditions in the thirty- six States of the federation and Federal  Capital Territory (FCT).. With 

regard to sources of data, the road conditions study entailed gathering primary data got from 

the field. Data received from all States were raw data. Major roads in the country were covered  

emphasizing on-the-spot assessment of road conditions covering smoothness of roads, pot 

holes  availability, eroded sidewalks/shoulders, and adequacy of road  infrastructures on 

sample roads including Lagos-Ibadan highway, Ibadan- Kabbah highway, Kabbah-Obajana ï

Okenne highway, Lokoja- Abuja highway , Ibadan-Ogbomosho highway, Ogbomosho-Ilorin-

Minna  highway, MinnaïSuleja-Abuja highway , SagamuïOre highway etc.    

As regards method of data collection and research instruments, questionnaire design was 

highly relied upon.  The questionnaire for this study was designed to accommodate major 

issues relating to the influence of the various road furniture on driversô driving culture and 

behaviour. The questionnaire was sectionalized into four with the first section taking the 

characteristics of the road which include Name of Road; Road Classification; Local 

Government Area, etc. Section Two seeks to identify the socio-demographic characteristics of 

the respondents which included Gender; Age; Education; Religion; Marital Status; Occupation; 

Income, etc. Section Three looked at the respondentsô knowledge and perceptions of road 

furniture which included their view on its impact, adequacy, quality, usefulness, among others. 

It also dealt with driversô attitude and behaviour which was to seek their level of compliance 

and adherence to road furniture understanding.  
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On the distribution of research instruments (questionnaires), the following table shows 

distribution.  

Table 2.1 Questionnaire allocations to each state of the federation 

State   

S/Frequency                                                                 

Recommended 

Number of 

Questionnaire 

Actual Number of 

Questionnaire 

1. Abia 100 98 

2. Adamawa 100 65 

3. Anambra 100 93 

4. Akwa ï 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 
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2.3  FRSC Research Activity (Work) Schedule 

A. Field Investigation and supervision Items 

  

(1st, 2
nd

, etc are months from the start of 

assignment) 

2 4 6 8 10 12 

Identification, Location/evaluation of 

sample/survey area/pilot survey.             

Design of instruments and study areas in each 

State identification             

Data collection, analysis of data from all 

zonal offices of FRSC             

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 the observations 

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 Weeks 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 methodology. 

 

Finally, the analysis of data mainly entailed the scientific usage of Microsoft Excel and 

Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS). 
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SECTION THREE 

3.0 DATA PRESENTATION  

3.1 Introduction  

The responses of the road users to the assessment of the impact of road furniture on their 

driving culture were analyzed at state level and grouped into zones according to the six geo-

political zones: North-central, North-east, North-west, South-east, South-south, and South-

west; alongside Abuja the Federal Capital Territory. In each of these zones, their socio-

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 either available or not available in their localities, were evaluated to ascertain the 

level of impact these road furniture had on them.  

 

3.2  Socio-Demographic Information of Survey Locations 

This subsection looks at the socio-demographic information of the respondents which was 

specifically limited to their Age, Gender, Income, Occupation, and Education. The distribution 

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

other desirable attributes related to driving. 

 

3.2.1:  Age Range and Gender of the Respondents 

The interviewed road users across the federation were dominantly males (about 79.3%) and the 

remaining 20.7% were females. In terms of their ages, majority of them were mainly between 

the age brackets of 26-35 years, (see Figure 1).  
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Figure1: Age Range and Gender of Respondents across the Federation 

 

 

3.2.1.1 North-Central 

The states in this zone include Benue, Katsina, Kogi, Kwara, Nassarawa, Niger, Plateau and 

Abuja.  

 

i. Benue State 

In this state, about 84.0% of respondents were males with 16.0% females, of which most of 

them were within the age brackets of 26-35 years.  

Table 3.1.1: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Benue State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 ï 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 
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ii.  Katsina State 

A greater percentage of the road users in this state were males (about 73%) with 27% females 

who were mainly  

Table 3.1.2: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Katsina State. 

 

 

 

 

between the ages of 36-45 years (38% of road users). 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iii.  Kogi State 

More of the road users in this state were males (about 64.7%) and 44.0% females. They were 

mainly between the ages of 26-35 years (52.0%).   

