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ABSTRACT
This study examines rural-urban migration and urban poverty in Abuja, Nigeria. The social survey method was employed in the research with sample size of 178 respondents. In analyzing the data, we adopted relevant statistical methods with the use of SPSS. The findings of the study illustrate that the intentions for migrating are overwhelmingly economic and linked to the support and survival of the family base in the village. Key migration factors are unemployment, very low incomes, lack of rural job opportunities, landlessness and bad living conditions. Another finding is that on average, respondents spend about 60% of their income on food. Level of income is generally low, though the city cannot be said to be poor, but the people are poor as poverty is evident among them. In the test of hypothesis, since the calculated X2 value of 6.54 is greater than the table X2 value of 5.99, the Null hypothesis, which states that rural-urban migration is not likely to influence the level of urban poverty is rejected. The result based on the test of hypothesis is that, rural-urban migration influences the level of urban poverty. It is recommended that in order to address the scale and complex nature of urban poverty problems, access to secure and safe housing must be provided for the people at an affordable and convenient rate. In addition, integrated programmes of health, education, and infrastructure support, as well as basic needs, targeted at the poor need to be vigorously pursued. This study concludes that there is a need to sensitize policymakers and stakeholders through appropriate networking and advocacy to emphasize a need to reduce the urban bias of development strategies and encourage integrated rural development.
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1.1 BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY
For decades, rural-urban migration was favorably viewed in the development literature (Herrick, 1966; Lucas, 2005). Internal migration was considered a natural process in which surplus labor can be withdrawn from the rural sector to provide the needed manpower for urban industrial growth (Greenwood, 1997; Tacoli et al, 2015). This was deemed socially beneficial because human resources were being shifted from locations where their social marginal product was zero to places where this marginal product was not only positive but also rapidly growing as a result of capital accumulation and technological progress. However, contrary to the pro-migration viewpoint, researches have established that rates of rural-urban migration greatly exceed rates of urban job creation and swamp the absorptive capacity of both formal-sector and urban social services (Ajaero & Onokala, 2013; Kim, 2008). Migration cannot be casually viewed by demographers as a beneficent process necessary to solve problems of growing urban labor demand. To Jolly (1970), on the contrary, migration today remains a major factor contributing to the phenomenon of urban surplus labor; a force that continues to exacerbate already serious urban unemployment caused by the growing economic and structural imbalances between urban and rural areas. 
Moreover, the pressures of rising urban wages and compulsory employee fringe benefits in combination with the unavailability of appropriate, more labor-intensive production technologies means that a rising share of modern-sector output growth is accounted for by increases in labor productivity (De Jong & Gardner, 2013; Todaro, 1997). Together, the rapid supply increase and lagging demand (what many now refer to as jobless growth) tend to convert a short-term problem of resource imbalances into a long-term situation of chronic and rising urban surplus labor (Todaro, 1997).
Although rural-urban migration in the developing countries is a well-documented process (Aworemi et al, 2011; De Jong & Gardner, 2013; Mberu, 2005; Tacoli et al, 2015; Zubikova, 2018), the causes and impact of rural-urban migration are dynamic (Godfrey, 1973; Karpat & Karpat, 1976; Murray & Smart, 2017). Tacoli et al (2015) note that, in some African countries, rural-urban labor migration system has its roots in the development of mining and industrial sectors and in the early primitive stages of commercial capitalist agriculture. The initial effect of this migrant system is a rapid deterioration of rural economy leading to chronic poverty and food insecurity (Dillon et al, 2011; Masika et al, 1997; Tacoli et al, 2015). On the other hand, Van Tubergen & Van De Werfhorst (2007), empirically observes that during the last decades, technological advancements have led to changes in labor requirements by mining, industrial and manufacturing sectors. Consequently, the volume and quality of required labor-power have changed with considerable consequences not only for rural labor reserves but also especially for individual rural households. A closer analysis of rural-urban migration reveals very complex, complementary and at times contradictory processes. As Todaro (1997) and other scholars (Narayan et al, 2000; Payne, 2005; World Bank, 2001) assert, the continuing influx of people from the rural areas probably because of perceived disparities in living standards and income opportunities between backward countryside and more progressive urban centers to the cities with the seeming problems of poverty, hunger and starvation already facing humanity have become a major challenge to demographers and policymakers in recent times. 
Rural-Urban Migration activities have increased following the inauguration of a democratic government in Nigeria in 1999 (Ajaero & Onokala, 2013; Mberu, 2005). As people move in and around, they contribute to population growth and change both in the short and long run. The arrival of rural-urban migrants increases the rank of urban unemployed and underemployed. Consequently, more people come to crowd in squalid living quarters (such as slums, shanty towns, and make-shift apartments). Schuerkens (2005) argues that there is congestion of the urban centers and the physical environment of the urban centers deteriorates leading to urban poverty.
A veritable facet of this work is to scrutinize some of the outcomes of population growth of cities particularly Abuja due to migration activities. One of such outcomes appears to be urban poverty. According to Goldfield (1979), “Poverty occupies a peculiar position in urban thought.  Amid the rhetoric and reality of urban plenty, poverty cuts a curious and wide figure in urban society”. The situation is not different in Abuja especially among the low-income migrants. Many problems arise due to such a heavy influx of population and the immediate ones are socio-economic and environmental problems. If such an exodus is not checked and corrected, it would lead to extreme urban decay and malice where urban sustainability would then become one big utopian vision. The situation above seems to approximate closely with what is obtainable in Kubwa area of Abuja where middle-income families appear to take refuge. Thomas (1962) observes that scholars’ critique of their “consistent knowledge” may lead to a paradigm shift. By so doing, we try to juxtapose contrasting theoretical orientations and concentrating on examining the different ways in which rural to urban migration influences poverty in Kubwa, Abuja.
1.2 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
This study is designed to identify and examine the different ways in which rural to urban migration influences poverty in Nigeria.
