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ABSTRACT  

This research carefully evaluate the driving school standardization programme 

(DSSP) since its inception in the year 2008. Investigation were made into the 

objective of DSSP. Secondary data were collected to determine the post and 

preDSSP effect on road traffic crash as well as the vehicular population at every 

given year. Three sets of primary data were collected. Firstly to ascertain the level 

of compliance by the driving schools on the driving school standardization 

programme, second to determine the effect of the training received by drivers on 

knowledge of road traffic signs and regulations and its effect on their driving habit.  

Thirdly the quality of service delivery by drivers on the commuters.  A total of 320 

copies of questionnaires were administered, out of which a total number of 250 were 

duly completed and returned. Data were analyzed using pair sample t-test analysis. 

Factor analysis was employed to condense large number of variables with a view to 

identify the underlying variables that really explains the pattern of correlation with 

a set of observed variables. Result revealed that there was a significant improvement 

in road traffic crash reduction in the year 2010. However in the year, the crash 

statistics was high implying that the crash reduction was not consistent with the 

introduction of DSSP. Which suggest more effort to be geared towards driver 

education, enforcement, and establishment of more driving schools. 

Keywords: Driving school, road traffic, drivers, signs and regulations, driving habit,  

Federal road safety commission, driving school.
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CHAPTER ONE  

INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Background of the Study  

The process of turning out drivers in Nigeria over the years has become worrisome, 

as people just learn how to manipulate motor vehicles without actually passing 

through driving school. (Drivers Education Curriculum, 2013). This gave rise to 

avalanche of different types of training modules and curriculum which do not stand 

the test of time. Most commercial drivers do not pass through formal training both 

theoretically and practically, as most graduate from conductor to driver while others 

are not taught the art of driving by certified driver instructor. The scenario gave rise 

to the crises situation experienced on our roads. In other to curb the crises situation 

and to ensure standardization of driving schools in the country, the Federal Road 

Safety Commission has put in place a Driving School Standardization programme 

(DSSP). The programme aims at evolving minimum uniform standards for driving 

schools in Nigeria.  

The  Driving  School  Standardization  Programme  (DSSP)  regulates  the  

establishment of driving schools. Instructors, facilities, building/offices as well as 

the environment of the intending driving school and operators are initially appraised 

to achieve conformity to the DSSP guidelines before certification and licensing is 
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granted. The schools are also re – inspected periodically to ensure maintenance of 

the minimum standards is not compromised. The scheme believes in realizing the 

basic objectives of the driving schools which include:  

1. Reduction in road traffic crashes  

Nigeria has a bad record of road traffic accident. In 1976, there was 53,897 road 

traffic accidents resulting in 7,717 deaths. In 1981, the number of accident reduced 

to 35,114 accidents but the fatality increased to 10,236. On the average there were 

96 accidents and 28 deaths every day of that year. The situation in subsequent years 

is not significantly different, although fatality rate reduced to 9,707 in 1993 and 

6,521 in year 2000. International comparisons indicate that chances of vehicle killing 

someone in Nigeria are 47 times higher than in Great Britain. (Draft National 

Transport Policy 2010). Between the years 1996 to 2007, the number of road traffic 

crashes were 173,559.  However, between 2008 when the DSSP was established to 

2014, the country witnessed a total number of 255486 road traffic crashes. (FRSC 

Planning, Research and Statistics Department 2016). The vehicle operator is the key 

factor in road traffic accident and by implication, the key factor in ensuring safety. 

The principal instruments in improving driver behavior modification are Education, 

Training and Law enforcement    

2. Setting of uniform standards for all drivers  
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Prior to the formation and existence of the DSSP in the year 2008 by the FRSC, there 

were no uniform standards for the establishment, Registration, as well as the  

Training of the drivers. Both the Police Traffic Act and the law establishing the 

Vehicle Inspection unit were silent on such provisions. As each state of the 

federation adopted and operated individual standards she deemed fit. With little or 

no uniformly standardized and coordinated modules and curriculum that cuts across 

the Nation. Regulation 29 of the Nigerian Police Regulations established the Motor 

Traffic Divisions saddled with the following functions:  

a. The co-ordination of Police traffic control duties in area of responsibility of 

the motor traffic division  

b. The advising of local authorities on the setting up of physical aids to traffic 

control.  

c. The preparation of reports of motor traffic accidents and the testing for road- 

worthiness of motor vehicles involved in accidents.  

d. Subject to the approval of the Inspector General, the investigation and 

prosecution of motor traffic offences; and  

e. The maintenance of motor vehicle traffic statistics.   
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On the other hand, section 11 of the Lagos State Road Traffic law 2012 creates the 

Vehicle Inspection Services. The vehicle Inspection Services is empowered in 

section 12 of the law with the following responsibilities.  

a. Inspecting, controlling and regulating and enforcing the worthiness of motor 

vehicles in the state.  

b. Pre registration inspection of vehicles.  

c. Co-operating with other agencies to enforce traffic rules and regulations.  

d. Providing accessibility during emergency.  

e. Co-operating with relevant agencies in the prevention of accidents on the 

highways.  

f. Inspecting and issuance of Road worthiness certificate in respect of all 

vehicles.  

g. Ensuring that all vehicles plying roads are road worthy at all times.  

h. Training and testing of applicants for driver‟s licence  

i. Training and testing of applicants for Rider‟s card  

j. Carrying out inspection and issuing report on accident vehicles in the states.  

k. Preparing and keeping statutory registers, and database of all driving schools:  

The DSSP prepares and maintain a database of all accredited driving schools in the 

country. Any intending driver can simply go into the DSSP website for driving 

school information.  
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1. Improving driver‟s skills and knowledge on road signs, traffic laws/  

regulations.  
2. The DSSP seek to improve driver‟s skills and knowledge on road signs and 

traffic rules and regulation through formulation of educational modules and 

driver‟s instruction curriculum for teaching and learning in the driving 

schools.    

3. Safe operations of vehicles and inculcating safety consciousness and habit in 

drivers.  

  

1.2  Statement of Problem  

Proper training of drivers is also an important step in reducing crash. Although 

driving is a profession that should be learnt, there are few adequate driving schools 

in the country to create the right avenue for learning. (Draft National Transport 

Policy, 2010). The vehicle operator is the key factor in road traffic crash and by 

implications, the key factor in ensuring safety. The principal instruments in 

improving driver behavior modification are education, training and law enforcement. 

The driver training school administration in Nigeria had been in a crises situation for 

too long prior to the establishment of the Driving School Standardization Programme 

(DSSP) by the FRSC in the year 2008. There were no laid down procedure and 

processes for Driver Training as there exist avalanche of uncoordinated methods of 
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turning out drivers. Most drivers graduated from conductor to commercial drivers 

without passing through both theoretical and practical aspects of training as 

stipulated by law. Whereas others learnt the art of driving by trial and error.   

DSSP regulates the establishment of driving school  

The dangers of producing drivers who do not pass through a coordinated driver 

training programme include the followings.  

i. Increase in road traffic crashes which is one of the problem confronting the 

road transportation industry in Nigeria. Road transportation should be safe. Road 

safety refers to the reduction of road risk and crashes. The need to reduce road risk 

in Nigeria led to the establishment of Road Safety Commission on 1988. Road 

crashes have been increasing in high proportion over the years. This increase is fast 

becoming a source of worry to both the individuals and government world over. 

Also road traffic death is predicated to increase by some 80% in developing 

countries by 2020 if adequate means are not taken. (WHO, World Health Day 

Report, April 2004). It has been estimated that about 50 million die every year from 

road traffic crashes. All these crashes have implication on the socio economic cost 

which is very high on developing economies. Road crashes claim about 

$100million U.S Dollars, a figure that is double in developing countries. In the case 

of Nigeria, the comparative international statistics on road fatality rate indicates that 
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Nigeria tops the list with 26 deaths per 100,000 population as against 6, 7, 10 and 

16 deaths per 100,000 population in UK, Sweden, Canada and U.S.A respectively 

(Ibe 2011)  

The human factor accounts for about 90% of road traffic crashes (Nigeria Highway 

code, 2013). In order to achieve the recommended safety measures, there is an urgent 

need to modify the behavior of the road users and raise public awareness on road 

safety.  

ii. Increase recklessness on public roads: Drivers who do not undergo proper 

training exhibits act of recklessness on the road. A coordinated and standard drivers 

training scheme enhance sanity on our roads, and produce drivers who are 

knowledgeable on good driving ethics.     

  

A coordinated and conscious education of drivers will have a multiplier effect on 

safe operations of vehicles and safety consciousness that will result in a drastic 

reduction in road traffic crashes. Considering the enormous task ahead of the driving 

school standardization scheme, it is imperative to evaluate the scheme to ascertain 

the effectiveness of the programme.  
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1.3 Aim and Objectives of Study  

The aim of this study is to evaluate the Federal Road Safety Commission Driving 

School Standardization Programme (DSSP).  

To achieve this aim, the following are the objectives:  

1. To identify key variables of FRSC Driving School Standardization  

 Programme (DSSP)  

2. To evaluate the extent in which the FRSC has led to the reduction of road  

traffic crashes.  

3. To evaluate how the DSSP improved Road traffic signs knowledge and  

 excellent service delivery for drivers.  

4. To evaluate the extent at which the FRSC DSSP has set uniform standards  for 

drivers.  

  

1.4  Statement of Hypothesis  

The hypotheses to be tested in this research are:  

HO1: The FRSC driving school standardization programme do not have positive 

impact on the driving schools.  
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HO2: The FRSC driving school standardization programme do not have positive 

impact on the quality of drivers trained.  

  

1.5 Research Question  

The questions drawn from this research include: Are there course content by the 

driving school standardization scheme DSSP (Training programmes/curriculum) for 

Nigerian driving schools?  

1. Is there quality assurance in place to check their activities?  

2. Are there staff training programmes in place for driving school instructors/ 

proprietors?  

3. Are there standards to be met before a driving school can be granted  

certification?  

4. Are the driving schools constantly appraised to ensure conformity to standards 

by the DSSP?   

  

1.6 Scope of Study  

The study concentrates on the Federal Road Safety Commission Driving School  
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Standardization Programme (DSSP). It also x – rays the 0perations of the activities 

of the Driver Training Schools in the Federal Capital Territory (FCT) to ascertain 

the level of conformity to the DSSP scheme.  

