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Abstract

There is no gainsaying the fact that, the costafegnance in Nigeria is too high and has in no
small way hindered the Nation’s development botihdmuand infrastructural. It is also one of the
reasons why corruption has eaten deep into theédalmf our society. This is evident in the level of
stark poverty of many in the midst of the provagatipulence of the few, the collapse of the health
care system, education has become as unattainabkbea sky, politico-economic infrastructure
resulting to the pauperization and near eliminatiohiNigerian middle class, pollution of values
and culture as shown in massive corruption and dedey, high level of indiscipline, moral
decadence, the resurgence of dangerous dimensiethoicity, insecurity of lives and property as
well as political violence (Adamu, 2008). All thesalaise and quagmires have become features of
Nigerian state as a result of lack of meaningfutelepment. This paper is an attempt to not only
conceptualize cost of governance and national dgweént in Nigeria, but to also bring to the fore
the effects on the nation’s development and corhevibin possible solutions which if adhered to,
will reduce the cost of governance in Nigeria aadalutionize our society for better

Keywords. Governance, Nigeria, Challenge, National DevelepimFourth Republic.
Introduction

Nigeria's independence in 1960 from Britain wasetgd with keen interest. Its governance
structure comprises of three tiers- the FederateSand Local Governments. Currently, the
Country has a total of 36 states and 774 local gouent areas with the Federal Capital Territory
in Abuja. Every government is established with pluepose of providing social services that can
improve the general well being of its citizenry.rFgpvernment to achieve this objective, it is
required to adopt measures that will ensure effectevenue generation as well as judicious
utilization of resources at its disposal.
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The Nigerian public service used to be known wishtcherished history of commitment, dedication
and valuable services until few decades ago, wkeklgss misrule created a spiraling decline,
systemic and institutional decomposition. The smrvcame to be characterized by lack of
professionalism, excessive partisanship, endemiwigtion, slowness and inefficiency, and crass
selfishness and greed (Hamid 2008 cited in Agu3z01

The tenets of public service, which include honestyegrity, loyalty, probity, accountability,
transparency, impartiality, discipline, commitmediligence, expertise and competence, among
others, have not only been violated by public @dfic but also eroded by political office holders.
Thus, paving way for the enrichment of the few, vame in power and authority, and in turn the
impoverishment of majority of the citizens who awejected to poverty, squalor, insecurity and
violence. Most great nations of the world did ndtaia their enviable status without good
governance, revenue generation and moral uprightmeboth their leaders and followers.

A number of studies have exposed many areas oagestand fund leakages in the public budget,
at all levels of government in Nigeria in the 1&& years of democracy (see Adeolu and Evans,
2007; Hamid, 2007; Nurudeen and Usman, 2010; Hagtidll; Kalama, Etebu, Charles and John,
2012; and Nzeshi, 2012, Hamid, 2011). In their @eWw has become evident that the much-
dreaded corruption in the public service exemplifiy the looting of public funds starts with the
budget. It is an open secret that senior civil @ety are some of the richest persons in Nigeria
today even though their stupendous wealth cannadomted with their legitimate wages. It is
common that audit reports in Nigeria at all levelsyeals flagrant disregard to rules and
procedures, overthrow of financial discipline, aot@bility, probity and transparency, which the
treasuries were set-up to establish and protect.

These abuses/breaches ranges from duplicationndfacts, over-valuation of contracts, fictitious
payments of contracts, non certification of paymemichers by the internal auditor among others.
Other fraud in treasury activities may include opayment to existing staff, payment of salaries
and allowances to dead or retired staff and ghaskevs. These are clear manifestations of the
collapse of standard policy and practices in trgadepartments, and hence the inability of most
governments to achieve their objectives. Standegdstiry management policy and practice is
therefore, particularly essential in governanceNigeria, with a view to being proactive in
preventing persistent lack of efficiency and effesniess that characterized financial activities in
the public sector, resulting in fraud (cited in AGQ013).

This paper therefore, examines the concept of gavere, cost of governance, good governance,
national development, the challenges and issuéteigovernance and its impediments.

Conceptual Clarifications

Governance: is defined as the manner in which power is exetti;n the management of a
country’s economic and social development (WorldniBal992; UNDP, 1997). Typically,
governance as explained by these multilateral ésgiians emphasises leadership — the manner in
which political leaders manage use or misuse poav@romote social and economic development
to pursue agenda that undermine such goals.