Specifically, the research seeks to achieve the following objectives:
i. To analyze the types of problems that confront migrants in the city of Abuja.
ii. To determine the relationship between rural-urban migration and urban poverty.
iii. To explore, suggest and specify ways of addressing the problems of rural-urban migration and reducing the rate of poverty in the cities.
1.4 RESEARCH HYPOTHESIS
The following hypotheses are formulated and presented to be tested in this study:
HO:   Rural-urban migration is not likely to influence the level of urban poverty.
H1: Rural-urban migration is likely to influence the level of urban poverty. 
2.1 LITERATURE REVIEW 
2.1.1 MIGRATION
Mangalam (1975) defines migration as a relatively permanent moving away of a collectively, called migrants, from one geographical location to another, preceded by decision-making on the part of the migrants on the basis of a hierarchically ordered set of values or valued ends and resulting in changes in the interactional system of the migrants. In the view of Ducoff et al (1965), migration is a permanent or semi-permanent change of residence. No restriction is placed upon the distance of the move or upon the voluntary or involuntary nature of the act, and no distinction is made between external and internal. De Jong & Gardner (2013) define migration as any permanent change in the residence which involves the detachment from the organization of activities at one place and the total round of activities to another.  It is worthy of note to state that migration can profoundly alter a community or an entire country within a short period. Although it is one of the three population processes (along with fertility and mortality), it is different in many respects beyond the obvious reasons (Cornelius, 1978). 
Putting forward their definition, Webb et al (1968) argue that strictly speaking, the term migration should be reserved for the movement of persons from one place to another for the purpose of permanent settlement. They point out that migration may be compared with the phenomenon of flow: it goes from a source to a destination; it follows a route over shorter or longer distance; it has a certain composition, volume, speed, and duration (Broek and Webb 1972: 490). A good attempt to conceptualize the phenomenon was made by Gilbert (1993), when he revealed that, migration is a flexible and dynamic phenomenon that encompasses territorial mobility of people and involves movements like commuting, absence from home place for periods from a couple of days to several years, seasonal migration and permanent relocation. Although diversified in form, it involves a certain degree of commitment on the part of migrants to the place of origin and of destination.  
On their part, Ajaero & Onokala (2013) observe that a great deal of population mobility results from survival and adaptive strategies to maximize family income by allocating their labor in diversified income-earning activities to a number of locations. Carling (2005) also note that the migration of independent women has been on the rise since the middle of 1980s as a result of the establishment of export-oriented garment manufacturing factories. He further asserts that, micro-level surveys show a bi-polar pattern of educational selectivity suggesting that both the highly educated and illiterate sections of people have a great propensity to migrate as both groups undertake equal risks in this regard. Along with education, other characteristics of migrants such as age, gender, marital status, roles and responsibilities assumed in the family, and resource endowment (particularly, landholding) play an important role in migration motivation (Dillon et al, 2011; Light et al, 1993; Zubikova, 2018). The role of social networks as sources of information prior to migration and other aids and assistance at the place of destination emerge as pre-conditions for migration (Scott, 2017). 
2.1.2 URBAN POVERTY
There is no consensus on a definition of urban poverty but two broad complementary approaches are prevalent: economic and anthropological interpretations (Wratten, 1995). Wratten (1995) argues that conventional economic definitions use income or consumption complemented by a range of other social indicators such as life expectancy, infant mortality, nutrition, the proportion of the household budget spent on food, literacy, school enrolment rates, access to health clinics or drinking water, to classify poor groups against a common index of material welfare. Alternative interpretations developed largely by rural anthropologists and social planners working with rural communities in the third world allow for local variation in the meaning of poverty and expand the definition to encompass perceptions of non-material deprivation and social differentiation (Satterthwaite, 2002; 2004). Anthropological studies of poverty have shown that people’s own conceptions of disadvantage often differ from those of professional experts. Great value is attached to qualitative dimensions such as independence, security, self-respect, identity, close and non-exploitative social relationships, decision-making freedom and legal and political rights.  
The 1995 Copenhagen World Summit on Development agreed that there should be a two-tier definition of poverty. One tier was an absolute definition and the other was an overall definition. Absolute poverty was defined as: a condition characterized by severe deprivation of basic human needs, including food, safe drinking water, sanitation facilities, health, shelter, education and information. It depends not only on income but also on access to services (Chambers, 1995). Overall poverty was seen as a broader concept incorporating absolute poverty but also including such features as ‘lack of participation in decision-making and in civil, social and cultural life (Lucci et al, 2018; Moser, 1998). 
On his part, Townsend (2010)  defines poverty as lack of resources to obtain the types of diet, participate in the activities and have the living conditions and amenities which are customary, or at least widely encouraged or approved, in the societies to which they belong. More generally, there has been a widening of the debates on poverty to include more subjective definitions such as vulnerability, entitlement and social exclusion (Wratten, 1995). These concepts have been useful for analyzing what increases the risk of poverty and the underlying reasons why people remain in poverty (Moser, 1998).
2.1.3 THE EFFECTS OF RURAL-URBAN MIGRATION
Todaro (1997) posit that persistent migration from rural areas to a few large cities has serious implications for the level of productivity, the state of urban infrastructure and environmental conditions since with migrants, cities grow faster than the capacity of the economy to support them. Afsar (2003) submit that whilst rapid and huge growth of urban population exacerbates the growing degradation, the inability to enforce basic cannons of cost recovery in delivering basic amenities, lack of coordination among different service giving agencies, and weak capacity and inadequate authority of the city corporations and municipalities are the major causes of the environmental problem. Looking at the nature of life in urban communities, where most migrants aspire to live, UN-Habitat (2016) and Scott & Storper (2015) argues cogently that: The city is not just housing and stores. It is not just education and employment, parks and theatres, banks and shops, it is a place where men should be able to live in dignity and security and harmony, where the great achievements of modern civilization and the ageless pleasures afforded by natural beauty should be available to all. The actual situation in the cities, however, as Mabogunje (2015) puts it is that a significant proportion of urban residents cannot be said to ‘live in dignity and security and harmony’ and the natural resources represented by urban services and opportunities for employment are far from being available to them.