Table 3.1.3: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Kogi State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range                     Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 ï 45 46 ï 60 Above 
60 

Total Male Female Total 

102 Frequency 23 53 14 12 - 102 66 36 102 

% 22.5 52.0 13.7 11.8 - 100 64.7 35.3 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iv. Kwara State 

In this state, about 61.9% of the respondents were males and 38.1% females, both mainly 

between the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.4: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Kwara State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 ï 
25 

26 - 35 36 ï 45 46 ï 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

97 Frequency 17 32 30 7 11 97 60 37 97 

% 17.5 33.0 30.9 7.2 11.3 100 61.9 38.1 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

v. Nassarawa State 

In this state, 55.2. % of the respondents was males and 44.8% females, both predominantly 

within the age brackets of 36-45 years. 

 

 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 ï 45 46 - 60 Above 

60 

Total Male Female Total 

100 Frequency 11 31 38 15 5 100 73 27 100 

% 11.0 31.0 38.0 15.0 7 100 73..0 27.0 100 
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Table 3.1.5: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Nassarawa State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 

25 

26 - 35 36 ï 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

29 Frequency - 17 5 5 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, 61.4% of the respondents were males and 38.6% females. They were mainly of 

the age brackets 26-35 years and 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.6: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Niger State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 ï 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

44 Frequency 5 15 15 4 5 44 27 17 44 

% 11.3 34.1 34.1 9.1 11.3 100 61.4 38.6 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vii.  Plateau State 

This state had 83.3%of the respondents as males and 16.7% females, and they were between 

the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.7: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Plateau State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

96 Frequency 18 30 27 10 11 100 80 16 96 

% 18.8 31.3 28.1 10.4 11.5 100 83.3 16.7 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

viii.  Abuja 

In the Federal Capital Territory, the respondents were mostly males (about 77.6%) with 22.4% 

females, and they were within the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.8: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Abuja. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 ï 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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3.1.1.2 North-East 

The states in this zone are: Adamawa, Bauchi, Borno, Gombe, Taraba and Yobe states. 

 

i. Adamawa State 

For this state, 80% of the respondents were males with 20% females, both between the ages of 

26-35 years. 

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

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 ï 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

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 

 

ii . Bauchi State 

In this state, 87.8% of the respondents were males and 12.2% females. They were mainly 

between 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.10: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Bauchi State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 ï 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

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 

 

ii i. Borno State 

This state had 93.2% of the respondents as males and 6.8% as females. They were mainly 

within the age bracket of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.11: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Borno State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 ï 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 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 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iv. Gombe State 

This state had 81.1% of the respondents as males and 18.9% as females. They fell mainly 

within the age brackets of 36-45 years. 
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Table 3.1.12: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Gombe State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 60 Above 

60 

Total Male Female Total 

74 Frequency 9 22 29 13 1 74 60 14 74 

% 12.2 29.7 39.2 17.6 1.4 100 81.1 18.9 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

v. Taraba State 

The males formed 68.5% of the respondents in this state while 31.5% were females, and most 

of them were between the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.13: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Taraba State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 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 84.4%) with 15.6% females. 

They were mainly within the age brackets of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.14: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Yobe State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60        

Total 

Male Female 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 
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3.1.1.3 North-West 

The states in this zone include: Jigawa, Kebbi, Kano, Katsina, Sokoto and Zamfara states. 

 

i. Jigawa State 

Also, this state had 81.2% of the respondents as males with 18.8% as females, both within the 

age brackets of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.15: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Jigawa State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

101 Frequency 10 30 41 18 2 101 82 19 101 

% 9.9 29.7 40.6 17.8 2.0 100 81.2 18.8 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

ii.  Kaduna State 

About 71.4% of the road users in this state were males and 28.6% females, of which most of 

them fall within the age bracket of 36-45 years (about 42.4%). 

 

Table 3.1.16:  Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Kaduna State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 ï 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 this state with 11.2% 

females. A great number of them fell between the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.17: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Kano State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

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 males and 23% females, and they were mainly 

within the age brackets of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.18: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Kebbi State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 

60 

Total Male Female Total 

100 Frequency 18 45 25 12 - 100 77 23 100 

% 18.0 45.0 25.0 12.0 - 100 77.0 23.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

 

v. Sokoto State 

Here, the males formed 83.3% of the respondents with 16.7% females, and majority of them 

were within the ages of 26-35 years. 

 

Table 3.1.19: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Sokoto State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

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 11.5 9.4 100 83.3 16.7 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vi. Zamfara State 

The males in this state formed 62% of the respondents interviewed while 38% were females. 

They were mainly within the ages of 26-35 years. 