In the same view, governance can equally, be see¢heamanner in which power is exercised in
the management of a country’s economic and soewsdurces for development. It is the use of
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political authority and exercise of.... of a sogjeind the management of its resources for socio-
economic development (Agu, 2013). This entails gmternance in whatever manner and context
has to do with sound, efficient management andzatibn of public recourses of which fund is a
crucial component.

Good governancesignifies the effectiveness and fairness in theratmm of a country’'s
government. The quality of life of the citizens dondctional institutions of government have been
identified as vital factors that indicate the gaymernance of a country. On this basis, Hyden and
Court (2002) identified six fundamental dimensioné governance: First, the socialising
dimension: This refers to the way rules are cauntstit to channel participation in public affairsr Fo
instance, putnams study (1993) making democrack wortaly emphasise the significance of
social capital in building trust, understanding acmhfidence both in institutions and among
people. Second is the aggregating dimension; wigfgrs to the ways political system is organised
to facilitate and control the making of public myii It deals with how ideas and interests are
aggregated into specific policy proposals. Thihd éxecutive dimension; government do not just
make policies, they are also responsible for angaginvironment in which people enjoy relative
peace and security. What rules, formal and infordmaovernment put in place to meet popular
expectations of freedom from fear and want? Thesesgstem concerns for which government is
ultimately responsible. The fourth dimension is amgarial; Policy formulation and implementation
is expected to people-oriented, result orientedtiver words, the ideas that rules must be legal-
national and logical sometimes makes such ruldgalicies to lack human face which should not
necessary follow in governance. In democratic guaece, rules and procedures tends to influence
how people perceive political system at large. Tifilh dimension expresses the regulatory
dimension. It explains that in governance, statititions are often created to regulate the
economy. That is the norms and institutions puplace to regulate how corporations operate as
well as how capital may be transferred and tradelgcted are all important aspects of governance.
The six and the final dimension is the adjudicationyction. Here, each political system develops
its own structures for conflicts and dispute re8olu How such institutions operate has a great
bearing on popular perceptions of regime perforradhtyden & Court 2002).

Good governance is simply regarded as the machinbigh facilitates effective delivery of the
dividend of democracy in a liberal democratic natio

Cost of Governance

Public expenditure refers to the expenses whichegmuent incurs in the performance of its
operations. With the increasing rate of state #id8 it may be easy to judge what portion of
public expenditure can be ascribed to the maintemah government itself and what portion to the
benefit of the society and the economy as a wiaternment expenditure is broadly divided into
two (2) main categories namely, recurrent and ahpitpenditures. Recurrent expenditure is the
one that happens repeatedly on daily, weekly onewenthly basis. This includes for instance,
payment of pensions and salaries, administrativerhmad maintenance of vehicles, payment of
electricity and telephone bills, water rates ansuiance premiums, etc. Capital expenditure on
other hand refers to the capital projects. Thiduihes constructions of houses, schools, hospitals,
human capital development (expenditure on educati@hhealth), purchases of official vehicles,
construction of boreholes and electrification pctgeetc (Agu, 2013).
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In the constitutional provision which seeks to fdatgicost of governance in Nigeria, they seem to
be limitations and that has created more oppoiasifor the looters to make headways. The
Nigerian state/government is under constitutiorf@igations to make and implement a budget,
which in the statement of income and expendituckiadication of state prioritised expenditure for
the year. Hence, the budget has been tagged tlmdsenost important national policy and
programme instrument after constitution, which banused to either deepen or alleviate poverty.
Hence, budgetary allocations and actual expendaanstitute the basis for measuring the cost of
governance in a constitutional democracy. Thisesabise; the budget deals with how common
interest is served through the mobilization andcation of public resources to common, often
competing interest. It reflects the government&on of economic and social development and the
policy and programme choices made in the transiasfdong-term development plan into annual
financial target. Hence, when appropriately fornedhand effectively implemented, budget can
help to achieve not only the traditional developtr@bjectives such as economic growth, equitable
income and wealth distribution, economic stabil@ats well as internal and external balance, but
also institutional goals of democratic culture godd governance (Ladan, 2012).

One of the most unfortunate things in the budgepgrations, presentation and implementation in
Nigeria, is the role of actors who are constitutilbnempowered to actualise the intended benefits
to the common people. As it was the case in Nigelfi®@ National Assembly during its
deliberations of 2000 or 2010, 2011 or 2012 budgétbe federal government increased the total
estimates, far in excess of what was presentetidopriesident. The reason behind such excessive
increase was not to enhance the efficiency in #pétal development and recurrent administrative
effectiveness, but to enrich themselves at thendetit of millions of ordinary Nigerians.