Todaro (1997) affirms that in the developed countries, rural to urban migration and urbanization are associated with a vertical shift in the labor force from the agricultural sector to the urbanized-industrial sector, whereas in the developing regions, migration is from rural agricultural sectors to urban informal sectors. Tacoli et al (2015) posit that, this is a typical manifestation of under-development, poverty, and spatial disorganization of the economy of underdeveloped sectors of the society, which arose partially as a result of past colonization and its adverse consequences on space economy. Taylor (2006) suggests that the steady influx of population into the urban center is disadvantageous in the sense that it escalates the tempo of unemployment as a result of excess population. Besides the problem of unemployment, the city, being a melting pot in which slowly but consistently all the rural components of the immigrant personality are dissolved will make sure that the immigrant is culturally deracinated. The victim of the breakdown in social control which is largely responsible for increased personal disorganization as manifest in crime, prostitution, alcoholism, drug addiction, mental disease, social unrest and political instability.
2.1.4 MIGRATION, URBAN DEVELOPMENT AND CHARACTERISTICS OF URBAN POVERTY
In many parts of the developing world, migration processes led to high rates of urbanization during the 1980s and 1990s (Blos et al, 1997; Dillon et al, 2011).  Fischer et al (1997) in their research discovered that the relationship between migration and development is currently considered via the concept of a ‘modified inverted U-curve’. Schuerkens (2005) observes that rural-urban migration brings about the progressive urbanization of societies. The author further notes that Marx, Myrdal, Hirschmann, and Wallerstein argued that migration increases rather than decreases development differences in the world (Schuerkens, 2005). 
It is now widely recognized that the rapid growth of urban populations has led to a worsening in absolute and relative poverty in urban areas (Chambers, 2006; Lucci et al, 2018; Ozaltin et al, 2019; Payne, 2005). Urban poverty has, until recently, been low on the agenda of development policy because of dominant perceptions of urban bias and the need to counter this with a focus on rural development policy.  However, policy interest in urban issues is increasing as a result of two phenomena: projections of a large and increasing proportion of poor people living in urban areas, partly as a result of urbanization; and claims that structural adjustment programmes - which have removed some of the urban bias, by removing price distortions - have led to a much faster increase in urban poverty than rural poverty (Lloyd-Jones & Rakodi, 2014).  
There have been two broad traditions in policy approaches to urban poverty (Amis 1995 (Amis, 1995; Moser, 1998). The first set of approaches has focused on the physical infrastructure problems of housing, sanitation, water, land use and transportation. Recently there has been more emphasis on private investment and an increased focus on institutional and management aspects of urban development. The second set of broad approaches has focused on economic and social infrastructure issues such as employment, education and community services.  In recent times, such approaches have put a lot of emphasis on sustainability issues and community involvement/participation in projects and programming.  
More recently, concerns with the urban environment and violence and insecurity in urban areas have come to the fore as factors, which undermine well-being and quality of life (Lloyd-Jones & Rakodi, 2014; Lucci et al, 2018).  There is evidence of a strong relationship between poor health and poor environmental quality (Hardoy & Satterthwaite, 2014). The externalities of urban production are disproportionately borne by the poor because of the spatial juxtaposition of industrial and residential functions, high living densities, overcrowded housing in a hazardous and inadequate supply of clean water, sanitation and solid waste disposal services (Wratten, 1995).
In the views of Hardoy et al (1992) discussions of sustainable cities in the third world countries bring up urbanization patterns, which have frequently been based upon a number of commonly accepted premises. In developing nations, it is asserted, are characterized by high rates of urban population growth, heavy rural-to-urban migration, and by a rapid expansion of urban slum and squatter communities, as existing housing facilities prove inadequate to fill the increasing demand for low-cost dwelling space. In a nutshell, cities in the developing world are always plagued by the disease of migration from rural regions (Walton & Seddon, 2008). However, there had been many cases of migration from the landowning households, the members of which migrated to maximize income from diversified sources and the migration remained largely non-permanent in nature (Kiser, 1970).
2.1.5 RURAL-URBAN LINKAGES AND POVERTY
Cities in Nigeria, as elsewhere, have historically exerted potent influences on the countryside. Schuerkens (2005) argues that migrants are social actors who are members of national systems that define their life-chances. A migrant originating from a poor country may try to reduce a situation of power deficit due to an insufficient salary in his or her region of origin by a migration to a regional context that may permit him or her to obtain a higher salary. The researcher goes on to observe that often the possibility is not given to change this situation in the country of origin and political authorities may favor transnational migrations in order to permit certain groups to gain access to contexts that satisfy their aspirations (Schuerkens, 2005). It is pertinent to note that numerous studies by social scientists recognize the differences between life in the towns and in the countryside (Ajaero & Onokala, 2013; Amis, 1995; Beall, 1997; Tacoli et al, 2015). 
Perhaps the work of Wirth (1938) has been the most influential. This work outlines the theory that an increase in the size and density of population in a settlement leads to increased anonymity, a more widespread division of labor, and in turn, greater social heterogeneity. Relationships become impersonal so that the urbanite lost the “spontaneous self-expression, morale, and sense of participation” that are associated with living in an integrated, moral countryside. He believes that it is primarily this heterogeneity, which accounts for the anomic quality of urban life. In addition to the city’s cultural diversity, the fragmentation of social relationship is compounded by the seeming non connectedness of various facets of urban life.