  

1.7 Significance of the Study  

Research means search for knowledge. The purpose of research study is either to 

solve a specific problem or contribute to existing knowledge. This work is significant 

because of the following reasons:  

1. It x-rays the implementation of the Driving School Standardization  

Programme.  

2. It helps the driving schools to know what is required of them.  

3. It will help intending drivers to know the right place to go for their driver 

training.  

4. It also establishes a data – base for driving schools and their assessment.  

5. It helps road users to avoid road crash.  

6. It reveals the role human factor plays in the causes of road traffic crash.  

7. It brings to lime – light the importance of standardizing driver training 

programme in Nigeria.   
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8. Finally, it will be helpful to the government and other stake holders in the 

road transport industry in the area of policy formulation and planning.  

1.8 Limitations of Study  

The obstacles encountered which limit the scope of the frame of this work are as 

follows:  

1. Lack of articulate records keeping by concerned authority in the  

establishment.  

2. Insufficient data accessibility as the driver training schools were unwilling to 

release their information/data.  

3. Finance was also a barrier as sufficient funds was not readily available and 

enough to execute the research.  
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CHAPTER TWO  

REVIEW OF LITERATURE  

2.1 Training of Drivers  

According to the FRSC driving school training manual (2013), it is a known fact that 

using the road and driving are important task in our daily activities and as thousands 

of motorists ply the roads daily, the number of road crash increases because, most of 

the drivers driving these vehicles are not properly trained in the act of driving neither 

do they understand the basic principles of driving.  

The Draft National Transport Policy (2010). Says that, although driving is a 

profession that should be learnt, there are few adequate driving schools in the 

country to create the right avenue for learning.  

Regulation 33 (1) and 45 (1) of the National Road Traffic Regulation 2012, 

empowers the Federal Road Safety Commission to:  

(a) Make regulations relating to establishment, investigation and certification of 

driving schools in Nigeria.  

(b) Establish model driving schools in each state of the federation and FCT.  
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(c) Regulate the establishment and registration of private and government owned 

driving schools and set guidelines for the establishment of such driving 

schools.  

(d) Set guidelines for the establishment of such driving schools.  

(e) Compel all fresh applicants, for driver‟s license to undergo prescribed test  

before the issuance of driver‟s license.   

It is in pursuance to the above laws and regulations that FRSC gave birth to the  

Driving School Standardization Programme (DSSP)   

 Section 23 (1) of the Federal Road Safety Commission (Establishment) Act, (FRSC 

Act, 2007) states that “a person shall not drive on a highway, a motor vehicle of any 

class or description unless he is the holder of a valid driver‟s licence. A legally 

recognized driver operates the vehicle after undergoing and passing driving 

instructions in a government approved driving school and is certified and issued a 

driving licence to operate or drive a particular category or categories/ classes of 

vehicles. In order to ensure that only driving schools that are of standards are the 

ones engaged in training of drivers, the Federal Road Safety Commission has put in 

place a Driving School Standardization programme (DSSP) which aims at evolving 

minimum uniform standards for driving schools in Nigeria. DSSP regulates the 

establishment of driving schools. (www.frsc.dssp.org 2015).  
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Drivers Education Curriculum (2013) states that the process of turning out drivers in 

Nigeria over the years has become worrisome, as people just learn how to manipulate 

motor vehicles without actually passing through driving school.   

Ibe (2011) ascertain that errors leading to accident can be minimized through the 

improvement of driver‟s skills through driver‟s education. He went further to state 

that a good driver knows the law, the rules of the road, himself, his vehicle and the 

nature of and dangers in traffic, these characteristics cannot be acquired without a 

good training from the right source, which is the driver‟s training school. The 

Federal Road Safety Corps Nigerian Highway Code 2012 states categorically clear 

that crash claims the lives of more passengers than drivers. On the average eight 

passengers are killed along side with only one driver. It further states that the human 

factor constitutes about 90% of road traffic crashes out of this percentage, drivers 

make up 80%. According to Ogwude (2010). The severity of road crash measured 

in terms of the number of person killed in every 100 crashes has remained high rising 

from 45 persons in 2003 to 59 persons in 2008. While this situation represents a 

gloomy picture of transport usage in the country, it is equally sad to note that over 

80 percent of all crashes on Nigerian roads can be attributed to human causes. To be 

sure, the most important causes of road crashes usually identified by the Federal 

Road Safety Corps and the Nigerian Police relate to  

Driver‟s errors, his arousal and level of experience. Regulation 45 of the National  
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Road Traffic Regulation (2012) provides that an applicant for a fresh driver‟s license 

shall furnish evidence of training at an approved driving school. This is in addition 

to a leaner‟s permit which shall be accomplished with a certificate of visual acuity 

and general fitness test. Summing it up, Olagunju (2011) emphasized that our drivers 

should be well trained. They should be taught the Defensive driving techniques on 

the road. The driving schools should be standardized and those who do not meet the 

required standards closed down and their certificate if any withdrawn. He also 

stressed that the syllabus, the teaching aids and facilities should be upgraded to meet 

the needs of modern times. All fresh driver‟s license applicants should go through 

driving schools, while licensed ones should always go through refresher or 

improvement courses.  

  

2.2 Objectives of Driving Schools Standardization Programme (DSSP)  

According to Kayode (2013), Standard can refer to an aspect of performance, or to 

the level of performance, or to a combination of both. The level of performance can 

be specified tightly or described in terms that will vary according to the context. 

These standards can be considered minimum levels required, or levels required to be 

considered „best practice‟. For standardization of training, instructors are to undergo 
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training and certification organized by the Federal Road Safety Commission (FRSC) 

before they are allowed to train in various driving schools.    

The Driving Schools Standardization Programme (DSSP) aimed at evolving 

minimum uniform standards in Nigeria is saddled with the following objectives.  

1. Reduction of road traffic crash through standardization of driving school.  

2. Setting uniform standards for all drivers  

3. Instilling in the drivers the knowledge of road traffic signs and regulations and 

simple working mechanism of the vehicles.  

4. Improving driving skills necessary for the job 5. Enhance excellent service 

delivery by drivers.  

6. Ensuring better road safety culture.  

2.2.1 The Scope of Driving Schools Standardization Programme Below 

is the scope of the driving schools standardization programme:  

1. Identify locations of driving schools in the state.  

2. Carry out inspection of the driving schools.  

3. Register driving schools that meet minimum standards.  

4. Recommend driving schools for certification by Federal Road Safety 

Commission Training Standards and Certification department National  
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Headquarters.  
5. Carry out regular inspection to ensure that the standard of the driving 

school are sustained.  

6. Encourage private investment in the establishment of driving schools.  

7. Sanction any driving school in the form of suspension, withdrawal of 

certificate and closure if they fail to conform to the required standards.  

2.2.2 Procedures for Establishing Driving Schools.      

The establishment of a driving school is on public – private participation. The 

private sector is encouraged to invest in the schools while the Corps provides 

enabling environment for compliance and setting up of standards for operation. 

State governments are equally encouraged to establish driving schools, if they 

desire. A prospective driving school proprietor is expected to obtain the 

registration from (MVA 10D) at no cost from any FRSC Command nearest to 

him. On completion and returning the form to the FRSC Office, the Training 

Standards and Certification (TSC) Department will carry out inspection and 

assessment of the proposed driving school for possible approval and certification. 

(www.frsc.gov.ng). In addition, the driving school instructors as part of the 

requirements of certification are expected to have attended FRSC instructors 

Training programme.  

There are six (6) categories of certificates granted to driving schools. These are:  
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Table 2.1: GRADES OF CERTIFICATION:  
SN  GRADE  PERCENTAGE %  
1  FCA  90-100 (the school attends 90-100% requirements)  
2  FCB  80-89 ( the school attends 80-89% requirements)  
3  FCC  70-79 (the school attends 70-79% requirements)  
4  PCD  60-69 (the school attends 60-69% requirements)  
5  PCE  50-59 (the school attends 50-59% requirements)  
6  NC  Below 50. ( the school attends below 50% requirements)  

(Source: FRSC 4th quarter lecture series, (2014).  

Key:  

FCA= Full certification class “A”  

FCB= Full certification class “B”  

 FCC= Full certification class “C”    

PCD= provisional certification class “D”  

PCE=Provisional certification class “C” NC= 

Not certified.  

Table 2.2        ACCREDITED DRIVING SCHOOLS IN FCT  
SN  NAME OF DRIVING SCHOOL  ADDRESS  STATUS  
1.  ASO DRIVING SCHOOL  OPP.  NNPC  MEGA 

STATION ABUJA  
FULL  
(A)  

CERTIFICATION  

2.   JOTHAM DRIVING INSTITUTE  SUITE D11 EFAB MALL, 
AREA 11 GARIKI ABUJA  

FULL  
(A)  

CERTIFICATION  

3.  LUCKY STAR DRIVING SCHOOL   OPP.  DANICE  APO 
ABUJA.  

FULL  
(A)  

CERTIFICATION  
4.  GLORY INTERNATIONAL DRIVING SCH  OPP. NICON INSURANCE 

CBD ABUJA  
FULL  
(B)  

CERTIFICATION  

5.  MIRACLE DRIVING SCH.  ANGAR PLAZA MPAPE 
ABUJA  

FULL  
(B)  

CERTIFICATION  

6.  ROYAL DRIVING SCH.  3D AVENUE GWARINPA  
ABUJA  

FULL  
(B)  

CERTIFICATION  

7.  DEVINE INT. DRIVING SCH.  OPP.  NNPC  MEGA 
STATION ABUJA  

FULL  
(C)  

CERTIFICATION  

8.  FLAME DRIVING SCH.  SUITE A42 MIB PLAZA 
GWARINPA ABUJA  

FULL  
(C)  

CERTIFICATION  
9.  MASTER DRIVING SCH.  AREA 10, ABUJA  FULL  

(C)  
CERTIFICATION  
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10.  NATUS DRIVING SCH.  OPP.  UNI  ABUJA 
TEACHING  HOSPITAL 

GWAGWALADA, ABUJA  
FULL  
(C)   

CERTIFICATION   

11.  OLABISI DRIVING SCHOOL  1ST AVENUE BY BIK0  FULL  CARTIFICATION  
  GWARINPA  (C  

12.  TESSY DRIVING SCHOOL   OPP  DEFENCE 
MINISTRY  AREA 
 10, ABUJA  

FULL  CERTIFICATION 
(C)   