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

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

100 Frequency 14 39 24 9 14 100 62 38 100 

% 14.0 39.0 24.0 9.0 14.0 100 62.0 380 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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3.1.1.4 South-East 

The States of the south-east zone include: Abia, Anambra, Enugu, Ebonyi and Imo states. 

i. Abia State 

In this State, there were more female respondents (about 52%) than there were males (about 

48%). This implies that there were more female road users. These respondents fell more within 

the ages of 26-35 years. 

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

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 ï 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 

 

ii.  Anambra State 

For this State, 80.6% of the respondents were males and 19.4% females, both between the ages 

of 26-35 years. 

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

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 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 (about 91%) with 9% females. These men 

were within the ages of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.23: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Enugu State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 
60 

Total Male Female Total 

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 males with 12% females, both within the ages 26-35 

years. 

Table 3.1.24: Age Range/Gender of Road Users in Ebonyi State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

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 74% of the respondents as males and 26% as females. They were within the age 

brackets of 26-35 years. 

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

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 
60 

Total Male Female Total 

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 south-south states are Akwa-Ibom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta, Edo and Rivers. 

i. Akwa-Ibom State 

The males in this State (about 75%) formed majority of the respondents with 25% females. 

Most of them were between the ages of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.26: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Akwa-Ibom State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60  

Total 

Male Female Total 

84 Frequency 4 29 32 14 5 84 63 21 84 

% 4.8 34.5 38.1 16.7 6.0 100 75.0 25.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

ii.  Bayelsa State 

Similarly, the males in this State (about 71.4%) gave more of the responses while 28.6% were 

females. They were mainly between the ages of 46-60 years.  

Table 3.1.27: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Bayelsa State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total 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, 76.6% of the respondents were males with 23.4% females, both within 

the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.28: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Cross River State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female  

107 Frequency 12 40 35 13 7 107 82 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 males and 28% females, both between the ages of 

36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.29: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Delta State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 

60 

Total Male Female Total 

100 Frequency 7 29 34 23 7 100 72 28 100 

% 7.0 29.0 34.0 23.0 7.0 100 72.0 28.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

v. Edo State 

This State had male respondents of about 85.7% and few females (14.3%), most of them were 

between the ages of 36-45 years.  

Table 3.1.30: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Edo State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 
60 

Total Male Female Total 

28 Frequency 6 5 11 3 3 28 24 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 78.6%) and 21.4% females, both 

between the ages of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.31: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Rivers State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

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 78.6 21.4 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

 



 20 

3.1.1.6 South-West 

The States in this zone are Ekiti, Lagos, Ogun, Ondo, Oshun and Oyo. 

i. Ekiti State 

The respondents in this State were basically males (about 69.9%) with 30.1% females, and 

predominantly between the ages of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.32: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Ekiti State. 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

123 Frequency 10 36 58 17 2 123 86 37 123 

% 8.1 29.3 47.2 13.8 1.6 100 69.9 30.1 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

ii.  Lagos State 

The males were 77% of the respondents in this State with 23% females, most of them within 

the age brackets of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.33: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Lagos State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 ï 35 36 ï 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 86%) and 14% females, both mainly 

between the ages of 36-45 years. 

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

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 ï 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

100 Frequency 12 32 34 17 5 100 86 14 100 

% 12.0 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 males and 20% females, both within the ages 

of 36-45 years. 

Table 3.1.35: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Ondo State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

100 Frequency 11 36 45 7 1 100 80 20 100 

% 11.0 36.0 45.0 7.0 1.0 100 80.0 20.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

 

v. Osun State 

Majority of the respondents in this State were males (about 85.1%) with 14.9% females, and 

they were mainly between the ages of 26-35 years. 

Table 3.1.36: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Osun State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total Male Female Total 

101 Frequency 11 37 27 24 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 brackets of 46-60 years. 

Table 3.1.37: Age Range and Gender of Road Users in Oyo State 

Total Number of 

respondents 

Age Range Gender 

18 - 25 26 - 35 36 - 45 46 - 60 Above 60 Total 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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3.2.2: 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 number of the respondents were earning up to 

N100,000 and above (about 4%); 16.1% earned between N5,000 and N10, 000; while 14.2% 

earned below N5, 000. (See Figure 2)  

 

 

Figure 2:  Income of Respondents across the Federation. 

 

3.2.2.1 North-Central 

The states in this zone include Benue, Katsina, Kogi, Kwara, Nassarawa, Niger, Plateau and 

Abuja.  

 

i. Benue State 

Also, 28.6% of respondents were earning N10, 000 ï N29, 999 while 21.4% earned below N5, 

000.  