Walton & Seddon (2008) argue convincingly that natural growth results from an excess of births over deaths within a city; this is a growth caused by the natural reproduction of the city's residents. Net migration produces urban growth when migration into the city exceeds migration out of the city. Migrants into a city usually share the same nationality as their urban-born counterparts and originate from the country's rural areas. Many things attract these people to the city: most importantly, they may need to escape a rural environment increasingly incapable of sustaining them, and they may be attracted by an urban environment that seems to offer a better standard of living.
The two motivations are often related but are nevertheless distinct. In the first instance, the rural environment acts as a "push" factor on migrants. Here rural conditions are sometimes attributed to rapid population growth; excess labor supply in the countryside aggravates rural poverty, providing a "push" to the cities.  As recent work suggests that rural out-migration can also stem from generally low economic growth rates, shifts in agricultural productivity, and inequalities in rural land tenure (Ajaero & Onokala, 2013; Tacoli et al, 2015). Factors such as climate, land availability, level of agricultural technology, demand for agricultural products and the availability of credit, fertilizers, and technical assistance are thus key in determining the degree to which the rural economy can absorb a growing rural labor force.
The findings of Eckstein (1990) reveal that cities also "pull" migrants in their direction by providing better employment and income opportunities than the countryside. Large urban areas are often the major engines of wealth generation in developing economies, providing dense and synergistic concentrations of capital, talent, and entrepreneurial opportunity. Industries tend to locate themselves in urban areas. Markets are large, which means industries can take advantage of economies of scale, and cities provide convenient access to domestic and international markets through diverse transportation systems. Industries also benefit from access to highly specialized financial, legal, and technical services. The marginal costs of increments to urban infrastructure are also lower in large cities, which encourage governments to provide basic services.
In recent years, scholars have recognized that much rural-urban migration in developing countries is "circular" (Imbert & Papp, 2020; Skeldon, 2014; Walton & Seddon, 2008). Some migrants move to the city for relatively short periods and then return to the countryside. Often, this circular migration is prompted by changing the availability of seasonal employment in the countryside and the city; it also arises from migrants' desires to remain in contact with their home communities (Gidwani & Sivaramakrishnan, 2003). Analysts note that circular or transient migration makes it hard to estimate the relative contribution to urban growth of movement from rural areas (Morgan, 1973 (Morgan, 1973).
The findings of Taiwo & Festus (2013) show that planning for future migration process and even addressing present ones, requires the type of detailed demographic and social analysis which the National Population Commission has provided in the ‘Analytical Report at the National Level’ of the 2006 population census of the Federal Republic of Nigeria. It notes that the rural population grew at a rate of about 1.70 percent in comparison with 4.52 percent for the urban population.” Such a concentration of population, particularly in conditions of urban poverty, poorly built and crowded dwellings, in which the vast majority of the people live, and despite the advantages of more social services and facilities available in urban areas, (water, electricity, educational institutions, health facilities etc.). Rural-urban migration still persists, even in the face of worsening urban unemployment and prospect for better living in the rural agricultural sector because, although inadequate work opportunities prevail both in the urban and rural areas, the former is fairly superior in terms of educational facilities which might benefit the migrant and his children.
3.1 RESEARCH DESIGN AND SETTING
The social survey method was employed in this work. According to Schaefer (2001: 40) a research design is a detailed plan or method for obtaining data scientifically. Distinctively, social survey as used in this work is a specification of procedures for gathering information about a large number of people by collecting information from a few of them. Consequently, the sample size considered convenient to handle by the researcher was used to facilitate primary data collection in this research to generate empirical data for the study. In sum, the researcher utilized a quantitative design approach.
This study is carried out in Kubwa settlement in Bwarri Area Council of the Federal Capital Territory, Abuja. According to Nzekwe (1998), Abuja is located in the Guinea Savanna region of the Middle-Belt in Nigeria and bounded to the north by kaduna state, Nasarawa state to the east and south-east, in the south west by Kogi state and Niger state to the west. Abuja is located at latitude 8* 26’ and 90* 20’ north of the equator and longitude 6* 45’ and 7* 30’ east of the Greenwich meridian. The topology is 52% plain and 48% high land with the highest point of 760 meters above sea level at Bwari (Nzekwe 1998).
Kubwa, the setting of this study can be conveniently described as a miniature Nigeria because the area is peopled by all the ethnic groups in Nigeria as well as people from all walks of life. Kubwa is thus a multi-ethnic community, which play host to people from various parts of Nigeria. The National Population Commission puts the population of Abuja by 2006 at 1.5 million based on the 2006 population census figure projection keeping migration activities constant through the period under projection (National Population Commission, 2010). It is instructive to note that this projected figure appears to be incorrect going by the current figure, which stands at well over 3.2 million people in 2020. The Population Reference Bureau aptly points out that different population projections can produce widely varying population sizes, age structures and distributions due to the inherent problems in establishing baseline data and the uncertainties in projecting trends in vital rates.
3.2 	SAMPLE  SIZE AND INSTRUMENT OF DATA COLLECTION
The sample size was 178 respondents. This size is considered adequate and representative enough on the issues being investigated. Allocations of numbers to the different parts of Kubwa were based on the 2006 -projected figure. As such, 32 respondents were sampled from phase 1, 30 respondents were sampled from phase 3, 40 respondents were sampled from village, 36 respondents from phase 4, and 40 respondents were selected from the Federal Housing Estate. The main instrument of data collection used by the researcher is the questionnaire method.  The questionnaire was made up of structured questions set up in the schedule bearing 35 questions; some of the questions were close-ended and some open-ended. The researcher is of the belief that this research inventory would make analyses easier since it has higher tendencies of extracting meaningful responses from the respondents. The use of this method is justified because of the need to offer respondents the freedom to answers the questions with ease. The questions were divided into two parts viz: personal characteristics of respondents, which elicit background demographic data of respondents and behavioral/attitudinal characteristics of respondents as they relate to rural-urban migration and urban poverty in Abuja.