13.  ASETON DRIVE RIGHT SCHOOL  34 OFEM OBOMA CBN 
CHODS ESTATE WUMBA  
DISTRICT APO ABUJA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (D)   

14.  DOD‟SGRACE DRIVING SCHOOL  OPP.  NEPA  OFFICE 
KARU SITE FCT  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (D)   

15.  MARTINS INT. DRIVING SCH.  OPP.  NEPA  AREA 
 10 ABUJA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (D)  

16.  NEWMAN DRIVING SCHOOL  BEHIND NEW PLAZA 
HOTEL PLAZA ABUJA  

PROVISIOAN  
CERTIFICATION (D)   

17.  PIONEER DRIVING SCHOOL  MALAM SHEHU PLAZA  
JABI ABUJA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (D)   

18.  UNITY AND PEACE DRIVING SCH.  OPP. EBONY HOSPITAL 
GWARINPA ABUJA  

PROVISIOAN  
CERTIFICATION (D)   

19  ACCESS DRIVING SCH.  FHA NYANYA ALONG 
KARU ROAD, ABUJA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (E)   

20  ASS DRIVING SCHOOL  APO ZONE A ABUJA  PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (E)  

21.  HALL MAKE DRIVING SCHOOL  PLOT 549 CBD BEHIND 
ICPC ABUJA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (E)  

22.  RITI GLOBAL DRIVING SCHOOL  BEHIND CIVIC CENTRE 
GWAGWALADA.  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (E)   

23.  SAVELIFE/EXCELLENCE DRIVING   OPP.JIKWOYI  POLOCE 
STATION  

PROVISIONL  
CERTIFICATION  

24  STANDARD DRIVING SCH  OPP. OCEANIC BANK 3RD 
AVE. GWARINPA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (E)  

25.  SUCCESS DRIVING SCH.  OPP.  SHIPERS 
 HOUSE GARKI 
FCT  

PROVISIONAL  
CERTIFICATION (E)  

26.  WISDOM DRIVING SCHOOL  OPP. CUSTOM CLINIC 
KARU ABUJA  

PROVISIONAL  
CERFICATION (E)  

Source: www.frsc. Dssp.org. (2015).   
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 Table 2.3  
SUMMARY OF REPORTED ROAD TRAFFIC CRASHES TRENDS IN NIGERIA: FROM 2000 – 2014.  
YEAR  FATAL  SERIOUS  MINOR  TOTAL 

CASES  
NO  
KILLED  

NO  
INJURED  

TOTAL  
CASAULTY  

2000  5287  6820  4499  16606  8473  20677  29150  
2001  6966  8185  5379  20530  9946  23249  33195  
2002  4029  7190  3325  14544  7407  22112  29519  
2003  3910  7882  2572  14364  6452  18116  24568  
2004  3275  6948  4051  14274  5351  16897  22248  
2005  2299  4143  2620  9062  4519  15779  20298  
2006  2600  5550  964  9114  4944  17390  22334  
2007  2162  4812  1503  8477  4673  17794  22467  
2008  3024  5671  2646  11341  6661  27980  34641  
2009  2460  6024  2370  10854  5693  27270  32963  
2010  2388  6815  2182  11385  6052  35691  41743  
2011  2840  8357  1999  13196  6054  41165  47219  
2012  2935  8277  2050  13262  6092  39348  45440  
2013  3294  8589  1700  13583  6544  40057  46601  
2014  3117  6356  907  10380  5996  32063  38059  
  

Source: FRSC Planning, Research and Statistics Department National Headquarters, Abuja.  

  

2.4   Qualities of a Good Driver.  

A good driver must possess these qualities for effective road and vehicle operations.  

a. Must be skillful and have a valid and appropriate driver's licence.  

b. Courteous and respectful to his employer, fellow workers and other road   

users.  

c. Observes defensive driving techniques always.  

d. Neat and neatly dressed at all times.  

e. Security conscious always for his employer, property and passengers.  
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f. Use safety belt and advice passengers to use same always when driving.  

g. Must be cost and time conscious.  

h. Able to communicate effectively.  

i. He must be reliable  

j. He must have knowledge of auto-mechanics  

k. A good driver must be knowledgeable in routes, traffic signs and regulations 

and witling to obey them.  

l. He observes routine maintenance of his vehicle.  

m. A good driver should be able to carry out some minor (do-it-yourself)  

repairs on the vehicle.  

n. He should have good interpersonal and intergroup relationship.  

o. Not rowdy, loud and talkative.  

p. Always ensure that his tools, kits, first aid bag, vehicle papers etc are intact 

for every trip.  

q. A good driver takes his job seriously,  

r. The greatest problem of any individual in the present world is ignorance which 

may be occasioned by lack of requisite education and access to information.   

2. A good driver must be quite educated and knowledgeable.  

a. He should be hail and hearty  
b. Must have good eye sight.  
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c. Have good hearing.  

d. He must be alert (physical and mental) always.  

Source: Federal Road-Safety Corps drivers training programme lecture for Federal  

Inland Revenue Service (FIRS) Abuja, Lagos and Calabar 11 July, 2008.  

  

2.4.1  Causes of Road Traffic Crashes  

Road crashes have resulted in more waste of lives and property than diseases and 

sundry ailments put together. Researches conducted on road traffic crashes have 

shown that there are three major causes of road traffic crashes, namely:  

1. Human factor  

2. Mechanical factor  

3. Environmental factor  

  

2.4.2  Human Factor  

This constitutes about 90% of road traffic crashes. Out of this percentage, drivers 

make up 80%. (National High Way Code, 2008). Human factor can further be  

classified  

i. Drivers ii.  ii. 

Passengers  iii. 

Pedestrians.  
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2.4.3 Drivers: The following factors are attributed to drivers:   

(a) Ignorance  

 Most drivers are ignorant of the traffic rules and Regulations due to little or no 

training. As-a result, they fail to ensure good vehicle working condition, as well as 

observe safe driving measures while on the road which always result in road traffic 

crashes. (Nigeria Highway Code 2013).  

(b) Speeding   

Most drivers have the erroneous believe that the faster they drive, the more they 

impress themselves and others. They fail to remember that anything can happen to 

the vehicle such as tyre bust, brake failure, etc which may eventually cause accident.  

(c) Lack of concentration.  

Drivers often engage in things that distract their attention while driving such as 

discussions with passengers, answering or making calls, eating, curdling babies, .-: 

gesticulating, changing radio stations or cassette, etc. this distracted driving is very 

dangerous as it takes only a moment for a crash to occur.  

(d) Tiredness.  
Some drivers drive long distances without even stretching their legs and improving 

blood circulation to supply the brain adequately. This makes drivers tired and sleepy. 
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Some articulated vehicle drivers work between 9 to 12 hours on the average which 

is dangerous. Drivers should observe 15 minutes of rest after 4 hours of driving.  

(e) Dangerous driving.  

This is responsible for about 45% of all crashes. Careless overtaking and poor 

judgment combine to cause road traffic crashes, if in doubt about your judgment, 

don't overtake.  

(f) Driving under the influence of alcohol.  

Drivers drive under the influence of drugs such as Indian hemp and sometime 

cocaine which interfere with the ability to drive. Alcohol on the other hand cause 

over confidence, poor judgment, lack of concentration and recklessness. In many 

countries it is the major cause of road traffic crashes.  

  

2.4.4  Passengers                                                                                                                              

The human factors attributable to the passengers are as follows:  

(a) Distraction:                                                                         

 Passengers engage drivers on discussions, arguments, or showing them sc  

Interesting things within and outside the vehicle which often lead to crash.  
(b) Nonchalant attitude:  

Most passengers do not critically examine the buses or taxis they board. They often 

encourage the drivers to over-speeding, reckless driving, overtaking at corners and 

other dangerous places by either cheering the driver or keeping quite.  
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2.4.5    Pedestrians:  

Pedestrians contribute to road traffic crashes by not observing road traffic rules and 

regulations. Some pedestrians walk or run across the road without looking and 

ensuring the road is safe to do so, while others do not wear reflective dress or cloths 

at night so that drivers could easily see them.  

  

2.4.6 Mechanical factor.  

.Crashes due to mechanical factor have to do with mal-function of the vehicle which 

eventually leads to lost of control of the vehicle and invariably to road crashes.  

  

Factors contributing to this include the following:  

1. Poor steering mechanism.  

2. Tyre burst  

3. Brake failure  

4. Faulty security gargets  
5. Defective lighting system.  

6. Electrical faults, etc  
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2.4.7 Environmental Factors  

The environmental factors have to do with the condition of our environment that 

leads to road traffic accident. These include the road condition, the traffic condition 

as well as the light condition. Others include: improperly placed or absence of road 

signs, uneven/undulating road, heavy rain, absence of road markings, collapsed 

bridges, river flow etc. (Nigeria highway Code 2013)  According to Ibe 2011, the 

driver's skills must be improved upon through driver's education in order to remain 

a good driver. Accidents take place because of errors in judgment by driver caused 

by underestimation of the total demands of good driving and over estimation of own 

capacities and capabilities on the wheels. These errors can be eliminated by proper 

training/education from the driving schools as the assumption goes that a man drives 

as he live.  

  
  

2.4.8  Requirements for Driving Schools in Nigeria  

 In order to ensure that only standard driving schools engaged in training of drivers, 

the Federal Road Safety Corps has put in place a Driving School Standardization 

Programme (DSSP) which aims at evolving minimum uniform standards for Driving 

Schools in Nigeria.  
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DSSP regulates the establishment of Driving Schools. The office building, 

instructors, facilities, the environment of the intending driving school and operators 

are initially appraised to achieve conformity with safety guidelines before 

certification and licensing is granted. The schools are also re-inspected periodically 

to ensure maintenance of the minimum standards.  

  

The corps believes in realizing the basic objectives of the Driving Schools which 

include:  

a. Reduction in road traffic crashes  

b. Setting of uniform standards for all drivers  

2. Improving    drivers    skills    and    knowledge   on    road    signs,   traffic 

laws/regulations and safe operations of vehicles and  

a.  Inculcating safety consciousness and habits in drivers.  

Applicants should patronize only certified /approved driving schools, they should 

also be familiar with the basic requirements of a driving school for them to make the 

right choice.  

