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ABSTRACT.

With independence and the onset of the ‘oil boom’ urbanisation
1n Nigeria developed bringing with it deepening rural poverty and
urban blas. The administrative structure of the country was
altered with the creation of a new capital city, new states and
changes 1n local government resulting in a spatially dispersed
urban and administration system. The urban problem remained as
the rural areas were increasingly marginalised.

This study 1dentifies the ramifications of urban-rural
interaction among migrants in the urban area of Calabar and with
thelir home areas. It assesses the modes of organization of
interaction in Obudu as one of the source areas, and attempts to
place these within the context of other developmental impulses
and 1nfluences from the point of view of the prospective
development of Obudu. A methodological strateqgy, 1ncorporating
the network approach, triangulation and rural appralsal, was used
to counter the difficulty of transposing particular methods from
a developed to a developling world situation.

The study shows that migrants’ interaction with their home areas,
through networks and linkages, 1s geared towards the preservation
of rural opportunities and i1nvestment. Remittances are a major
source of funds for the training of rural kith and kin. By

comparison, urban-based Community Development Assocliations play
a minor role in rural development. However the ability of well-
placed migrants to attract projects to their home areas 1s great.

Government agenclies have achilieved greater success through
infrastructural projects which have also generated employment
opportunities. In addition the agencies have 1ncreased the
accessibility of extension services to farmers and, through the
Better Life Programme, have increased female participation 1in
communal decisions and economlc development.

Emancipatory rural development 1s shown to depend on effective
collective efforts by both government and members of rural
communlities themselves.
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CHAPTER ONE.

GENERAL INTRODUCTION

l.1. INTRODUCTION.

The achievement of independence by most West African countries in
the early part of the second half of this century was accompanied
by a spurt of urbanization within the subregion. In fact West
Africa experienced one of the highest rate of urbanization
vis-a-vis other world regions during the period 1950 -1970 (Davis,
1972), although 1t remains among the least urbanized in relative

terms (Adepoju, 1988; table 1.1). In Nigeria the situation is
particularly profound for the following reasons.

First and foremost has been the incessant urban sectoral bias
perpetuated by governments both before and after independence,

resulting 1n polarized urban regional development and rural

neglect.

Secondly, political administrative restructurings, which are
primarily geared towards sustaining national unity 1n an ethnically
diverse polity have aided population redistribution resulting 1in
reclassification and 1increased urbanization. For 1instance, the
country’s three regional structure at independence 1in 1960 became
a four regional entity in 1963. The country on becoming a
federation in 1967 adopted a twelve state constituent structure
which was subsequently increased to nineteen in 1976, twentyone 1n
1987 and thirty in 1991 (Figures 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3). In 1978 a new
capital city Abuja, was added to the increasing network of urban

centres. The capital of each of these states constitutes the
highest population concentration 1n the individual states. The

headquarters of the local government areas (LGAS) that make up the

states are also main urban centres, and have undergone VvVarilious




reforms. In 1989 these LGAs were 441 and were later increased to

589 1n 1991 as shown in table 1.2. All of them experienced an

influx of people as a result of their enhanced status.

Table 1.1. Estimates and projections of percentage of urban

population in Africa and major developing regions,
1950-2000.

1960 1970 1980 1990 2000

29.9 36.9 44 .3 51.9

s
o
n

17.4 22.5 29.0 36.4

18.

DD

25.1 34.5 43.9 51.8

16.

NN

23.0 29.6

22.3

~J
&)
-
. -
~J

29.1

All ECA member

|_;
-
00,
s

22.

00

28.9 35.7 42 .4
states

SOURCE: Adepoju, A. (1988) ‘Migration and urbanization in

NN
O
-

57.3 65.4 71.4 75.7
24.6 28 .2 32.8 38.4 45. 3
18.4 21.2 24.8 30.1 37.1

33.9 37.4 41.1 45.8 51.2

N
O
U
o
-
BN
\O

Africa: Issues and policies.’ in Van de Walle et al
(ed) (1988), The state of African demography. IUSSP,
p.127.
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Figure1.2 Nigena's 2] states, 1987
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Thirdly and perhaps the most significant reason for Nigeria’s fast

pace urbanization was the o0il boom decade of 1973 -1983. This

period witnessed the most massive project development construction

in the nation’s history. As reflected in the Third National

Development Plan 1975 -1980, universities, sports stadia, airports,

federal secretariats 1in all the state capitals, dual carrliage

highways and 1interstate express road networks, and bridges that
created new towns at bridgeheads and road Jjunctions,
estates (eg. Festac and Satellite villages in Lagos), cultural

centre complexes, new state and federal capital cities etc. were
constructed (Mabogunje, 1989).