4.1 DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS
In analyzing the data, we adopted relevant statistical methods. The use of SPSS, a computer-based program to analyze the data generated aided analyses in no small measure. After data were entered, the files were opened and edited for entry errors. The use of multivariate analytical tool is to cope with the different data collected. In analyzing the data that relate directly to the research hypothesis, the used of test statistics particularly chi-square (x2) was utilized in addition to using percentage tables to beef up and strengthen the quality of our findings.
According to the data cross-tabulated in table 4.1, migration is selective on the basis of educational attainment, sex, and age. It can be seen from the table that there is a clear pattern for migration rates to go up as educational attainment goes up. This is because as a social behavior, migration is a conscious decision to move away from one place to another in search of better opportunities. Consequently, those who have acquired skills and knowledge through education migrate to the city to seek employment. This finding tallies with the position of Schuerkens (2005), who argues that migrants are social actors who are members of national systems that define their life-chances. The discovery also corroborates Lee Ducoff et al (1965) when he posits that migration is selective (that is, not everyone migrates, only a selected portion of the population).
TABLE 4.1: EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT BY SEX OF RESPONDENTS 
	
Education
	                                  Sex

	
	Male
	Female
	Total

	
	Frequency
	%
	Frequency
	%
	Frequency
	%

	Primary
Secondary
Tertiary
Did not go to Sch.
	2
51
49
15
	1.7
43.6
41.9
12.8

	8
24
17
12
	13.1
39.3
27.9
19.7
	10
75
66
27
	5.6
42.1
37.1
15.2

	Total
	117
	100
	61
	100
	178
	100


Source: Field survey, 2019/2020.
Table 4.1 shows that 76% of the respondents with Advanced level education, (tertiary education) said they are currently working, while 69.4% of respondents with secondary education are currently working. The table further shows that 29.6% of the respondents with no education are currently working. On the other hand, the table shows that only 24% of respondents with A’ Level education are currently not working, while 30.6% of them with O’level education are currently not working. It goes on to indicate that 70.4% of respondents who did not go to school said they are currently not working. The continued stay of those who are unemployed in the urban centers can be explained by the hope that they will eventually find rewarding employment in the city. As Callaway, (1963) notes, this hope to eventually find rewarding employment in the city for some may be illusory and may sink the migrants into abject poverty. The finding validates Rieger & Beegle (1974), argument that migrants often sustain a period of unemployment, engendering financial insecurity, if not dependency.
TABLE 4.2: EMPLOYMENT STATUS BY LEVEL OF EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF RESPONDENTS.