The basic requirements of a driving school are as follows:  
1. Classroom/administrative office  

2. Roadworthy vehicle(s) for driving instructions (dual control)  

3. Licensed driving instructor(s)  
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4. Course manual  

5. Highway code  

6. Traffic laws /regulations handbook  

7. First-aid facilities  

8. Fire extinguisher  

9. Open space for driving range  

10. Computer/mobile device with internet facilities  

  

Other requirements include:  

1. Simulator/mock vehicle  

2. Road sign modules  

3. Vision acuity test facilities  

4. Library  

5. Inspection pit/workshop  

6. Television and CD player  

7. Overhead projector  

8. Magnetic board  

9. Safety tips handbook.  
2.4.9  Curriculum for driving schools.  

In other to maintain uniformity the FRSC has designed a uniform driver education 

curriculum nationwide covering 21 modules.  
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The approved courses and duration are: Basic learner driver course (5 months)  

1. Proficiency drivers course (2 months)  

2. Executive driver course (1 month)  

3. Specialized driver course (1 month)  

The 21 modules are as follows:                                 

1. Classroom training driving  

2. Drivers orientation and preparation   

3. The art of driving  

4. Licensing of vehicles and drivers  

5. Basic vehicle mechanism  

6. Basic vehicle maintenance  

7. Safe driving and road traffic laws   

8. Client/customer care in driving  

9. Basic first aid and cardio-pulmonary resuscitation  

10. Road traffic crashes (RTC) causes, effect and prevention  

11. Tyres and safety  

12. Executive protection driving techniques  
13. Defensive driving techniques (DDT)  

14. Effect of alcohol and drugs on driving  

15. Sharing the road with other users  
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16. Automobile fire prevention  

17. Safety guidelines for special driving conditions  

18. Road signs and markings  

19. Tricycles, motorcycle riding and mechanism 20. Driving articulated vehicles 

(Tankers/trailers  

21. Earthmoving vehicles.  

Source: www.frsc-dssp.orfi. (2015).  

  

2.5.0  Testing of Applicants:  

 It is pertinent to note that the law does not permit anybody who is not a certified 

driver instructor to train drivers. The practice of using an unlicensed instructor or 

relations is not encouraged as the competence of the non-certified "teacher may be 

in doubt. It also constitutes an offence for any driving school operator to issue 

certificate of competence to any person who has not gone through training in his/her 

school. It is an offence against the law for anybody to present a fake driving school 

certificate for the purpose of obtaining a driver's license.  

Upon graduation from the driving school, those applying for driver's license are 

being tested by the Vehicle Inspection officer (VIO) to determine the competence of 

the applicant in the following areas:  

1. Control of motor vehicle in the traffic  
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2. Bring motor vehicle to a standstill from normal speed.  

3. Turn corners, cross main roads and turn from side to main roads  

4. Pass other vehicles on the road  

5. Drive a motor vehicle except a motor-cycle backwards along a straight road and 

around corners  

6. Turn round in a road  

7. Understand   the   indication   of speeds   and   figures   shown   on   the 

speedometer of the motor vehicle  

8. Demonstrate knowledge on the rules of the road, the hand signals, as well as 

signs and traffic light signals and the principal offences set out under FRSC  

(establishment) Act, 2007 and the NRTR 2012.  

  

9. Read at a distance of twenty three meters in daylight (with the aid of a glass if 

worn), a motor vehicle identification number.  

10. Generally drive competently a motor vehicle or in the case of a person suffering 

from disability, a motor vehicle of the particular class to which the application 

relates, without danger to and with due consideration to the other road users.  

When a person has passed a driving test, he shall be issued with a certificate stating 

the class of license he is qualified to receive. He will now proceed to apply for the 

driving license by completing form MVA 11; after which he will pay the prescribed 
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fee and present himself for a physical capture of his image and finger prints at the 

driver's license center before the issuance of the license which shall be sent back to 

the motor licensing office where the applicant picks up his license. It is after the 

diligent completion of these processes that one can be considered legible to ply the 

Nigerian roads as a qualified driver.  

  

2.5.1 International Requirements for Driving School United States of  

America (New York)  

Experience from developed countries of the world such as the United State of 

America, State of New York to be specific has the following requirements to be  

met by a driving school before certification.                                   

1.  Must have an approved place of business that consists of the following a.   

Public office.  

b. 50 square feet of driving space or more.  

c. Required signage, displayed in plain sight.  
2. Driving school license  

3. Hours of operation  

4. A sign that states 'applicants must be given a receipt for all payment'.  

5. Acceptable receipts and contracts.   

6. Acceptable records keeping.  
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7. Must have at least one certified driving instructor that has at least 1,000 hours    

of behind the wheels instructor experience.  

8. If they have 5 hours pre-licensing course, they must have:  

a. Department of Motor Vehicle (DMV) classroom.  

b. One certified instructor for the class.  

9. Report all the vehicle form (MV-527) and al the vehicles must have student 

driver sign and dual control brake and rear view mirrors.  

10. Instructors must be reported to DMV using personal history form.  

11. If an instructor is terminated, the school must notify DMV using instructor 

termination notice form (MV-526).  

  

The owner of the driving school must make sure that all advertisement. (printed, 

electronic or otherwise) comply with section 76.21 of the Commissioner's  

Regulation.  

  
2.5.2 United Kingdom (UK)  

The Driving Standard Agency (DSA) was an executive agency of the UK 

Department of Transport (Off).  

DSA promoted road safety in Great Britain by improving driving and motorcycling 

standards for education and training as well as carrying out theory and practical 

driving and riding test.  
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The responsibilities of DSA only covered Great Britain. In Northern Ireland the same 

role was carried out by the Driver and Vehicle Agency (DVA). In 2014, the DSA 

and the Vehicle and Operator Services Agency merged to form a new name: Driver 

and Vehicle Standard Agency (DVSA).  

The DSA mission and primary aim is to continually promote road safety by 

influencing driver and rider behavior. It does this through:  

1. Setting the standards for pre-driver education and driver trainers.  

2. Registering   and   supervising   quality   and   assured   Approved   Driving •   

instructors.  

3. Carrying out theory and practical driving and riding tests  

4. Quality assurance of all testing activity.  

5. Investigating   cases   of   suspected   theory   test   and   practical   test 

impersonations and identity fraud.  

6. Developing the future education and testing environment through its learning to  

Drive Programme.  

  

2.5.3 United Kingdom Driving Test  

Before leaning to drive a car, moped or motorcycle, a provisional driving licence 

must be obtained. If a driver already holds a valid full driving licence but wishes to 
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drive larger vehicles, minibus or buses, provisional entitlement for these categories 

of vehicle is required.   

For those holding a provisional licence, taking the theory test is the next step before 

acquiring a full licence. For cars and motorcycles candidates are asked 50 questions 

in 57 minutes and the pass mark is 43 out of 50. For Lorries and buses, there are 100 

questions in 115 minutes and the pass mark is 85 out of 100. The hazard perception 

test is the second part of the driving theory test. Both parts must be passed in order 

to pass the theory test. If successful, one can then apply to take the practical driving 

test.  

The practical test starts with an eyesight check and some vehicle safety questions. 

The driving part of the test lasts about 40 minutes, and involves performing some 

specific maneuvers as well as demonstrating and overall safe standard of driving.  

A candidate may make up to 15 minor driving faults but still pass the test (16 or 

more results in failure). However, if one serious or dangerous fault is committed, 

then the test is failed.  

The cost of the theory test is now 31 pounds and the practical car test is 62 pounds 

if taken on weekdays or 75 pounds if taken at weekends or weekdays evenings.  

Sources: Wikipedia Driving in the United Kingdom assessed November, 2015.  
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2.5.4  Obtaining Driving Licence in the U.K:  

In the United Kingdom, the driving licence is the official document which authorizes 

its holder to operate various types of motor vehicle on highways and some other 

roads to which the public have access. In England, Scotland and Wales they are 

administered by Driver and Vehicle licencing Agency (DVLA). And in Northern 

Ireland by the Driver and Vehicle Agency (DVA).  

Driving licences may be obtained by any UK residence over the age of 17, subject 

to certain conditions. Initially, a provisional licence is issued, which restricts the 

'holder to driving whilst accompanied by a driver who is at least 21years old, who 

has held a full licence in the category of vehicle they are supervising the learner 

driver in for at least three years, and does not allow the provisional licence holder to 

drive on motorways. The provisional licence may be exchanged for a full licence 

after the holder has passed the United Kingdom driving test. On reaching, the age 

70, drivers may apply to have their licences renewed with their doctor's permission. 

Motor car licences issued in the United Kingdom distinguish between automatic and 

manual transmission vehicles dependent upon whether or not a driving test was 

passed in a vehicle with manual transmission (unless a vehicle that was, taken in the 

UK before such discrimination was made) whilst a manual transmission vehicle 

licence permits the holder to drive a vehicle of either kind an automatic transmission 

vehicle licence, is solely for vehicles with automatic transmission.        
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 2.5.5  Enforcement  

Some of the rules of the road should be enforced by the police, others are enforced 

by council wardens. Speed cameras are common. Red-light and bus lane cameras 

are also used. Motorists convicted of certain traffic, and certain non-traffic offences 

may have 'points' added to their licenses: some traffic offences such as exceeding 

the speed limit by a small amount, typically warrant three points, and motorists with 

twelve points face an automatic driving ban. Normally the points for speeding 

offence driving through a red light or in a bus lane will be punished with points 

ranging from 3-6.  

Sources: Wikipedia Driving in the United Kingdom assessed November, 2015.  
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CHAPTER THREE  

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

3.1 Introduction  

This study basically focuses on evaluation of driving school standardization 

programme of the Federal Road Safety Commission which began in the year 2008. 

The study made Abuja the federal Capital Territory which has 26 accredited driving 

schools the hub.  

  

3.2 Research Design  

The work design is structured or carried out to know the facts related to the activities 

of the driving school standardization programme (DSSP). Are the driving schools 

meeting up with the required standards? Do they have the required teaching modules 

and aids? Do the FRSC ensure that the necessary requirements are met prior to their 

accreditation? And has the establishment of the DSSP led to a significant reduction 

in crash in the country? The application of factor analysis was used in the analysis 

of this research work.  