Table 3.1.38: Income of Road Users in Benue State 

Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

98  Frequency 21 22 28 15 7 1 4 - 98 

% 21.4 22.4 28.6 15.3 7.1 1.0 4.1 - 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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ii.  Katsina State 

A greater percentage of the road users in this state were earning between N10, 000- N29, 999 

(about 29%); 14% earned between N5, 000- N10, 000; while about 25% earned below  

N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.39: Income of Road Users in Katsina State. 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 

 

 

 

iii.  Kogi State 

Most of the road users in this state earned between N30, 000- N49, 999 (about 29.4%), while 

23.5% got N10, 000- N29, 999 monthly.   

Table 3.1.40: Income of Road Users in Kogi State. 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 - 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

102 Frequency 17 3 24 30 17 2 8 1 102 

% 16.7 2.9 23.5 29.4 16.7 2.0 7.8 1.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iv. Kwara State 

In this state, about 29.9% of the respondents below N5, 000 while 23.7% earned N30, 000- 

N49, 999 monthly. 

Table 3.1.41: Income of Road Users in Kwara State. 

Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

97 Frequency 29 8 20 23 8 1 2 6 97 

% 29.9 8.2 20.6 23.7 8.2 1.0 2.1 6.2 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

v. Nassarawa State 

In this state, 24.1% of the respondents were earning between N80,000-N99, 999 while 3.4% 

earned below N5,000. 
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Table 3.1.42: Income of Road Users in Nassarawa State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

29 Frequency 1 - 1 4 7 7 7 2 29 

% 3.4 - 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 earning above N100,000 monthly, 20.5% earned 

between N5, 000- N10,000 and 18.2% got between N50,000- N69, 999. 

Table 3.1.43: Income of Road Users in Niger State. 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Belo

w 
N5,0

00 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

44 Frequency 7 9 6 4 8 4 1 5 44 

% 15.9 20.5 13.6 9.1 18.2 9.1 2.3 11.4 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vii.  Plateau State 

This state had 7.3% of the respondents with income below N5, 000 and 11.5% earned between 

N30, 000 ï N49, 999 monthly. 

Table 3.1.44: Income of Road Users in Plateau State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

96 Frequency 7 24 30 11 6 6 1 11 96 

% 7.3 25.0 31.3 11.5 6.3 6.3 1.0 11.5 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

viii.  Abuja 

In the Capital Territory, the respondents were mainly earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 

(about 31.3%). 

Table 3.1.45: Income of Road Users in Abuja 

Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

67 Frequency 4 7 21 11 10 6 4 4 67 

% 6.0 10.4 31.3 16.4 14.9 9.0 6.0 6.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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3.2.2.2 North-East 

The states in this zone are: Adamawa, Bauchi, Borno, Gombe, Taraba and Yobe states. 

i. Adamawa State 

For this state, 27.7% of the respondents were earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 monthly as 

18.5% had income below N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.46: Income of Road Users in Adamawa State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 - 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

65 Frequency 12 14 18 8 3  -  3 7 65 

% 18.5 21.5 27.7 12.3 4.6  -  4.6 10.8 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

ii.  Bauchi State 

In this state, 39% of the respondents were earning less than N10, 000 while 9.8% earned 

between N50, 000 ï N69, 999 respectively. 

Table 3.1.47: Income of Road Users in Bauchi State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

41 Frequency  -  16 11 3 4 3 2 2 41 

%  -  39.0 26.8 7.3 9.8 7.3 4.9 4.9 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iii.  Borno State 

This state had 6.8% of the respondents earning between N80, 000 ï N99, 999 as 32.9% earned 

between N5, 000- N10, 000 monthly. 

Table 3.1.48: Income of Road Users in Borno State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

73 Frequency 1 24 21 14 6 2 5 - 73 

% 1.4 32.9 28.8 19.2 8.2 2.7 6.8 - 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iv. Gombe State 

This state had 5.4% of the respondents earning between N80, 000 ï N99, 999 as 31.1% had 

income below N5, 000. 
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Table 3.1.49: Income of Road Users in Gombe State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

74 Frequency 23 11 14 12 4 4 4 2 74 

% 31.1 14.9 18.9 16.2 5.4 5.4 5.4 2.7 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

v. Taraba State 

Those that earned between N50, 000 ï N69, 999 formed 12.2% of the respondents in this State 

and most of them were earning less than N5, 000 (about 43.9%). 