	
Employment     Status
	
Level of Education of Respondents

	
	A’ Level
	O’ Level
	Did not go to School

	Currently Working
	(50) 76
	(39) 69.4
	(8)   29.6

	Currently Unemployed
	(16) 24
	(26) 30.6
	(19) 70.4

	Total
	(66) 100
	(85) 100
	(27) 100


Source: Field survey, 2019/2020.
Table 4.2 asked to state their estimated monthly income, 96 out of the 174 respondents representing 55.2% said they earn between N1.00 and N35, 000 (US$ 70). While 78 of the respondents representing 44.8% earn from N36, 000 (US$72) and above. The import of this is to show the percentage of the population living below the poverty line of two dollar per day. The table may not show the exact situation due to level of income misreporting by the respondents. For example, only 130 respondents said they were currently working but 174 respondents filled the column for estimated monthly income. The misinformation by the respondents may have been caused by the tendency to impress the female research assistants who helped the researcher to administer the questionnaires. It is important to note that, an informed anonymous Central Bank of Nigeria source revealed to the researcher that the minimum amount required to lead the minimum standard of life in Abuja is N45, 000.00 (US$90), while the national average was put at N20, 000 (US$40) in 2006 survey. The source further revealed that the result of the survey by CBN in 2013 is not published because; it is likely to validate the agitation for an upward review of the minimum wage by workers.
It can be concluded that if the amount required to lead a minimum life is even N35, 000 (US$70), then the 55.2% of the respondents who said they earn below N35, 000.00 (US$70) are living below the minimum standard of livelihood in Nigeria.
    4.3:	PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LEVEL OF MONTHLY INCOME.
	Level of Income 
	Frequency of Respondents
	% of Respondents

	N1 –35, 000
	96
	55.2

	N36, 000+
	78
	44.8

	Total 
	174
	100


Source: Field Survey, 2019/2020
According to the information presented in table 4.3, 65.1% of respondents engaged in administrative occupations have high income while 35.1% of the respondents engaged in menial occupations have high income. On the other hand, 34.9% of the respondents in administrative occupation have low income while 64.9% of them in menial occupations have low income. The interpretation here is that 30% more of the respondents engaged in administrative jobs have high income than those engaged in menial jobs. The conclusion that can be drawn from the data is that, there is a fairly strong positive relationship between the type of occupation a person is engaged in and level of income. This can be justified by the 30% difference between nature of job and level of income as shown in the table. This is in line with the argument of Kohout (1974:75) where he discusses table analyses and interpretations.
TABLE 4.4: PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LEVEL OF INCOME BY NATURE OF JOB OF RESPONDENTS

	Level of Income
	Nature of Job
	   Total
	% Difference 

	
	Administrative
	Menial
	
	

	High Income
	(41) 65.1
	(40) 35.1
	 (81) 45.8
	30

	Low Income
	(22) 34.9
	(74) 64.9
	(96) 54.2 
	-30

	Total
	(63) 100
	(114) 100
	(177) 100
	


          Source: Field survey, 2019/2020.
Table 4.4 asked to know anybody who moved into Kubwa from the village in the last 12 months, 86.9% of the 175 respondents answered in the affirmative. The inference from the data presented on the table is that nearly everyone knows a new migrant from the rural area who moved into the city recently. We can conveniently conclude from the data that there is high volume of migration from the countryside to the urban center.
TABLE 4.5:	KNOWLEDGE ABOUT ARRIVAL OF MIGRANTS IN THE LAST 12 MONTHS.
	Know About New Arrival
	Frequency 
	% 

	Yes
	152
	86.9

	No
	23
	13.1

	Total 
	175
	100


Source: Field Survey, 2019/2020.
Table 4.5 shows that more than 76.8% of the 155 respondents said the new migrants known to them are currently looking for work. This percentage represents the number of the new migrants who are unemployed. 9% of the respondents said the new arrivals they know are currently doing nothing. In other words, they are idle and currently neither seeking employment nor engaged in any productive venture. This category of new arrivals may represent those who are full-time housewives, or children. The underlying fact from the data is that there is high level of unemployment among the new arrivals to the city. This is because the migrants may be on the streets for years in search of jobs that are non-existent especially in this era of retrenchment under the guise of ‘job cut,’ ‘down-sizing’ or ‘right-sizing’ of the workforce in line with the current government’s economic reform agenda.
TABLE 4.6: EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF NEW MIGRANTS.
		Employment Status
	Frequency 
	% 