National Development

The concept of national development has no unillgraacepted definition. Views and opinions
emerged on the term ‘National Development’. Howewer shall handle it in the following ways.

According to Rodney (1973:1), development in huragiety is a many sided process. At the level
of individual, it implies increased skill and cafigicself-discipline and responsibility and matéria
well-being. Some of these are virtually moral catégs and very difficult to evaluate depending as
they do on the age, in which ones’ live, one’s €lasggin and one’s personal code of what is right
and what is wrong, while at the level of socialugrdherefore, development implies an increasing
capacity to regulate both internal and externaiti@hship.

Conceptualising development from Rodney’s perspecit signifies that development exist when
people have the freedom to make decision, capdocityse available resources for survival,
creativity in the sense of initiating ideas ancetmdative of providing prompt solution to emerging
problems, general discipline to respect the formagllations and informal societal values, norms,
cultures and behaviours.

National development therefore, refers to the gbiif the country or countries to improve the
social welfare of the people, for example, by pdowy social amenities like quality education,
infrastructure, medical care and social services.

According to Seers quoted in Udabah (2004), posedbiasic question about the meaning of
development succinctly when he asserts that;
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The questions to ask about a country’s developrrentherefore; what has been
happening to poverty? What has been happeningeguality? What has been
happening to unemployment? If all of these threeshgeclined from high levels,
then, beyond doubt, there has been a period ofld@event for the country
concerned. If one or two of these central probléige grown worse, especially
if these entire three have, will be strange to tiadl result ‘development’ even if
per capita income doubled” (Udabah, 2004).

Issues in Cost of Governance

Having critically examined the concepts of govem®ncost of governance and national
development; it becomes pertinent to point out seumeamental issues in cost of governance in
Nigeria sincerely, despite constitutional mechasisim actual practice, annually, we as a nation
have been unable or unwilling to tame the high obgiovernance.

Ladan (2012) carefully identified four issues faamination. These four issues include:

i.  The paradox of Nigeria; as a land of plenty inteteitl by the poor;
ii. Lack of financial discipline on the part of poliic office holders at all levels of
governance;
iii. De-prioritization of investments in core social fae¢ sectors; and
iv.  Lack of due compliance with constitutional obligaus.

a) The paradox of Nigeria as a land of plenty inhabiteed by the poor

According to the 2007 Human Right Watch Report, endemic corruption in Nigeria has led to
the loss of US$380 billion between 1960 and 199%l8bal Financial Integrity Initiative Report
rated January 2011 estimated that US$130 billiomttwof illicit financial dollars to the fuel
subsidy racket alone brings our national loss dueotruption to $500b between 1960 and 2011.
Hence, corruption diverts resources into graft-pablic projects, at a cost to education and health
services. Corruption destroys a nation’s social hachan capital, to discouraging corruption is
even more damaging than terrorism/insurgency, psthiis the single greatest obstacle to both
human and national development (cited in Ladan2201

Income inequality is another greatest problem. Adicy to the National Bureau of Statistics
(NBS), in 2010 65% of Nigeria's wealth is ownedjbgt 20% of the population (i.e 32 million out
of 160 million). Thus, 80% of the population shaetween them only about (1/3) of the nation’s
wealth (Ladan, 2012).

Nigeria is no doubt richly endowed with human ardunal resources particularly oil and gas as
well as 34 solid mineral resources such as goldl, aad sulphur. With a nominal Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) of $280 in 2011, Nigeria is the sectargest economy in Africa; the six fastest
growing economy in Africa with a real GDP economiowth rate of 6.9% in 2011, the largest oil
producer in Africa and the seventh largest in tlhedvin 2011. With a population of 160 million in
2011, Nigeria is by far the most populous natiorAfrica accounting for 47% and 2% of West
Africa and global population respectively.
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Despite this rich human and natural resources emdmt; Nigeria’s GDP per capita is only
$1,200, average life expectancy 51.9%, averagesyafaschooling, at 5.0% rate and poverty is
widespread, with about 70% of the population livibglow poverty line in 2011. Hence, Nigeria
was ranked by the UNDP 2011 Report on UN qualitifefHuman Development Index as the 156
out of 187, among the least human development desmglobally in terms of income, education
and life expectancy.