  

3.3  Sources of Data  

Systematic and purposeful sampling technique was used to administer copies of the 

questionnaire to every respondent encountered on the field. This is because the 
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determining basis of selection is similar to all population hence; any respondent 

could provide the information needed. Below is the breakdown of the  

questionnaires distributed:  

Table 3.1: Questionnaires distributed:   
Questionnaire  Target  No. Distributed  No. returned  
Driving sch.   Driving sch. 

Proprietors   
80  50  

Awareness on  
road traffic signs   

Drivers   120  100  

Service delivery   Passengers   120  100  
   

In gathering of information needed for the research, primary and secondary data 

collection was made.  

a. Primary Data Source.  

Primary data set were collected from questionnaires.  

b. Secondary data source:  

Secondary data were collected from the following sources  

a. Text books and note books.  

b. Annual reports.  

c. Journals and articles  

d. Websites.   
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3.4 Data Analysis Methods.  

Factor analysis is employed to condense large number of variables with a view to 

identifying the underlying variables that really explains the pattern of correlation 

with a set of observed variables. The main essence of factor analysis is to describe 

the covariance relationship among large number of variables in terms of a few 

groups. Factor analysis model specifies that variables are determined by common 

factors (the factors estimated by the model) and unique factor which (do not overlap 

between observed variables); with the assumption that all the unique factors 

calculated correlate with each other and with the common factor.  

The main application of factor analytic techniques is:-  

To reduce the number of variables and  

To defect structure in the relationships between variables .i.e. to classify variables.  

The factor analysis is applied as a data reduction or structure detection method.  

  

The basic idea of factor analysis as a data reduction method  

Suppose we conducted a study in which we measure 100 peoples height in inches 

and centimeters. Thus, we would have two variables that measure height. If in future 

studies, we want to research. For example, the effect of different nutritious food 

supplements on height, we would continue to use both measures? Probably not: 

height is one characteristic of person, regardless of how it is measured.  
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Suppose we want to measure people‟s satisfaction with their lives. We design a 

satisfaction questionnaire with various items, among other things we ask our subjects 

how satisfied they are with their hobbies (item 2). Most likely, the respondents to 

the two items are highly correlated with each other. Given a high correlation between 

the two items, we can conclude that they are quite redundant.  

  

Steps in conducting principal component analysis  

The principal component analysis is normally conducted in a sequence of steps with 

somewhat subjective decisions being made of these steps:  

Step 1 – initial extraction of the components: - in the principal component 

analysis, the number of components extracted is equal to the number of variables 

being analyzed. Because six variables are analyzed in the present study, six 

components will be extracted. The first component can be expected to account for a 

fairly amount of total variance. Each succeeding components may be extracted in 

this way, only the first component will be important enough to be refined for 

interpretation.  

Step 2 – Defining the number of “meaningful” components to retain.  

Earlier it was stated that the number of variables being analyzed, necessitating that 

you decide just how many of these components are truly meaningful and worthy of 
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being retained for rotation and interpretation. In general, you expect that only the 

first few components will tend to determine how meaningful components should be 

retained for interpretation.  

This section will describe four criteria that may be used in making this decision:  

a) Eigen value – one criterion  

b) The scree test  

c) The proportion of variance  accounted for  

d) The interpretability criterion.  

a. The eigenvalue one criterion:- in principal component analysis, one of the 

most commonly used criteria for solving the number of components problem is the 

eigenvalue one- criterion, also known as the Kaiser criterion with this approach, you 

retain and interpret any component with an eigenvalue greater than 1.00. The 

rationale for this criterion is straightforward. Each observed variable contributes one 

unit of variance to the total variance in the data set. Any component that displays an 

eigenvalue greater than 1.00 is accounting for a greater amount of variance than had 

been contributed by one variable. Such a component is therefore accounting for a 

meaningful amount of variance and it is worthy of being retained. On the other hand, 

a component with an eigenvalue less than 1.00 is accounting for a less variance than 

has been contributed by one variable. The purpose of principal component analysis 

is to reduce a number of observed variables into a relatively smaller number of 
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components; this cannot be effectively achieved if you retain components that 

account for less variance than had been contributed by individual variables. For this 

reason, components with eigenvalues less than 1.00 are viewed as trivial, and are not 

retained.  

  

The eigenvalue-one criterion has a number of positive features that have contributed 

for its popularity. Perhaps, the most important reason for its widespread use is its 

simplicity; you do not make any subjective decisions, but merely retain components 

with eigenvalue greater than one. On the positive side, it has been shown that this 

criterion very often results in retaining the correction number of components, 

particularly when a small to moderate number of variables are being analyzed and 

the variable communalities are high.  

b. The scree test: - with the scree test you plot the eigenvalues associated with 

each component and look for a “break” between the components with relatively 

large eigenvalues. The component that appears before the break are assumed to be 

meaningful and retained for rotation, those appearing after the break are assumed to 

be unimportant and are not retained. Sometimes a scree plot will display several 

large breaks. When this is the case, you look for the last big break before the 

eigenvalues begin to level off. Only the components that appear before the last large 

break should be retained.  
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The word scree refers to the loose rubble that lies at the base of a cliff. When 

performing a scree test, you normally hope that the scree plot will take the form of a 

cliff at the top will be the eigenvalues for the few meaningful components followed 

by break (the edge of the cliff). At the bottom of the cliff will lie scree.  

The interpretability criteria: this is the most important criteria for solving the  

“number-of-components” problem. Interpreting the substantive meaning of the 

retained components and verifying that this interpretation makes sense in terms of 

what is known about the constructs under investigation.  

The following first list provides four rules to follow in doing this:-  

1. Are there at least three variables (items) with significant loadings on each 

retained component? A solution is less satisfactory if a given component is 

measured by less than three variables.  

2. Do the variables that load on a given component share the same conceptual 

meaning? For example, if three questions on a survey all load on component do 

all three of these questions seem to be measuring the same construct?  

3. Do the variables that load on different components seem to be measuring 

different construct? For example, if three questions load on component 1, and 

three other questions load on component 2, does the first three questions seem 
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to be measuring a construct that is conceptually different from the construct 

measured by the last three questions?  

4. Does the rotated factor-pattern demonstrate “simple structure”? Simple  

structure means that the pattern possess two characteristics:   

(a) Most of the variables have relatively high factor loading on only one component 

and near zero loadings on the other component and (b) most component have 

relatively high factor loading for some variables and near-zero loadings for the 

remaining variables.   

  

In addition, correlation model was employed to examine the relationship between 

variables of Driving School Standardization Programme in the study. One sample 

and pairwise t-test were equally carried out.  

  

3.5 Testing of Reliability of Study Data  

Reliability refers to the consistency, stability, of data collection instruction. A  

reliable  instrument  does  not  respond  to  chance  factors or  environmental  

conditions;  it  will have  consistence  results  if  repeated  overtime  or if  used  by  

two  different investigator.   
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  Table 3.2  Reliability Statistics of target group in the DSSP  
Target  Cronbach's Alpha  N of Items  

Drivers  .840  19  

Driving School .710  28  
  

Cronbach‟s was used as an examination indicator to determine the reliability of the 

measurement scale. The value of Cronbach‟s alpha is generally required to be over 

0.7 and the calculated results were 0.710 and 0.840 in the variables of driving school 

and drivers surveyed for the FRSC Driving School Standardization Programme 

(DSSP). The figures representing as the output of research survey, it was observed 

that the reliability of all the variables in the research sample, in terms of Cronbach‟s 

alpha, was greater than 0.7. This meant that the research  

measurement scale, applied in this study, was reliable.       
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CHAPTER FOUR  

DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS  

4.0 Presentation of Data  

Primary sources of data questionnaire was administered to passengers and 

commercial vehicle drivers to obtain information for the research. These contain 

relevant and well-structured questions aimed at getting responses that address the 

objective questions of the study.   
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Table 4.1 Descriptive Statistics of the response of the drivers and passengers  
  

N  Range  

 

Minimum  Maximum  Mean  

Std. 
Deviation  

How often do you Drive a car   100   3 2  5  4.26  .747 

Do you have Driver’s License   100   2 3  5  4.22  .462 

Were you trained in driving school  100   4 1  5  3.88  1.166 

Was the driving school approved by FRSC  100   4 1  5  3.13  1.346 

Were you taught traffic signs   100   4 1  5  3.96  .875 

Dangerous bend to the left  100   4 1  5  4.02  1.054 

Dangerous bend to the Right  100   4 1  5  4.02  1.054 

Maximum speed limit of 40km/h  100   4 1  5  4.23  1.127 

Broken white line in middle of road  100   4 1  5  3.86  1.025 

Give way to traffic by left at roundabout   100   4 1  5  3.96  1.188 

The solid line at middle of the road  100   4 1  5  3.92  1.116 

If vehicle is smoking excessively   100   4 1  5  3.67  1.092 

How often do you travel                               100   4 1  5  3.95  .978 

Do you travel on public transport   100   4 1  5  3.45  1.366 

Are vehicles overloaded   100   4 1  5  4.05  1.086 

Do drivers over speed  100   4 1  5  4.20  .876 

Do they drive recklessly  100   4 1  5  3.04  1.363 

Are driver polite   100   4 1  5  2.92  1.292 

Are drivers reliable   
Do the drivers appear neat   

100   4 1  
1  

5  
5  

3.02  1.172 

100   4 3.18  1.209 

Do they obey traffic signs    100   4 1  5  3.43  1.066 

Are the drivers time conscious   100   4 1  5  2.53  1.374 

Are they skillful   100   4 1  5  4.17  .865 

Do they carry out minor repairs in case of breakdown  100   4 1  5  2.56  1.166 

Valid N (listwise)  100             

  

The questionnaire contained closed ended questions to obtain detailed information. 