Table 3.1.50: Income of Road Users in Taraba State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

82 Frequency 36 7 13 7 10 4 3 2 82 

% 43.9 8.5 15.9 8.5 12.2 4.9 3.6 2.4 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vi. Yobe State 

Similarly, the respondents in this state were mostly earning N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 

35.5%) while 31.1% had income less than N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.51: Income of Road Users in Yobe State 

Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

90 Frequency 28 10 32 9 5 6 - - 90 

% 31.1 12.9 35.5 10 5.6 6.6 - - 100 
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3.2.2.3 North-West 

The states in this zone include: Jigawa, Kaduna, Kano, Kebbi, Sokoto and Zamfara states. 

 

i. Jigawa State 

Also, this state had 25.7% of the respondents earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 and 5.9% 

grossed N100, 000 and above. 

Table 3.1.52: Income of Road Users in Jigawa State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

101 Frequency 17 21 26 14 6 5 6 6 101 

% 16.8 20.8 25.7 13.9 5.9 4.9 5.9 5.9 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

ii.  Kaduna State 

About 36.7% of the road users in this state were earning between N30, 000- N49, 999; 27.5% 

of them earned N10, 000- N29, 999; while those who earned between N5, 000- N10, 000 were 

about 6.1%. 

Table 3.1.53: Income of Road Users in Kaduna State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

98 Frequency 10 6 27 36 11 4 2 2 98 

% 10.2 6.1 27.5 36.7 11.2 4.1 2.0 2.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

iii.  Kano State 

The respondents that earned between N80, 000 ï N99, 999 were about 5.1% of the total 

respondents in this state. A great number of them earned between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 

31.6%). 

Table 3.1.54: Income of Road Users in Kano State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

98 Frequency 5 10 31 29 8 5 5 5 98 

% 5.1 10.2 31.6 29.6 8.2 5.1 5.1 5.1 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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iv. Kebbi State 

In this State, 11% of the respondents were earning between N70, 000 ï N79, 999 as 19% had 

income below N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.55: Income of Road Users in Kebbi State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 between N80, 000 ï N99, 999 formed 2.1% of the respondents and 

majority of them were earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 36.5%). 

Table 3.1.56: Income of Road Users in Sokoto State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

96 Frequency 12 21 35 17 6 2 2 1 96 

% 12.5 21.9 36.5 17.7 6.3 2.1 2.1 1.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vi. Zamfara State 

Those who were earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 were 19% of the respondents 

interviewed and 8% earned N100, 000 and beyond.  

Table 3.1.57: Income of Road Users in Zamfara State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

100 Frequency 25 10 19 17 10 6 5 8 100 

% 25.0 10.0 19.0 17.0 10.0 6.0 5.0 8.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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3.2.2.4 South-East 

The States of the south-east zone include: Abia, Anambra, Enugu, and Ebonyi States. 

 

i. Abia State 

In this state, there were more respondents earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 24.5%) 

than there were those earning between N70, 000 ï N79, 999 (about 3.1%). 

Table 3.1.58: Income of Road Users in Abia State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

98 Frequency 17 12 24 21 10 3 7 4 98 

% 17.3 12.2 24.5 21.4 10.2 3.1 7.1 4.1 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

 

ii.  Anambra State 

For this state, 21.5% of the respondents were earning between N70, 000 ï N79, 999 while 

15.1% earned below N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.59: Income of Road Users in Anambra State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

93 Frequency 14 26 20 8 4 20 - 1 93 

% 15.1 28.0 21.5 8.6 4.3 21.5 - 1.07 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

 

iii.  Enugu State 

Enugu State had some of the respondents earning between N50, 000 ï N69, 999 (about 6%). 

Most of them earned between N5, 000- N10, 000 monthly (40%) while 19% had income below 

N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.60: Income of Road Users in Enugu State 

Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

100 Frequency 19 40 20 11 6 1 - 3 100 

% 19.0 40.0 20.0 11.0 6.0 1.0 - 3.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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iv. Ebonyi State 

In this state, 27% of the respondents were earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 monthly. 

Table 3.1.61: Income of Road Users in Ebonyi State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

100 Frequency 25 31 27 7 6 2 - 2 100 

% 25.0 31.0 27.0 7.0 6.0 2.0 - 2.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

 

v. Imo State 

This state had 15.6% of the respondents earning between N5, 000- N10, 000 as about 22.9% 

earned between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 monthly. 