It is important to note that Nigerian legislatoereed higher remunerations and allowances than
the USA president. Despite these jumbo salariesafiodrances by the Nigerian law makers, the
country has remained poor and underdeveloped §®@@-date.

Despite the plethora of development policies andgrammes, Nigeria's level of economic

development over the past five decades has beeapmimting. The country’'s economy is

dominated by primary production sector, with agtime which is predominantly practiced by

peasantry with low and declining productivity, agnting for 41.6% of GDP, followed by crude

oil 15% in 2011, while the secondary sector, eglgcmanufacturing has stagnated at 3.7% to
3.9% of GDP in 2011. His makes Nigeria one of #raest industrialised countries in Africa.

The above unfortunate situation of the nation’seli@yment caused Ladan (2012) to post the
following questions:

The question then is does the second wealthieafrica and a country noting
lacking in resources or manpower, have a humanldpueent however than the
average in Sub-Sahara Africa? Why do the great ritgj@f Nigerians lack
access to clean and safe water, electricity aneobasic necessities? Why are
over 14 million educated youths unemployed, forcthgm to engage in
fraudulent and cyber-crime? Why do the most vulblergroups in Nigeria lack
access to justice as a human right in the justieet@ reform initiative?”
(Ladan, 2012)

b) Lack of Financial Discipline

Nigeria’s presidential democracy is said to be ohg¢he most expensive in the world. This is
justified by the country’s soaring recurrent spagdin its successive budgets and the raising debt
profile prompting deep concerns and warnings abmihigh cost of governance and the health of
the economy. According to the Central Bank of Nig€CBN) Annual Report for the year ended
31" December 2010, the consolidated expenditure of ttivee tiers of government was
8,370.9billion in 2010 while the revenues was N3B.8B. consequently, the combine fiscal
operations resulted in an overall national det€iN1,235.0b or 4.2% of GDP. The fiscal operation
of the federal government resulted in an overdibnal deficit of N1, 105.4b, or 3.7% of GDP.

Disturbed by the huge spending on politicians,ttiem Central Bank of Nigeria Governor, Sanusi
Lamido Sanusi revealed that the N500b Federal Gowvent Overhead Cost, the National
Assembly took N136.2b this is equivalent to 25.10%he total.

Piqued by the country’s spending for political offi holders in 2010-2011, the Presidential
Advisory Council (PAC) headed by General T.Y. Dangu(Rtd) as at May 27, 2007 recommended
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that the Federal Government cut the country’'s recirbudget to 40%. It is also suggested the
ministries should be pruned down to 18 from 42.

c) De-prioritization of Investment in Core Social Wefare Sectors

A cursory look at the 2012 budget proposal and rotwndry matters, reveal the fact of de-
prioritization of investment in core social welfasectors such as water resources, agriculture and
rural development and health. For instance, despéaevelation contained in the January 2011,
Nigeria Water Sector Roadmap, that water sustidrald alleviate food poverty and about half of
Nigerian population are without access to portablater supply, and the relatively low
development of our water resources placed Nigeniang the groups of countries within the Sub-
Saharan Africa that lose about 5% of GDP (or USade[28.4b annually), the budgetary allocation
in 2012 for water resources sectors is N39b ndwalfyof the N70.8b it got in the 2011 budget.

Also, the alarming rate of maternal mortality arde thigh prevalence rate of communicable
diseases and HIV/AIDs among others, the healttosectly got N282.77b, while Agricultural and
Rural Development Sectors got N78.99b. in a shargrast with the above figure, Defence and
Security sector alone got N921.9b (a staggering8B¥billion) or about 20% of the total budget.
The figure is more than 3times the health sectocation, about 22 times bigger than that of the
water resource; and more than 10 times the votaag&ed for agricultural and rural development.

The 20% total budgetary allocation for Defence aedurity from the N233b in 2009, N264b in
2010, and N348b in 2011, hence, the highest altwtaver in the sector in the history of the
country. The 2011 Defence budgetary allocation tvinias tamed the highest ever in the country’s
history was hover 3times doubled 2012, 2013 and}2¥&t this is not a nation at war; neither
internal nor external. This is the same countryhwie rising profile of Internally Displaced
Persons (IDPs) without any national policy to guiake country in the management of IDPs affairs,
including preventing internal displacement and mtioyg for durable solution for their return,
resettlement and reintegration. Nigeria as ataan2011, account for about 1.4 million or 13%of
Africa’s 11.1 million IDPs due to conflicts and gaalised violence, etc

d) Lack of Due Compliance with Constitutional Obligations by Political Office Holders

From the perspective of the 1999 Constitution @f federal Republic of Nigeria as amended in
2011, any cost of governance that does not prothetprogressive realization of the Fundamental
Objectives and Directive Principle of State Poliayder chapter 2 of the constitution, is nothing
but a clear manifestation of constitutional resjatisy on the part of those who govern the

country.