	Working 
	19
	12.3

	Looking for work 
	119
	76.8

	Doing nothing 
	14
	9.0

	Other 
	3
	1.9

	Total 
	155
	100


Source: Field Survey, 2019/2020
Table 4.6 shows that the level of inhibition of meeting respondents set goals and target in Abuja by inadequate housing is 17.8% very great, 15.9% great, 16.6% little and 5.8% not at all. For inadequate transport facility, the level of influence is 15.5% very great, 24.2% greats, 14.7% little and 5.1% not at all. The table further shows that the level to which unemployment/unemployment defers respondents’ development is 25.4% very great, 11.6% great, and 4.3% little and 5.8% not at all. On high cost of living the level of inhibition of target goals shows 28.9% very great, 11.6% great, and 2.9% little and 1.4% not at all.
Furthermore, the table shows relatively very little influence of ethnic/religious crisis, and crime, on respondents’ meeting their set goals and targets in Abuja. For demand from family members, the level of influence shows that migrants make little remittances to their people left in the rural areas. This is in line with Todaro (1997) discovery that migrants are perpetually tired to their place of origin through income and wealth remittances. 
TABLE 4.7: LEVEL OF INFLUENCE OF PROBLEMS ON RESPONDENTS’ ATTAINMENT OF GOALS IN ABUJA.
	                  Problem
	Level of Influence

	
	Very great
	Great
	Little
	Not at all

	Inadequate housing facility 
	11.8
	15.9
	16.6
	5.8

	Inadequate transport facility 
	15.5
	24.2
	14.7
	5.1

	Unemployment/underemployment 
	 25.4
	11.6
	4.3
	5.8

	Crime 
	 6.5
	14.5
	20.9
	29.9

	Ethnic/religious crisis 
	1.0
	4.3
	10.0
	45.9

	High cost of living 
	28.9
	11.6
	2.9
	1.4

	Demand from family members 
	4.8
	17.9
	32.7
	14.0

	Total 
	100
	100
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2019/2020.
Table 4.7, which is a truncated table, shows that most of the respondents spend large portion of their monthly earnings on food. On the average, respondents spend about 60% of their income on food. The implication of this is that, level of income influences taste. This is because both the low-income and high-income earner among the respondents spend fairly even proportion of their monthly income on food.
4.8: SOME PERCENTAGES OF INCOME SPENT ON FOOD BY LEVEL OF INCOME OF 	RESPONDENTS.

	Level of Income
	AMOUNT SPENT ON FOOD

	
	N1-3,000
	N 4,000-6,000
	N7,000-9,000
	N10,000-15,000
	N16,000-25,000
	N26000 -35,000

	N 1-3,000
	(4) 100
	
	
	
	
	

	N4000-6,000
	(1) 30.1
	(14) 100
	
	
	
	

	N7000-9,000
	(9) 18.8
	(38) 62.5
	
	
	
	

	N10000-15,000
	
	
	(8) 64
	(4) 100
	
	

	N16000-25,000
	(1) 7.3
	(5) 24.4
	(11) 39.0
	(6) 61
	
	

	N26000-35,000
	
	
	(4) 26.2
	(7) 41
	(2) 67.2
	

	N36000-45000
	
	
	(1) 19.8
	(3) 30.9
	(1) 50.6
	(1) 75.3

	N46000-55,000
	
	
	
	
	(4) 40.6
	(1) 60.4


Source: Field survey, 2019/2020

4.2 TEST OF HYPOTHESIS
Table 4.8 presents comparison of percentages of migrants and non-migrants on socio-economic indicators. The term migrants and non-migrants as used in the table refer to most recent movement to Abuja particularly from 1999-2019, since almost all the people residing in Abuja, particularly in the municipal area and suburbs migrated from somewhere else to settle there. The researcher discovered that 46% of migrants are employed, and 87% of non-migrants are employed. It was also discovered that 23% of migrants have some levels of higher education while 92% of non-migrants have higher education. Similarly, 32% of migrants have high income while 84% of non-migrants have high income. 

TABLE 4.9: COMPARISON OF PERCENTAGES OF MIGRANTS WITH NON- MIGRANTS ON SELECTED SOCIO- ECONOMIC INDICATORS.
 
	Indicator
	Migrants
	Non- Migrants
	

	Employed
	46
	87
	133

	Higher Education 
	23
	92
	115  

	High Income
	32
	84
	116


          
                                                                  101                   263             N = 364
Source: Field Survey, 2019/2020           

The Chi-square is therefore computed to test whether the difference observed is significant or not. 
H0:	Rural-urban migration is not likely to influence the level of urban poverty (X2 = 0)
H1:	Rural-urban migration is likely to influence the level of urban poverty
 (X2  0).  The test was performed on P = .05 level of significance
Since the calculated X2 value of 6.54 is greater than the table X2 value of 5.99, the Null hypothesis, which states that rural-urban migration is not likely to influence the level of urban poverty, is hereby rejected.  Consequently, the alternative hypothesis, which states that rural-urban migration is likely to influence the level of urban poverty, is hereby accepted. The conclusion on the basis of the test of hypothesis carried out is that, rural-urban migration influences the level of urban poverty. This finding agrees with the argument of Gugler & Flanagan (1978) when they discussed “migration to urban centers of unemployment.” They holds that most migrants have a pretty accurate idea about what to expect and that their migration decisions are rational in economic terms. By joining the urban unemployed, they participate in a lottery; they try their luck at the urban economy game. In like manners, Gugler & Flanagan (1978) notes that when migration occurs with any appreciable volume, it may have a significant effect on the social, cultural, and economic structure of both donor and host regions.