Table 3.1.62: Income of Road Users in Imo State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

100 Frequency 4 15 22 16 21 14 2 1 100 

% 4.2 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 

The south-south States are Akwa-Ibom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta, Edo and Rivers. 

i. Akwa-Ibom State 

Those who earned between N5, 000 - N10, 000 in this State (about 23.8%), while those earned 

N10.000 to N29.999 formed majority of the respondents. (About 44.0%)  

Table 3.1.63: Income of Road Users in Akwa-Ibom State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 

 

ii.  Bayelsa State 

Similarly, those who earned between N30, 000 ï N49, 999 in this State (about 34.7%) gave 

more of the responses.  

Table 3.1.64: Income of Road Users in Bayelsa State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

98 Frequency 5 2 17 34 22 12 5 1 98 

% 5.1 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 State, 25.2% of the respondents were earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 as 

3.7% earned N100, 000 and above. 

Table 3.1.65: Income of Road Users in Cross River State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

107 Frequency - 12 27 25 15 15 9 4 107 

% - 11.2 25.2 23.4 14.0 14.0 8.4 3.7 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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iv. Delta State 

In this State, 15.0% of the respondents earned below N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.66: Income of Road Users in Delta State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 had most of her respondents earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 42.9%).  

Table 3.1.67: Income of Road Users in Edo State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

28 Frequency - 7 12 3 4 1 1 - 28 

% - 25.0 42.9 10.7 14.3 3.6 3.6s - 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vi. Rivers State 

In this State, more of the respondents were earning between N50, 000 ï N69, 999 (about 

33.3%). 

Table 3.1.68: Income of Road Users in Rivers State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 Ekiti, Lagos, Ogun, Ondo, Oshun and Oyo. 

i. Ekiti State 

The respondents in this State were earning between N30, 000 ï N49, 999 (about 33.3%). 

Table 3.1.69: Income of Road Users in Ekiti State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

123 
Frequency 8 14 27 41 19 6 2 6 123 

% 6.5 11.7 22.0 33.3 15.4 4.9 1.6 4.9 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

ii.  Lagos State 

Those earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 were 13.0% of the respondents in this State. 

Table 3.1.70: Income of Road Users in Lagos State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 

38.0%). 

Table 3.1.71: Income of Road Users in Ogun State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

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 4.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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iv. Ondo State 

About 11.0% of the respondents in this State earn below N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.72: Income of Road Users in Ondo State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

 

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 earning between N10, 000 ï N29, 999 (about 

34.7%). 

Table 3.1.73: Income of Road Users in Osun State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 
N5,000 

N5,000 - 
N10,000 

N10,000 - 
N29,999 

N30,000 - 
N49,999 

N50,000 ï 
N69,999 

N70,000 - 
N79,999 

N80,000 - 
N99,999 

N100,000 
& above  

Total 

 

101 

Frequency 6 17 35 22 12 5 1 3 101 

% 6.0 16.8 34.7 21.8 12.0 5.0 1.0 3.0 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

vi. Oyo State 

Most of the respondents in this State were earning between N5, 000 - N10, 000 (about 47.0%) 

while 3.0% earned less than N5, 000. 

Table 3.1.74: Income of Road Users in Oyo State 
Total Number of 

Respondent 

Income Bracket 

Below 

N5,000 

N5,000 - 

N10,000 

N10,000 - 

N29,999 

N30,000 - 

N49,999 

N50,000 ï 

N69,999 

N70,000 - 

N79,999 

N80,000 - 

N99,999 

N100,000 

& above  

Total 

 

100 

Frequency 3 47 33 14 4 - - - 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 looks at the respondentsô knowledge of what road furniture is, the adequacy of 

such facilities in their 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 states in this zone include Benue, Katsina, Kogi, Kwara, Nassarawa, Niger, Plateau and 

Abuja.  

  

3.3.2  Benue State 

3.3.2.1  Knowledge of Road Furniture  

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a fair proportion of those 

interviewed were affirmative 92 (92.0%) and only 6 (6.0%) were not affirmative.  

(See Figure3) 

 

92

6

Yes

No

  
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 revealed that 36 (36.0%) 

mentioned 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 

Number of 

Questionnai

re 

  Apprenti

ceship 

FRSC 

Official 

VIO Ministry of 

Transport 

Official 

LGA 

Council 

Media Other Total 

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 relationship between 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, 6 indicated little effect and 3 no idea. On the other hand out of the 6 who 

claimed not to know, 3 still indicated that it could be beneficial. Knowledge was very out of 

significant in assessing the impact of the road furniture. 