Setting out the fundamental obligations of the gomeent, Section 13 of the constitution places the
duty and responsibility on all organs of governrsaarid on all authorities and persons exercising
legislative, executive or judicial powers to comfioto observe and apply the provisions of chapter
2 Of the constitution. The question here is thaty wlacing constitutional obligation (absolute
without a corresponding right of citizens) on thewe? (Ladan, 2012)

The above proposition by Ladan brings to fore thet@diction in the financial readiness by the
executive, legislature and judiciary as againsir ttesponsibilities embedded in chapter 2 of the
constitution as discussed above. Every year inriigere hear of increasing budgetary allocation
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at all levels of government across the country ethany tangible result to show for this yearly
fabulous and bogus budget due to lack of finardigtipline on the part of politicians and other
public office holders in the country.

Corrupt Tendency of Cost of Governance and its chié#nges to National Development in
Nigeria

Since May 29, 1999, political activities across twmeintry have assumed different dimension in
Nigeria and this is why politics has virtually bewe the most lucrative business in the polity. It is
therefore, not surprising that in some parts ofeg politics has become a do-or-die affair. lhds
longer unusual to see aspirants and candidatesofiical offices being assassinated over tussle
for political positions; in many cases propertiesrev destroyed due to clashes between two
opposing camps. This defines the level of despmratf Nigerian politicians to get to public office
and earn stupendous wealth.

The outcry over high cost of governance in Nigerés the case of Bauchi state in 2015, when the
then Governor Mallam Isa Yuguda appointed 1,07Gtipal aides to assist him in running the
affairs of the State. These political aides weraddition to members of the Bauchi state Executive
Council, members of various boards and statutorgparations and governing councils of
institutions of higher learning. Governor Yugudaswet alone in this decision to appoint a large
number of aides purportedly to run state affairis ebunterparts in Adamawa and Imo States,
Governors Murtala Nyako and Rochas Okorocha alsmwiafed a large retinue of aides which
included special assistants and special advisdask@and Eme, 2015).

Corruption is a by-product of underdevelopment.Nigeria, funds that are allocated for the
development of the country after the installatidrdemocratic governance since 1999 have been
mismanaged by political office holders. For insgnthe Minister of Finance bemoaned the
absence of physical development in most stateseofetderation despite the huge federal allocation
to these states. According to Ngwube and Okoli 8@brruption leads to the use of resources to
finance elephant projects at the expense of imfresstral development such as schools, hospitals,
roads, water supply and electricity supply. Osob896) cited in Alemika (2012) posits that
financial corruption dent a nation's capacity toide the basic necessity of life for the populace.
Political corruption is the main factor responsilite Nigeria underdevelopment in all sectors
(Egharevba and Chiazor, 2012). "This is signifibagab because the greatest challenge to Nigeria's
development are Nigerians themselves as represemtéte political leaders who should be held
responsible for the present pathetic state of uwielopment in the country” (Falola, 2005).

Since the rebirth of democracy in Nigeria in 19B8d governance as a result of corruption has
constituted a major hindrance to development indbentry. For the past 15 years, budgetary
allocations for infrastructure development have yietded positive result to a large extent. For
instance, billions of dollars were allocated foe thurn Around Maintenance (TAM) of the four
refineries yet, the refineries are not working uth €apacity. The health and the power sectors are
in comatose due to bad governance and its unnegessd influenced by corruption. Furthermore,
majority of the federal roads are dead traps bechuwds that are allocated for the maintenance of
these roads are mismanaged. The former governébiaf State, Orji Uzor Kalu once accused the
former Minister of Works Tony Anenih of the embezrrlent of N3 billion that was meant for the
maintenance of federal roads.
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Corruption in Nigeria has been blamed for the higte- of poverty in the country, for example, the
official released of poverty profile of Nigeria lblye National Bureau of Statistics (NBS) revealed
that 112 million Nigerians live in relative poverffhis data was supported by the confirmation of
the United Nations Development Programmes (UNDRyeasentative in Nigeria that said 100

million Nigerians live in destitution. Just of retethe World Bank named Nigeria as the third
country in the world with a large number of pooople. Poverty is a by-product of insecurity. The
security challenges that are facing Nigeria havenbblamed on the high level of corruption,

unnecessary cost of governance without propertaitegiven to poverty eradication or alleviation

in the country. Despite the governments’ efforbtlgh the two anti corruption agencies to curtail
corruption, the menace still continues unabated.