Table 4.1 and 4.2 summarizes the responses from the driving school, the drivers and 

passengers that were sampled for the study.  
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Table 4.2 Descriptive Statistics of response of the driving school  
  N   Minimum  Maximum  Mean  Std. Deviation  
LOPTN   50 8  20  11.58  4.385 
OPTRAIN   50 0  1  .88  .328 
APFRSC   50 0  1  .92  .274 
CLROOM   50 0  1  .88  .328 
TRAINVEH   50 0  1  .94  .240 
LICENSED   50 0  1  .88  .328 
FRSCMAN   50 0  1  .70  .463 
HWCODE   50 0  1  .88  .328 
REGBOOK   50 0  1  .80  .404 
USECREG   50 0  1  .76  .431 
FIRSTAID   50 0  1  .94  .240 
FEXT   50 0  1  .86  .351 
DRANGE   50 0  1  .78  .418 
INTERNET   50 0  1  .92  .274 
USESIM   50 0  1  .26  .443 
RSIGNM   50 0  1  .96  .198 
VACUITY   50 0  1  .86  .351 
SCHPIT   50 0  1  .40  .495 
SCHLIB   50 0  1  .76  .431 
SCHTV   50 0  1  .64  .485 
TPROJ   50 0  1  .16  .370 
MAGBD   50 0  1  .88  .328 
SAFETYHB   50 0  1  .96  .198 
PASST1ST   49 0  1  .27  .446 
ISSCERT   50 0  1  .96  .198 
FRSCVIST   50 0  1  .88  .328 
WITHCERT   50 0  1  .10  .303 
REFCOUR   50 0  1  .94  .240 
Valid N (listwise)   49         
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4.1 Exploratory Factor Analysis of the Key Variables of FRSC Driving School 
Standardization Programme (DSSP).  
  
The factors which describe the critical variables of FRSC driving School 

Standardization Programme (DSSP). To achieve some reduction in the categorical 

data points to deal with, while also investigating the structure of the data, we carried 

out an exploratory factor analysis. It was hoped that the analysis would also serve 

the purpose of streamlining the study by removing highly correlated variables from 

the data set (Distefano, 2002). The Principal Component Analysis  

(PCA) was the extraction method used under the IBM SPSS 19.0 system.  

  

As it turned out, the result of the CPA seemed somewhat reasonable in the absence 

of a clear idea of the nature of the distribution of drivers interviewed in the study; 

that is, since we could not tell whether the data was generally normally-distributed 

or significantly normal. The numbers of factors retained following the analysis were 

six including:   

1. APFRSC (Approval by FRSC)  

2. TESTEDG (Tested by instructors before graduation)  

3. BVEHM (Basic vehicle mechanism)  

4. VEHMA (Vehicle manual or automatic)  

5. RTCRASH (Involvement in road traffic crash)  
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6. USESIM (Use of simulator/mock vehicle)  
It means that the data structure suggests that there are six principal components of 

the factors in the analysis. These factors were retained for rotation following the 

default option of the SPSS program which selects for all factors with eigenvalues 

greater than 1.0. Although  this may not be the most accurate method for selecting 

the number of factors to retain, a careful inspection of the Scree plot (see figure 

below) shows that some confidence can be place on the number of factors selected 

and that there is probably no over extraction or under-extraction of factors retained.  

   



 

Table 4.3: Total Variance Explained  
Compon 
ent  

Initial Eigenvalues  Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings  Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings  
Total  % of Variance  Cumulative %  Total  % of Variance  Cumulative %  Total  % of Variance  Cumulative %  

1  4.264 
2.118 
1.643 
1.420 
1.310  

1.030 
.930 

.888 

.754 

.700 

.657 

.609 

.558 

.460 

.411 

.384 

.353 

.279 

.232 

22.443 22.443 4.264 22.443 22.443 2.773 14.597 14.597 
2  11.146 33.589 2.118 11.146 33.589 2.301 12.111 26.708 
3  8.647 42.236 1.643 8.647 42.236 2.162 11.379 38.087 
4  7.474 49.710 1.420 7.474 49.710 1.622 8.537 46.624 
5  6.897 56.607 1.310 6.897 56.607 1.505 7.923 54.547 
6  5.420 62.026 1.030 5.420 62.026 1.421 7.479 62.026 
7  4.894 66.920             
8  4.676 71.596             
9  3.966 75.563             
10  3.684 79.247             
11  3.457 82.704             
12  3.206 85.909             
13  2.935 88.845             
14  2.422 91.267             
15  2.165 93.432             
16  2.022 95.454             
17  1.857 97.311             
18  1.467 98.778             
19  1.222 100.000             
Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis. 
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It seems clear then that the six components represent the underlying structure of the 

factors used in the study with 62.03 per cent of the total variance in the original 

variables, with only 37.97 per cent loss of information. Following from the above 

analysis, it seems reasonable to infer that the data set for the present study is strong. 

The observation would seem to be supported by the uniformly high communalities 

recorded which have exceeded the more common magnitudes in social sciences of 

low to moderate communalities of 0.40 to 0.70.  

  

 Table 4.4  Communalities  
  Initial  Extraction  
LDRIVNG  1.000 .530 

.687 

.725 

.594 

.665 

.694 

.529 

.392 

.727 

.785 

.602 

.674 

.629 

.429 

.552 

.621 

.732 

.636 

.582 

TRAINDS  1.000 
APFRSC  1.000 

ISSCERT  1.000 

VEHMA  1.000 
TLAWREG  1.000 

HIGHWC  1.000 
DRANGE  1.000 

USESIM  1.000 

RTCRASH  1.000 
INFLALCH  1.000 

TESTEDG  1.000 

DDT  1.000 
DRILIC  1.000 

TVIO  1.000 
VACUITY  1.000 

BVEHM  1.000 

FIRSTAID  1.000 
STANDDS  1.000 

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.  
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The communalities recorded in the analysis can be seen above, where it is shown 

that the two variables with the lowest values scored 0.392 and 0.429 respectively.  

One may therefore summarize that the analysis has unraveled the structure of the 

factors used to represent DSSP.  

  

The underlying structure of the factors studied has been revealed by a careful 

inspection of the clustering of factor scores during the rotation process. The revealed 

structure consists of six key factors identifying variables in drivers training in the 

Driving School Standardization Programme (DSSP). The functional factors are:  

  

FACTOR 1  
TRAINDS (Training in a driving school)   .751  

APFRSC (Approval by the FRSC)   .830  

ISSCERT (Issuance of Certificate upon graduation)   .743  

STANDDS (Standard of driving school)  

  

FACTOR 2  

 .606  

TLAWREG (Traffic laws and regulations )    .           .683 

HIGHWC (Availability of highway code)             .592 

TESTEDG (Tested by instructors before graduation)             .737 

DDT (Defensive driving techniques)             .722 
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FACTOR 3  

VACUITY (Vision acuity test)                         .640  

BVEHM (Basic vehicle mechanism)                         .788  

FIRSTAID (first aid & cardio-pulmonary resuscitation)                         .742  
  

FACTOR 4  

 

VEHMA (Vehicle manual or automatic)                             .766  

DRILIC (Use of driver‟s license)  

  

FACTOR 5  

                           .634  

RTCRASH (Involvement in road traffic crash)                             .877  

INFLALCH (Influence of alcohol/drugs)  
  

  

FACTOR 6  

                           .660  

USESIM (Use of simulator/mock vehicle)                             .824 
  

4.2 Analysis of the Impact of the DSSP on the Safety of Nigerian Road  
  
This study has examined the trends and patterns of road accidents in Nigeria between 

2000 and 2013.Adopting the same principle as with severity index of Low  

(0.00–2.99%), Medium (3.00–5.99%) and High (6.00–8.99%) (Ukoji, 2014). Years 

2000 and 2011 ranked high (6.00 – 8.99%) in the ratio of casualties in road accidents 

to motorization that occurred between 2000 and 2013 (See figure below).  
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Table 4.5: Road Traffic Casualties and the registered vehicles in Nigeria  

Year  
Total Vehicle 
Registration  Total Casualty  Severity Index  

2000  492075  29150  0.06  
2001  674403  33195  0.05  
2002  775031  29519  0.04  
2003  564452  24568  0.04  
2004  687916  22248  0.03  
2005  503761  20298  0.04  
2006  644256  22334  0.03  
2007  498535  22467  0.05  
2008  857477  34641  0.04  
2009  827150  32963  0.04  
2010  1051100  41743  0.04  
2011  759538  47219  0.06  
2012  987918  45440  0.05  
2013  1308263  46601  0.04  

  

 

The year 2007 prior to the introduction of the Driving Schools Standardization 

programme (DSSP) had a ratio of 0.05  from 22,467 casualties in 498,535 registered 

0 
0.01 
0.02 
0.03 
0.04 
0.05 
0.06 
0.07 

Road Casualty to motorization ratio in Nigeria 2000 - 2013 
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vehicles nationwide, while 2008 had a low ratio of 0.04 from 34,641 in 857,477 

registered vehicles in Nigeria.    

   
This ratio was steady till 2010 and peaked at 2011. There was a reduction in that 

trend from 2012 and 2013. It very clear the FRSC Driving School Standardization 

Programme (DSSP) has not contributed significantly in reducing road traffic 

casualty in Nigeria. This is validated by the pair-wise t-test which shows that the 

road casualties prior to the introduction of the DSSP programme are not significantly 

different from the casualties recorded after the introduction of the programme in 

2008 (See Table 4.5).  
Table 4.6: PAIRED SAMPLES TEST OF CASUALTY IN PRE- AND POST DSSP ERA  

    

  

Paired Differences  

T  Df  
Sig. 

(2tailed)  

  
  95% Confidence Interval of 

the Difference  

    Mean  Std. Deviation 

Std. Error  
Mean  Lower  Upper  

Pair 1  K_2000 - K_2007  74.33667  6571.81524  3794.23930  -16250.95741  16399.63075  .020  

2  

2  

2  

2  

2  

2  

2  

.986  

Pair 2  K_2001 - K_2008  -61506.66333  1.05283E5  60785.10164  -3.23044E5  2.00031E5  -1.012  .418  

Pair 3  K_2002 - K_2009  -18521.00000  29147.63261  16828.39354  -90927.73338  53885.73338  -1.101  .386  

Pair 4  K_2003 - K_2010  -1.67941E5  2.76142E5  1.59431E5  -8.53916E5  5.18034E5  -1.053  .403  

Pair 5  K_2004 - K_2011  -32197.67667  36353.75205  20988.84853  -1.22505E5  58110.04977  -1.534  .265  

Pair 6  K_2005 - K_2012  -1.69766E5  2.72560E5  1.57363E5  -8.46844E5  5.07311E5  -1.079  .393  

Pair 7  K_2006 - K_2013  -2.29425E5  3.76555E5  2.17404E5  -1.16484E6  7.05989E5  -1.055  .402  
  

However, the number of casualties recorded with the study period was significantly 

correlated to the number of vehicles registered in Nigeria. This was validated by a 
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Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient of 0.798 at a pvalue of 0.001 (which 

is < 0.05 level of significance). Hence, the higher the level of motorization in 

Nigeria, the greater the rate of casualties on Nigerian roads  

  
  

  

  
Table 4.7  Correlations of casualties to Motorization in Nigeria  
    Motorization  Casualty  
Motorization  Pearson Correlation  1 .798** 

Sig. (2-tailed) N  
N  

  .001 

14 14 
Casualty  Pearson Correlation  .798** 1 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .001   
N  14 14 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).  
  