housing

Thus rural-urban migration was not only sustained but the magnitude
of the migration streams made it more and more difficult for the
urban areas to cope with the continued influx especially as regards

the provision of adequate and decent housing, employment,
infrastructure and other social services.

In order to better understand the scope of urban development in the

country, the situation in colonial times, and the contemporary

trends are discussed below.



Table 1.2. Nigeria: 30 state structure and local government areas

August 1991. ’

| STATE CAPITAL NUMBER OF LGAS POPULATION 198! §

a e T
"r 1 \ ABIA , Umuahia l 17 2. 297,97¢8 !
i i :" o -___—-_-____—___——-, e ——_——:.__.;. __..._...__!I
r 2 ADAMAKRA | Yola | 16 2,124,049 !I
1| , ) Fau ? .

, i

11 3 AKWA IBOM | {vo |
I |

24 2,359,736 |

:!.-—-—-——---——-4 i———”wm—_-—-____________’iﬂ‘f__________ 16 T‘
l > L—_W—____________L__'i_________‘m l 23 4,294,413 |
E..__.._....._______l 6 L__*_M 18 2,750,395
:-,___________7 | DURNO _ | Maiduguri 21 2,596,589
F 5 % CROSS RIVER i Calabar E 14 1,865,604 .
!E_ 7 Lﬂ% 19 f 2,570,151 B
|10 JL%; 14 2,159,545 _;:
:,..___ 11  ENUGU | Enugu 19 ' 3,161.295
:___{E____k___ff.{o_________w____f_{{i_________i 21 2,455,498
| 13 ; JIGAWA h Dutse ! 21 2,829,928 1 '
{ 14 l KADUNA T Kaduna % 1& E 3r959*252_
15 | KANO | Kano é 34 i 5,632,040
16 KATSINA Katsina ! 26 ' 3,876,344
17 KEBBI Birnin Kebbi ; 16 2,062,226
f 18 KOGI Lokoja 16 2,099,046 i
| 18 KWARA Ilorin % 12 E 1,566,468 !
20 LAGOS Ikeja | 15 5,685, 781 ] '
21 NIGER Minna ‘ 19 ' 2,452,367
22 OGUN Abeokuta ; 15 % 2,335,570 :
23 ONDO Akure f 26 3,884,465 |
| 2s | osow | oshogo . 2 2,203,000
1 25 0YO Ibadan I 25 - 3,45%5, 7589
26 PLATEAU Jos ? 23 3,283,704
i 27 1 RIVERS Port Harcourt % 24 | 3,983,557 .
| 25 SOKOTO Sokoto 26 4,392,391
Q 29 TARABA Jalingo | 12 . _T_i_iig_ig_f_____
e o i o
30 : YOBE ' Damaturu 1 12 1,411,451 -
FCT | ABUJA Abuja L______i_________L___Zii;ﬁii_______.
TOTAL ! 589 85,514,501 i

SOURCE: Nigeria Newsletter, September-December 1931, Londorn.
Federal Government of Nigeria, 1991 population Census.




1.2. NIGERIAN URBANIZATION IN COLONIAL TIMES.

The urban scene 1n Nlgeria during the colonial era was orchestrated
by the whims of the colonial administrators. The township ordinance
which was 1n force until the culmination of the second world war,
provided for the creation, constitution and administration of all

towns and municipalities in Nigeria, except for native towns whose
homogeneous populations were placed under a native administration.
Lagos was the only first class township under this ordinance. The

second and third class townships under that classification are

shown 1n table 1.3.