  

Table 3.2.2: Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture 

 

Knowledge of Road Furniture 

 

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture 

Beneficial No 

effect 

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 Frequency 83 2 7 4 

% 100 100 100 100 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

3.3.2.4  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 the 76.3% respondents who said that the road furniture was inadequate 

classified the road in their area as class A 29, class B 30 and class C 16.  Similarly, the 

respondent who said that the furniture was adequate 8 classified the road as Class A and 2 

Class B. The implication is that the assessment of road furniture in the area influenced the road 

classification by the respondents.  

  

 Table 3.2.3: 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 

 

3.3.2.5  Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level  

The relationship between frequency of driving and regular reading of road signs also gave 

some interesting analyses. Out of those who drove always, 23 said that they read road signs 

very often, 15 read road signs often, and 4 did not read road signs often or did not know (1). 

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 did not derived, the analysis 

showed that 1 read road signs very often, while 2 did not read road 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 drive at all did seem to have any business reading road signs. 

 

Table 3.2.4: Respondents Driving Frequency and Recitation of Road Signs 

 

Frequency of Driving  

 

Level of road sing recitation while driving 

Very often Often Not often Do not 

know 

No 

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 on Impacts 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 effect 7 agreed that road furniture 

influenced driving positively and even out of the 3 who said no effect but still confessed that it 

influenced driving positively.  

 

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

Impacts of road furniture on driving 

culture 

 

 

Perception on road sign contribution on 

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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3.3.3  Katsina State 

3.3.3.1  Knowledge of Road Furniture 

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a very proportion of those 

interviewed were affirmative 87 (87.0%) and only 12 (12.0%) were not affirmative. 

(See Figure 4) 

 

 

87

12

Yes

No

 
 Figure 4: Road Furniture Knowledge    Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

3.3.3.2  Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion  

The analysis of the source of knowledge about road furniture revealed that 33 (33.0%) 

mentioned FRSC official, 21 (21.0%) VIO, 7 (7.0%) Media, 8 (8.0%) Apprenticeship, 6(6.0%) 

Ministry of Transport, 3 (3.0%) LGA, and 22(22.0%) others.  

 

Table 3.2.6: Medium of road furniture diffusion 

Total Number 

of 

Questionnaire 

  Appre

nticesh

ip 

FRSC 

Official 

VIO Ministry of 

Transport 

Official 

LGA 

Council 

Media Others Total 

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 

 

3.3.3.3  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 culture indicated that out of the 87 respondents who said 

that they had knowledge about road furniture  61 said that it was beneficial, 4 said that there 

was no effect, 20 indicated little effect and 2 no idea. On the other hand out of 6 who claimed 

ignorant, 5 still indicated that it could be beneficial. Knowledge was very significant in 

assessing the impact of the road furniture. 
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Table 3.2.7: Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture 

 

Knowledge of Road Furniture 

 

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture 

Beneficial No 

effect 

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 

 

3.3.3.4  Adequacy of Road furniture on the Different Classes of Road 

Considering the different road classifications, the respondents said that 11.1% of the road 

facilities on Class A roads adequate while 83.3% are inadequate. Similarly, they said the Class 

B roads have about 86% inadequate facilities while Class C roads have 93.8% inadequate road 

facilities. 

  

 Table 3.2.8: 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 

  Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

3.3.3.5  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 

occasionally but do not read road signs often. 

 

Table 3.2.9: Respondents Driving Frequency and Recitation of Road Signs 

 

Frequency of Driving  

 

Level of road sing recitation while driving 
Very often Often Not often Do not 

know 

No response 

Always 

 

Frequency 16 23 12 - - 
% 55.2 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 
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3.3.3.6  Perception of Respondents on Impacts on Driving Culture and Road Signs 

Contribution to Positive Driving  

The respondents are of the opinion that road furniture are beneficial to their driving culture 

(about 69.5%) and affected 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 

culture 

 

 

Perception on road sign contribution on 

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 

 

3.3.4  Kogi State 

3.3.4.1  Knowledge of Road Furniture 

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a very proportion of those 

interviewed were affirmative 77 (75.5.0%) and only 12 (24.5%) were not affirmative 

(See Figure 5) 
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Figure 5: Road Furniture Knowledge     Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

3.3.4.2  Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion  

The analysis of the source of knowledge about road furniture revealed that60 (58.8%) 

mentioned FRSC official, 6 (5.9%) VIO, 4 (3.9%) Media, 6 (5.9%) Apprenticeship, 2 (2.0%) 