A system should be put in place that ensures fines are properly paid, rather than 

pocketed by potentially corrupt police officials. Police officials should receive 

training on the impact of road crashes on society and public health in order to have 

a better appreciation for why their job of enforcing traffic laws is so important.  

Police forces must also have access to the technical equipment they need to do their 

jobs well (such as radars, breath analysers, as well as patrol cars). Legislation on, for 

example, drinking and driving, has little meaning if the traffic police do not have the 

power or equipment required to enforce the laws. In the interim, road crashes 

continue to take place and people continue to die and be injured.  
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4.3 Analysis of the Effect of Driver Training and Education on the Reduction 
of Road Crashes.  
  
Driver related factors refer to the effectiveness/ineffectiveness of the driving skills 

of the person operating the vehicle. Certain behavioral pattern of the driver 

contributes significantly to accidents on Nigerian roads. It basically refers to the 

driver‟s skill in rapid information intake and consequent control of the vehicle, his 

character especially as it relates to his personality, temperament, drug, alcohol intake 

and his management of risk. Also the place of education with particular reference to 

driving test, law enforcement and adequate knowledge of road signs all have great 

influence on accidents as they cause accidents. Most accidents due to this factor 

implies some failure in the system of information intake, judgment and control by 

the driver. Studies have shown clearly that the single most important contributory 

factor to road accidents in Nigeria is the driver.  

The major contributing factor for many crashes is the performance of driver in both 

single vehicle and multivehicle crashes. The pre-crash driver behaviour and attitude 

is very important in judging the driver‟s actions. These include;  

inattention, cigarette, medical conditions, alcohol and drug abuse; inattention to the 

roadway and surrounding traffic, speeding and disregarding traffic law and/or traffic 

control devices, which could result from confusion or unfamiliarity with the 

roadway.   
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Human factors are without doubt the most complex and difficult to isolate, as they 

are almost all very temporary in nature. What existed at the time of the crash may 

not exist moments later. Consider sensory capabilities, knowledge, judgment, and 

attitude, and alertness, health, driving skill, age, customs, habits, strengths and 

freedom of movement. Of these, the emotional factors are the greatest variable 

attributes and the most difficult to identify.   

According to Aworemi et al (2010) drivers today are faced with many problems when 

driving in congested and overcrowded cities, specifically by having the senses 

overloaded by the vast amount of information that needs to be continuously 

processed- a condition also knows as information overload. The types of information 

a typical city driver may encounter and need to react upon are numerous and include 

traffic signs, traffic signals, information about detour, billboard and other 

advertisements, horns, loud music from passing vehicles, vehicle changing lanes, 

pedestrians and much more.  

  

However, in this study the influence of alcohol and drug has a positive contribution 

to the road crashes in Nigeria with a significant correlation coefficient of 0.390 at p-

value < 0.05. (See table below). Comprehensive drink–driving laws should be 

introduced and enforced based on Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC). There is 

wide variation in the maximum legal limits ranging from 0.01 g/dl to 0.08 g/dl, with 

half of the countries in Africa still having limits in excess of 0.05g/dl, which is 
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considered the best practice. Limits for high risk drivers– commercial and 

young/novice drivers - were not set any lower except by Ghana (young drivers‟ limit 

zero) and Mozambique (professional drivers‟ limit zero). Only one country, 

Botswana, rated their enforcement of drink– driving laws as good. While one third 

of the countries reported that drivers injured or killed in traffic crashes are tested for 

alcohol, only eight of 44 countries provided an estimate of the proportion of annual 

road deaths that is attributable to alcohol impairment. These ranged from 4.7% in 

Swaziland through 60% in Equatorial Guinea. (WHO, 2014)  

  

Educating the young ones about the menace of road traffic crashes is a very good 

step in preventing crashes. Starting from schools, road traffic education should be 

part of civic education or better still a subject on its own. This will entrench a good 

culture of traffic into the children right from their primary school days. Training and 

retraining of drivers, pedestrians and other people connected with road usage is also 

another strategy that is very important. There supposed to be an established training 

institute for drivers where there would be a special training for intending drivers and 

also provide retraining for older drivers so as to refresh their knowledge and also 

keeping them abreast of new development in road safety all over the world. This will 

go a long way in tackling the menace of road traffic crashes in the study areas and 

in Nigeria at large.  



 

Table 4.8      Correlations of variables of DSSP  
      LDRIVNG  DRANGE  RTCRASH  INFLALCH  TESTEDG  VACUITY  STANDDS  
Spearman's rho  LDRIVING  Correlation Coefficient  

Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

1.000 -.076 .166 .066 -.125 -.051 -.306**** 
. .439 .088 .498 .199 .600 .001 

107 107 107 107 107 107 107 
DRANGE  Correlation Coefficient  

Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

-.076 1.000 .002 -.036 .322**** .104 .151 
.439 . .985 .710 .001 .287 .120 
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 

RTCRASH  Correlation Coefficient  
Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

.166 .002 1.000 .390**** -.120 -.050 -.029 

.088 .985 . .000 .220 .612 .770 
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 

INFLALCH  Correlation Coefficient  
Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

.066 -.036 .390**** 1.000 -.274**** -.190 .039 

.498 .710 .000 . .004 .050 .690 
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 

TESTEDG  Correlation Coefficient  
Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

-.125 .322** -.120 -.274** 1.000 .173 .096 
.199 .001 .220 .004 . .074 .326 
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 

VACUITY  Correlation Coefficient  
Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

-.051 .104 -.050 -.190 .173 1.000 .183 
.600 .287 .612 .050 .074 . .059 
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 

STANDDS  Correlation Coefficient  
Sig. (2-tailed)  
N  

-.306** .151 -.029 .039 .096 .183 1.000 
.001 .120 .770 .690 .326 .059 . 
107 107 107 107 107 107 107 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 61   
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4.4 Evaluation of the Uniform Standard of the Training by the DSSP  
Approved Driving Schools  
  
In order to assess the standard of the training by the driving school, the principal 

component factor analysis was equally employed to determine the most critical 

variables in the driving school business. To achieve this, the variables with the 

highest factor loadings in each component extracted by varimax rotation was 

selected.  

  

A total number of 80 questionnaires were distributed to the driving school in the 

study area. Out of the eighty questionnaires, thirty (30) had incomplete answers. 

Therefore a total of 50 questionnaires were duly completed. The appendix contains 

information showing the descriptive statistics of the respondents‟ profile. Responses 

to the twenty-eight variables investigated for the factors affecting the driving school 

in the DSSP were subjected to Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA). The principal 

component method was used to extract the components, and this was followed by 

varimax rotation. From the results of the rotation in table below, nine components 

were extracted. Under each component are the latent variables causing the observed 

effects in the respective components extracted?   

  

For example, in component 1, seven attributes or latent variables caused the effects or 

variations and attribute APFRSC had the highest coefficient of value 0.895. In 
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component 2, the highest effect was caused by FIRSTAID (0.869) out of four latent 

variables that loaded on it. Others are; RSIGNM (0.977) which tied with  

ISSCERT (0.977) in component 3, SCHPIT (0.834) in component 4, DRANGE  

(0.817) in component 5, WITHCERT (0.947) in component 6, SAFETYHB  

(0.853) in component 7, REFCOUR (0.820) in component 8 while attribute 

USESIM (0.816) loaded highest in component 9. These attributes (or latent 

variables) were responsible for much of the effects observed in the five components 

extracted.  
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Table 4.9: Rotated Variables of Standard of the Training by the DSSP approved Driving Schools  
    Component     

  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  
LOPTN  .143 .043 .114 .030 -.248 -.320 .270 .580 

.057 
-.035 
.026 

-.160 
-.099 
-.074 
.026 

-.114 
.538 

-.070 
.244 

-.155 
.050 

-.175 
.002 
.044 

-.024 
-.012 
.122 

-.346 
-.014 
-.016 
-.124 
.002 

-.095 
-.011 
.820 

-.021 
OPTRAIN  .831 -.168 .239 -.052 -.152 -.112 -.058 -.019 
APFRSC  .895 -.109 -.067 .164 -.031 -.142 -.033 -.068 
CLROOM  .858 -.124 -.078 .218 .368 -.018 -.037 .054 
TRAINVEH  .082 .791 -.011 -.033 -.174 .152 -.082 .230 
LICENSED  .843 .398 -.059 .006 -.082 -.059 -.004 .002 
FRSCMAN  .671 .308 .383 -.023 .266 .094 .004 -.212 
HWCODE  .858 -.124 -.078 .218 .368 -.018 -.037 .054 
REGBOOK  .731 .315 .190 .111 .400 .063 -.020 -.076 
USECREG  -.198 .702 -.114 .107 -.066 -.102 -.061 .018 
FIRSTAID  .108 .869 -.007 -.248 -.036 .068 .163 .040 
FEXT  -.116 .782 -.094 -.038 .086 -.271 .117 -.209 
DRANGE  .135 -.074 .096 .128 .817 -.053 -.049 .066 
INTERNET  .555 -.096 -.078 .165 .676 -.014 -.046 .292 
USESIM  -.173 .118 .095 -.016 .174 -.067 .195 .816 
RSIGNM  -.027 -.039 .977 -.063 .054 .014 -.017 .014 
VACUITY  .410 -.142 .498 -.006 .552 -.184 -.071 .320 
SCHPIT  .115 -.151 .036 .834 .098 -.132 .132 -.060 
SCHLIB  .145 -.034 -.092 .624 .238 .103 -.228 .577 
SCHTV  .339 -.033 -.112 .785 -.010 .044 -.084 .185 
TPROJ  -.028 -.046 -.173 .563 .134 .251 .055 -.229 
MAGBD  -.085 .333 -.084 -.101 .046 -.063 .842 .020 
SAFETYHB  -.039 -.151 -.008 .109 -.118 .092 .853 .077 
PASST1ST  -.261 -.425 -.408 .283 .118 .530 .057 -.006 
ISSCERT  -.027 -.039 .977 -.063 .054 .014 -.017 .014 
FRSCVIST  .318 -.135 .600 -.056 -.051 -.583 -.083 .065 
WITHCERT  -.012 -.011 .079 -.031 -.139 .947 .008 -.020 
REFCOUR  -.101 .010 -.059 -.074 .015 .145 -.129 -.153 
Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.   
Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization. 
a. Rotation converged in 9 iterations.  