Adopting Onibokun’s classification (table 1.4), only 4.8% of the
country’s population could be considered as urban 1n 1921 and then
only 10 cities had a population of 20,000 or more. By 1931 the
urban population increased slightly to 6.7%, 24 cities had attailned
a population of 20,000 or more and 2 were now over 100,000. Another
slight increase was registered in 1952/54 with 10.2% or 3, 701,000
of the country’s population now urban, 54 cities now had population
of 20,000, and 24 100,000, but non had attained the 500,000 mark.

During the colonial era, urbanization in the country was influenced

in three major respects:

1. The creation of new towns, principally along the major

transportation routes, notably the railways, ports and mining

canmps.



Table 1.3. SECOND CLASS TOWNSHIPS (1919)

Southern Provinces.

1. Aba 7. Itu

2. Abeokuta 8. Onitsha
3. Calabar 9. Opoko
4. Enugu Ngwo 10. Port Harcourt
5. Forcados l1l1. Sapele
6. Ibadan 12. Warri

Northern Provinces

1. Ilorin

2. Kaduna

3. Kano

4. Lokoja

5. Minna

6. Zaria

THIRD CLASS TOWNSHIPS (1919)

Southern Provinces.

l. Aba 20. Ijebu Ode
2. Abak 21. Ikom

3. Abakaliki 22. Ikorodu
4. Ado 23. Ikot Ekpene
5. Afikpo 24. Ilaro

6. Agbor 25. Koko

7. Ahoada 26. Kwale

8. Arochukwu 27. Obubra

9. Asaba 28. Obudu
10. Awka 29. Ogoja
1l. Badagri 30. Ogwashi
12. Benin 31. Okigwi
13. Bonny 32. Omohia
14. Brass 33. Ondo
15. Burutu 34. Oron
16. Degema 35. Owerri
17. Eket 36. Ubiaja
18. Epe 37. Uyo
19. Ife 38. Uzuakoll

Northern Provinces.

1. Abiusi 7. Jebba

2. Ankpa 8. Kontagora
3. Baro 9. Maidugurli
4. Bauchi 10. Offa

5. Bida 11. Sokoto

6. Ibi 12. Zungeru

SOURCE : Mabogunje, A.L. (1968) Urbanization 1n Nigeria.
pp.113. Oxford university press.

>. The modernization of the physical structure of the existing

towns and introduction of modern urban utilities.



Total Number of cities whose

population

population is

(000)

% of total 20,000

population Or more
N O RN I N
'
’

100,000

500,000

Oor more Oor more

1963 55,670 10,702 | 19.2 183
1972 | 78,927 19,832 | 25.1 302
1984 | 96,684 31,906 | 33.0 356

SOURCE: Adapted from Onibokun, A. G. (1989) " Urban growth and
management in Nigeria." in Stren, R.E. and White, R.R.
(eds) African cities in crisis: Managing rapid urban
growth. pp.70. Westview press.

¥ The 1991 census figures show these figures as

inflated.



1.3. CONTEMPORARY URBAN TRENDS.

Nigeria 1s the most populous and among the most urbanized of

countries 1n sub-saharan Africa. With an extensive land area of

923,768 sg.km (357,000 sg.miles), it has the largest population

(88.5 million, 1991 census) on the African continent and the 10th

largest 1n the world (see table 1.5).

Even though 1ts urban areas represent less than 10% of the 1land
area of the country, they accommodate 30% of the population, while

its urban growth rate is 3 to 5 times greater than the rural rate

of growth (Taylor, 1987).

Nigeria’s population growth has been massive and perhaps
unprecedented in the last few decades. The total population of 16
million in 1911 rose rapidly to 30.4 million in 1952 and increased
to about 55.7 million in 1963 (an intercensal increase of 83.1%),
and 88.5 million (Federal Government of Nigeria, 1991 Population
census,) 1in 1991. The population of urban centres of 5,000 and
above also increased from 5.5 million to 31.1 million during the
same period (an intercensal increase of 464%). The increase 1n the
number of towns was equally impressive. While in 1952/3 there were
only 56 cities of more than 20,000 people, by 1963 the number had
increased to 182. Smaller towns of 10, 000-19,999 population

increased from 73 in 1952 to 573 1n 1963, while those 1in the 5000-

9,999 category increased from 177 to 1,808 during the same period

10



(Alao and Adegbola, 1978). The urban component of the population

thus 1increased from 11% in 1952 to 16% in 1963 , 20% 1n 1978 and

30% 1n 1984 (Okpala, 1990).