Ministry of Transport, 6 (5.9%), LGA and 18 (17.6%) others.  
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Table 3.2.11: Medium of road furniture diffusion  

Total Number 

of 

Questionnaire 

  Apprent

iceship 

FRSC 

Official 

VIO Ministry of 

Transport 

Official 

LGA 

Council 

Media Others Total 

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 

 

3.3.4.3  Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture 

Analyzing the relationship between knowledge of road furniture and the perception of its 

impacts  on driving culture indicated that out of the 77 respondents who said that they had 

knowledge about road furniture  68 said that it was beneficial, 1 said that there was no effect, 7 

indicated little effect and 1 no idea. On the other hand the 25 who claimed not to know 15 still 

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 

 

Knowledge of Road Furniture 

 

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture 

Beneficial No 

effect 

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 

 

3.3.4.4  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 states in this region. About 46.2% of the respondents said the road furniture on the 

Class A roads are adequate, 46.2% inadequate, while 28.8% are inadequate in Class B roads. 

 

Table 3.2.13: Road Furniture Adequacy and Classification 

Road Furniture Adequacy  Road Classification 

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 1.4  

Total Frequency 13 73            9 
% 100 100       100 

100 Source: Fieldwork 2008 
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3.3.4.5  Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level 

A reasonable percentage of the respondents (about 72.7%) said they drive always and read 

road signs very often, while 13.6% said they drive occasionally but still read road signs very 

often. However, about 9.1% 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 

 

Frequency of Driving  

 

Level of road sing recitation while driving 

Very often Often Not often Do not 

know 

No 

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 on Impacts on Driving Culture and Road Signs 

Contribution to Positive Driving  

Out of the interviewed road users, about 89.9% said road furniture were beneficial to their 

driving culture and assisted their driving positively. On the other hand, 1.5% was of the 

opinion that road furniture had no effect on their driving culture but still assisted their driving 

positively, while 8.7% said the facilities 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 

culture 

 

 

Perception on road sign contribution on 

positive driving 

Yes No No response 

Beneficial 

 

Frequency 62 4 13 

% 89.9 100 59.1 

No effect 

 

Frequency 1 - 2 

% 1.5 - 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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3.3.5  Kwara State 

3.3.5.1  Knowledge of Road Furniture 

Analysis of knowledge about road furniture indicated that a very proportion of those 

interviewed were affirmative 96 (99.0%) and only 1 (1.0%) were not affirmative. 

 (See Figure 6). 
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Figure 6: Road Furnitur e Knowledge    Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

3.3.5.2 Medium of Road Furniture Knowl edge Diffusion  

The analysis of the source of knowledge about road furniture revealed that 55 (56.7%) 

mentioned FRSC official, 8 (8.3%) VIO, 5 (5.2%) Media, 3 (3.1%) Apprenticeship, 2 (2.1%) 

Ministry of Transport, 18 (18.6%) LGA and 6 (6.2%) others.  

 

Table 3.2.16: Medium of road furniture diffusion  

Total 

Number of 

Questionnai

re 

  Appre

nticesh

ip 

FRSC 

Official 

VIO Ministry 

of 

Transport 

Official 

LGA 

Council 

Media Others Total 

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 

 

3.3.5.3  Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture 

Analyzing the relationship between knowledge of road furniture and the perception of its 

impacts  on driving culture indicated that out of the 96 respondents who said that they had 

knowledge about road furniture  64 said that it was beneficial, 15 said that 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 impacts. Knowledge was very significant in assessing the impact of the road 

furniture. 
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Table 3.2.17: Knowledge and Impact of Road Furniture 

 

Knowledge of Road Furniture 

 

Impacts of the road furniture on driving culture  

Beneficial No 

effect 

Little effect No idea Total 

Yes Frequency 64 15 17 - 96 

% 66.7 15.6 17.7 - 100 

No Frequency - - - - - 

% - - - - - 

Source: Fieldwork 2008 

 

3.3.5.4 Adequacy of Road furniture on the Different Classes of Road 

In the different road class surveyed, about 78.3% of the road furniture was inadequate on the 

Class A roads, while only 17.4% were adequate (See Figure 7). 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 one of the few existing ones is inadequate (about 94.9%). 

 

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

 

3.3.5.5  Driving and Road Sign Recitation Level 

It is one thing to have road signs on the roads, and yet another to read and use them. However, 

how often one drives, determines how familiar he gets with most of this road 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, 37.5% said they drive occasionally and 

do not read road signs often.  