5.1 SUMMARY, RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSION 
5.2 SUMMARY 
The findings of the study illustrate that the intentions for migrating are overwhelmingly economic and linked to the support and survival of the family base in the village. Key migration factors are unemployment, very low incomes, lack of rural job opportunities, landlessness and bad living conditions in rural Nigeria.  Abuja, the respondents said offers higher wages, more regular work, a more exciting life (for some) and, most important of all, the chance to remit cash in order to support family members at home in the village.
It was also discovered from the data collected that, high rates of unemployment and underemployment as urban labor markets are unable to absorb the expanding number of job seekers, soaring urban poverty, insufficient shelter, inadequate sanitation, inadequate or contaminated water supplies, serious air pollution and other forms of environmental degradation, congested streets, and overloaded public transportation systems, continue to exacerbate the rate of urban poverty in Abuja despite the glaring flamboyance of the elites.
From the data presented and analyzed as well as other responses, it was discovered that migrants to Abuja find jobs as bricklayers, caterers, drivers, hairdressers, motorcyclists, security guards, clerks, electricians, computer operators, printers, spare parts dealers, traders, personal servants, domestic helps, photographers, sales attendants, tailors, teachers and civil servants. Average household density is 3 persons per room in addition to children. The research findings align with the views of Todaro, (1997) when he observes that, bulk of the new entrants into the urban labor force seem to create their own employment or work for small-scale, family-owned enterprises. Another startling finding is that most people spend more than their monthly earnings on food; while on the average respondents spend about 60% of their income on food. The greatest problems confronting migrants in Abuja are unemployment, inadequate housing, high cost of living, and inadequate transport facilities. Level of income is generally low and although, the city cannot be said to be poor, the people are poor as poverty is evident among them.
5.1.1 RECOMMENDATIONS
Arising from the findings of this study, the following recommendations are made as the researcher’s contribution towards addressing the problems of rural-urban migration and urban poverty. It must be stated at once that the recommendations are by no means exhaustive.
i. It is recommended that in order to address the scale and complex nature of urban poverty problems, access to secure and safe housing, which is a central feature of urban poverty, must be provided for the people at affordable and convenient rate. In addition, integrated programmes of health, education, and infrastructure support as well as basic needs support targeted at the poor need to be vigorously pursued. 
ii. We advocate a more efficient vital registration system particularly the aspect that relates to migration activities in order to effectively ascertain the volume and trends in migration behavior in the country. There is also the need to stress the inevitability of championing the capacity building for migration database system in Nigeria. This will no doubt aid policies and programmes that seek to enhance up-to-date population data and form the essential building block of sustainable urban and rural development.
iii. Finally we recommend to researchers doing studies on urban poverty to note that poverty analysis must focus on a household’s means of survival and its room for maneuver in adopting different coping strategies. This necessarily involves a discussion of household composition. Such an analysis must go beyond a solely income-based view of poverty and include an understanding of vulnerability, entitlement and social exclusion, which emphasizes the importance of assets, and processes of exclusion.
5.1.2   CONCLUSION
Migration and poverty are challenges we ignore at our peril. As a matter of fact, the findings of this study reveal that rural-urban migration is not an issue we can relegate to the sidelines of development. Poverty analysis must focus on a household’s means of survival and its room for maneuver in adopting different coping strategies.  Although the country enjoys positive economic growth, there is widespread rural and urban poverty, high population growth, limited rural and urban resources, and high levels of rural-urban migration. Social welfare is not only limited but merely reduced to ‘photo charity’ and unemployment is high. This is even more so as the migration of people to cities that do not have sufficient jobs to absorb the newcomers productively constitute the cause of the growing ranks of urban poor and unemployed. 
As about 70% of the respondents suggested, unless we drastically change our agricultural and rural development policy, a higher tempo of rural-urban migration will create rural de-population and will lead to lowered agricultural productivity which will in turn exacerbate the problems of urban poverty, unemployment and under-employment. This is informed by the fact that large urban areas are often the major engines of wealth generation in developing economies, providing dense and synergistic concentrations of capital, talent, and entrepreneurial opportunity, as Industries tend to locate themselves in urban areas.
[bookmark: _GoBack]This study concludes that there is a need to sensitize the government, planners, architects, urban sociologists, urban management information specialists, municipal engineers, etc through appropriate networking and advocacy to emphasize the need to reduce the urban bias of development strategies and encourage integrated rural development. This will reduce the wage differential between the urban and rural area. It should be stressed that creating urban jobs is an insufficient solution to the urban unemployment problem because more migration is induced. Consequently, the bulk of the migrants will continue to escape from rural poverty into urban misery.
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