As 1ndicated above, the 1963 population census identified 182 urban

centres (with population of 20,000 and above) even though the
validity of the figures remain suspect. The number of urban centres
in Nigeria has experienced a spurt since then. The primary reason
has been the changes 1n the political framework of the country in
the 1ncrease of LGAs and states, as indicated earlier. Each
exerclse 1s accompanied by the designation of comparative more or
less small-sized towns in some cases to serve as capital cities. In
1989 the number of local government areas (LGAs) became 453 and 589
in 1991 (Table 1.2). Each LGA has an administrative headquarters
which has local council, state and Federal government ministries
and other complementary establishments, such as residential
districts, roads and other basic infrastructure. These centres
therefore become urban points as people are attracted into them and
the city expands along the framework initially laid down by public
investments and infrastructural improvements. Thus the location and
nucleus of Nigerian urbanization and urban centres are in the main
administration based (Okpala, 1984). This 1s in the sense, as
already indicated, that most contemporary Nigerian cities started

and grew as administrative centres of some sort. This

administrative capital could be a national, regional, state,

provincial, divisional, district, or local government headquarters,

11



or as headquarters for other functions, for instance university

towns.

The UN (1986) has estimated that there are 27 urban centres with

populations exceeding 100,000 in Nigeria (Table 1. 7), with only
Lagos as the millionaire city. According to Akinbode (Daily Sketch,
15/1/1985) there are four spatial clusters of city systems in
Nigeria. These are the south-western loop culminating in the Lagos
metropolis and Ibadan; the south-eastern triangular cluster
embracing Port Harcourt, Onitsha and Enugu (with Calabar and Aba as
outposts ); the Kano-Zaria-Kaduna axis 1in the north; and the recent
Benin-Sapele-Warrli nucleus 1n Bendel State. There 1s thus the
inter-1linking of some closely located and sprawling urban centres
in those parts of the country that are most favoured for 1industry

and by population movements, because of the spread and

decentralization of urban centres (Ajaegbu, 1976).

Throughout the country the annual urban growth rate 1s estimated to
be between 6 and 10%, while Lagos (the capital city prior 1991)
shows an annual growth rate of 7%, with 1ts population doubling
every ten years (Taylor, 1987). The spatial urban pattern shows a

preponderance of urban centres 1n western Nigeria. Of the 27 large

urban centres (100,000 and above) identified by the UN, 14 are

found in this area. This can be attributed to the early urban

traits characteristic of this region (Mabogunje, 1968), as well as



Table 1.5. The population of Nigeria: A comparison with some other

African countries.

COUNTRY POPULATION (m) RANKING

e T
e E—

South Africa

—

SOURCE: Adapted from i) World bank, World development reports,
1989,90;,
ii) World bank, Social indices of
development, 1988;
iii) Mabogunije, A. L. (1989) The development
process: A spatial perspective.

2nd edition, pp.178.

Croreeco | sen

iv) Federal Government of Nigerilia, 1991
census. Provisional figures.
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Table 1.6. GROWTH OF MEDIUM -SIZED TOWNS IN NIGERIA, 1963-

1983.

STATE 1963 1983

B —

T E——

SOURCE: 1. Federal office of statistics, Annual
abstract of statistics, 1983 edition.

5. Okafor, F.C (1988) "The role of
medium-sized centres 1n
national development”

African Urban Quarterly,
vol. 3, no. 3&4, p.256.
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and port city. Until recently Lagos alone accounted for over 702 of

all industrial establishments in Nigeria (Udo, 1976). It 1s very

highly unlikely that the movement of the seat of government to

Abuja 1n the central heartland of the country wi1ill change this

gross i1mbalance in the near future.

Table 1.7. Population of cities of 100,000 and more inhabitants

in Nigeria.

TOWN POPULATION
1. Aba 177,000
2. Abeokuta 253,000
3. Ado Ekiti 213,000
4., Beniln 136,000
5. Calabar 103,000
6. Ede 182,000
7. Enugu 187,000
8. Ibadan 847,000
9. Ife 176,000
10. Ikere-Ekiti<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>