The Economic and Financial Crimes Control (EFCC3 haen accused of not doing enough to
prosecute corrupt politicians who only supported thcrease of their allowances and salaries.
According to Adesote and Abimbola (2012 cited inuAg@013), "there is a correlation between

financial corruption and national development irg&tia. The essence of financial corruption is

bribery and illegal and greedy acquisition of pallinds into private pockets, which otherwise

would have been invested for the public good. Rirercorruption undermines democracy and the
legitimacy of the state, reduces the potentialsefmmomic growth, and threatens the freedom and
security of citizens, altogether constitutes impeghit to national development”. Mohammed

(2013) gave a summary of how political corruptianders development in the new democratic

dispensation in Nigeria:

e Poor social welfare

« Loss of public trust and legitimacy by the governine
* Increased insecurity

* Increased poverty and unemployment

* Low investment

Aside all these, one main area that corruptiordfi@sted is the area of infrastructure. For instanc
health services, water supply, power supply, gamatls, sound education are a mirage in the
Nigerian fourth republic, despite the promises madiligerians during electioneering campaigns
that all these areas will be addressed by the rewodratic government. Fifteen years after, the
story remained the same or even getting worse lindst one of the reasons Nigerian politicians
have turned India to their medical tourism becafseadequate medical facilities and manpower
at the government hospitals.

However, it is not too late for Nigerian politicaffice holders to reconsider their actions by
reducing to the barest minimum, the number of tpeiitical aids. This is in the interest of their
states and ultimately the people. Public sectoulshonder no circumstances be seen as a vehicle
for wasteful spending on large retinues of appesitéNigeria at the moment can ill-afford such
profligacy and therefore, need not to operate thstraxpensive democracy in the world.

Conclusion and Recommendations

There was a deliberate attempt by political offfe@ders, of the paradox of Nigeria described
above (following the 2000 World Bank Report destinip of Nigeria). The consequences of all the
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above considerations are the challenges of geimesedurity facing Nigeria today; ranges from act
of lawlessness, kidnapping, insurgencies, oil tteeindemic corruption in the polity.

One viable option for Nigeria therefore, is thaerth is urgent need to embrace faithfully the
paradigm shift from the high cost of governance atate security investment approach to
prioritized investment in human security and wedfaonsistent with the constitutional obligations
place on all levels of organ and arms of governrbgrgection 13-20 of chapter 2 (Ladan, 2012).

It also becomes pertinent that all the constitiionechanisms on legal control of budgeting and
actual expenditure must be diligently and conswaesty attended to if we are to ensure
transparency, accountability and ultimately goodriegpance. Finally, government should as a
matter of sincerity be transparent in the formolatand implementation of budget to get higher
percentage of execution, and the procurement psosheuld be followed to be able to track
government spending. It is high time governmenalbtevels should set up a monitoring team
with effective and sincere discerning minded pedipde: will help to alert the relevant authorities i
responding promptly. There is the need to reduceirrent expenditure to a sustainable level
through reducing waste, inefficiency, corruptiom auplication of contracts in government as well
as making capital expenditure more effective.

There is the need for more citizens' participatitn ensure prudence, transparency and
accountability in the budgeting process.

There is also the need for merging, restructurimgy @/en repealing their enabling laws to ensure
that nonessential agencies ceased to exist to piawme unnecessary expenditure.

There is the need to continue the implementatiothefmonetization of benefits by ensuring that
the practice of purchasing fleet of cars for publfiicers is discouraged, except ambulances, Black
Maria, Hilux vans. The continued implementation tbe monetization programme will save
resources and cut down expenditure.

The number of commissioners in the States Exec\@ivencils as well as special advisers and
personal assistants to Nigerian Governors shoulstieamline to optimum. Similarly, none of the
appointed officials should have more than one w@ffieehicle.

Regulatory agencies and authorities in Nigeria Ehemsure that all salaries and allowances of
civil servants, public servants including politicalffice holders conform to due process,
constitutional provisions and existing financialesiand regulations. This will no doubt reduce
friction and instability within the entire system.
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