  

Hence, the driving school should pay greater attention to these latent variables among 

other variables of the DSSP. These variables are:  

APFRSC - Approval of driving school by the FRSC  



66  
  

FIRSTAID - Availability of first aid facilities  
RSIGNM - Availability of road sign modules in the class room  

ISSCERT - Issuance of certificate upon graduation  

SCHPIT - Availability of inspection pit/workshop in the school  

DRANGE - Driving range where students are taught maneuvering skills  

WITHCERT - Withdrawal of certification in case of non-compliance to DSSP  

SAFETYHB - Availability of safety handbook  

REFCOUR - FRSC periodic refresher courses   

USESIM - Use of simulator/mock vehicle for teaching  

  

Road user behaviour may be changed in various ways. There are short-term 

measures, which can be introduced immediately, and long-term measures, which are 

no less important but take more time both to implement and to bring about the 

desired results. One of the short-term measures that can be taken is to launch 

largescale information campaigns highlighting the facts noted above. It is generally 

the case that the greatest impact is made by a combination of information campaigns 

and enforcement. In the longer term, road safety education should be included as a 

part of the school curriculum and the quality of teaching at driving schools should 

be evaluated and improved where necessary.  
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4.5 Evaluation Of How The DSSP Improved Road Traffic Signs Knowledge 
and Excellent Service Delivery For Drivers.  

  
It is generally acknowledged that Nigeria has poor driving culture. This is evidenced 

by the utter disregard by operators for traffic laws underlined by deep belief by 

Nigerians that accidents are acts of God, while punishments for traffic offences can 

be waived through negotiation or amicable settlement. Education is about the only 

instrument that can be used to change people‟s behaviour and attitudes. In Nigeria, 

driver training has remained largely at the informal level. Majority of drivers 

especially those operating public transport acquire the skills through apprenticeship 

system. This is because they are mostly illiterates who cannot cope with formal 

driver training.  

This, therefore, is the bane of public transportation and thus the root cause of the 

poor driving culture in the country. In compliance with the provision of its Act, the 

FRSC Driving Schools Standardization Programme (DSSP) is aimed at  

streamlining the modalities for accreditation of driver training providers in the 

country. Possession of driving school certificate is now to be part of the requirement 

for issuance of driver licence in the country. But the current efforts are still limited 

in scope and coverage. The focus is mainly on the operators leaving out other 

vulnerable groups such as children, students, pedestrians, and the elderly and 
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physically challenged. For effective safety measures, these groups of road users must 

receive safety education for the evolvement of a safe national driving culture.  

  

TABLE 4.10: T-TEST OF  LEVEL OF AWARENESS ON SIGNS AND REGULATIONS ON ROAD TRAFFIC  
    Test Value = 3                                         

    
  

95% Confidence  
Interval of the 

Difference  
  

t  df  Sig. (2-tailed)  
Mean 

Difference  Lower  Upper  
How often do you Drive a car   15.817 106 .000   1.196 1.05 1.35 

1.29 
.99 
.27 

1.05 
1.12 
1.12 
1.34
.96 

1.08

1.03 
.79

Do you have Driver’s License   27.706 106 .000   1.206 1.12 

Were you trained in driving school  6.214 106 .000   .748 .51 

Was the driving school approved by 
FRSC  

.070 106 .944   .009 -.26 

Were you taught traffic signs   9.748 106 .000   .869 .69 

Dangerous bend to the left  8.246 106 .000   .907 .69 

Dangerous bend to the Right  8.246 106 .000   .907 .69 

Maximum speed limit of 40km/h  9.347 106 .000   1.103 .87 

Broken white line in middle of road  7.249 106 .000   .757 .55 

Give way to traffic by left at 
roundabout   

6.775 106 .000   .832 .59 

The solid line at middle of the road  7.015 106 .000   .804 .58 

If vehicle is smoking excessively   5.164 106 .000   .570 .35 

Source: Computed by SPSS 17.0   

However, a survey was conducted to assess how well the drivers have meet the 

minimum uniform standards for the programme. It sets out to ascertain the level of 

awareness on signs and regulations on road traffic. The key questions as seen in table 

4.10 elucidated the awareness of drivers to signs and regulations on road traffic. In 

all the questions the response was statistically significant with a p-value less than 
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0.001 except for the fact of the approval of driving school by the FRSC was not 

significant  at a critical p-value of 0.05 (with 0.944). Hence, drivers on the Nigerian 

road exhibit sound knowledge of signs and regulations on road traffic.  

But the issue is not limited to the knowledge but strict observance of the rules.   

  
  

TABLE 4.11: T- TEST OF AWARENESS ON DRIVERS SERVICES DELIVERY  
    Test Value = 3                                         

      
95% Confidence Interval of the  

Difference  

  t  df  Sig. (2-tailed)  Mean Difference  Lower  Upper  

How often do you travel          8.573 106 .000 .850 .65 1.05 
Do you travel on public 
transport   

2.145 106 .034 .299 .02 .58 

Are vehicles overloaded   8.222 106 .000 .935 .71 1.16 
Do drivers over speed  12.826 106 .000 1.131 .96 1.31 
Do they drive recklessly  -.556 106 .580 -.075 -.34 .19 
Are driver polite   -1.529 106 .129 -.196 -.45 .06 
Are drivers reliable   -.721 106 .472 -.084 -.32 .15 
Do the drivers appear neat   .540 106 .590 .065 -.17 .31 
Do they obey traffic signs    3.168 106 .002 .336 .13 .55 
Are the drivers time 
conscious   

-4.269 106 .000 -.570 -.83 -.31 

Are they skillful   12.674 106 .000 1.103 .93 1.28 
Do they carry out minor 
repairs in case of breakdown  

-4.705 106 .000 -.542 -.77 -.31 

  
  

Most common risk to drivers‟ safety was the physical conditions of the road where 

they ply.  As a result, drivers often have to work in difficult conditions with, for 

example, poor access, uneven surfaces, limited space and a general lack of road 
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conditions. This problem is compounded by the fact that responsibility for the safety 

of drivers in these places falls into a grey area. Of course, transport companies can 

in principle demand that their customers provide acceptable working conditions for 

their drivers. However, the extent to which they actually do this is tempered by a 

concern that the customer will simply find another, less demanding company to 

secure their transport. Experienced drivers who are familiar with their routes learn 

how to deal with the risks to which they are exposed. Their knowledge serves, in 

other words, to alleviate and manage risk.   

  

The degree of compliance to traffic rules varies from one state to another, from one 

region to another and from one country to another. Table 4.11 shows the level of 

compliance of drivers to traffic rules. This is needed to determine the rate of 

compliance as related to the overall state of awareness on drivers‟ services delivery 

in Nigeria. It is apparent that passengers generally agreed that the compliance of 

drivers to traffic rules is fair. This is because there is enough education and public 

awareness about traffic rules and regulations and its implications. This should be, 

knowing that public enlightenment program is a major strategy that FRSC claims to 

use to curb accidents. Also, many of the commercial drivers might have passed 

through authorized driving schools to obtain drivers license.  
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With this result, majority of the passengers believe that drivers are effective. 

Therefore, the hope of collaboration with FRSC in ensuring road safety is positive 

by completely complying with traffic rules and regulations. Majority of the 

passengers strongly believe that FRSC helps to ensure traffic discipline on the roads. 

This implies that they play a major role in ensuring that the roads are free of 

accidents. There is a need therefore to ensure continual and increased discipline of 

drivers on the roads. Majority of the passengers do agree that drivers know much of 

traffic rules. This is because they attended driving schools and know what traffic 

rules and regulations mean.   

  

However, from the survey most respondents believed that drivers are reckless in 

driving, there are not polite to passengers, not so reliable in terms of attitude towards 

the well-being of passengers and most times poorly dressed on the steering. Hence, 

efforts should be intensified in these grey areas.  
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CHAPTER FIVE 

  
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

  
5.1 Summary of Major Findings  

In the Evaluation of the FRSC driving school standardization programme (DSSP), 

the place of education with particular reference to driving test, law enforcement and 

adequate knowledge of road signs, all have great influence on accident prevention.  

The major factor contributing to many crashes is the performance of driver in both 

single vehicle and multivehicle crashes. Proper training of drivers is also an 

important step in reducing crash. Educating the young ones about the menace of 

road traffic crashes is a very good step in preventing crashes. Starting from school, 

road traffic education should be part of civic education or better still, a subject of its 

own. The main aim of this study is on the activities of driving school standardization 

programme (DSSP) of the FRSC and its contribution to road traffic casualty in 

Nigeria. The second chapter reviewed other works related to this research; hence 

different views on driving school programme/training as well as driver education. 

Finally, both primary and secondary data were obtained; data sets used were 

introduced in a tabular form for easy conception and analysis. Also histograms was 

used to elaborate issues and graph drawn to show the trend on the effect of DSSP on 

road usage.  
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5.2 Conclusion  

From the analysis of the Federal Road Safety Driving school standardization 

programme (DSSP), it is clear the programme has not contributed significantly in 

reducing road traffic casualty in Nigeria,  

However, the DSSP programme have a positive impact on the driving school in the 

area of training standards and certification; as answers to the research questions such 

as:  

1. Availability of course content by the DSSP   

2. Training programme/ curriculum for Nigeria driving school    

3. Quality assurance in place to check their activities.      

4. Staff training programme in place for driving school instructors/properties   

5. Standards to be met before a driving school can be granted certification.   

6. Are the driving schools constantly /appraised to ensure conformity to standards by 

DSSP? And  

7. Are there sanctions for defaulting driving school by the DSSP scheme; had 

significant improvement on the scheme.  

There is need for more driving schools to be established in other to meet up with the 

demand and task of training and re-training of drivers as the five hundred and one 

(501) approved driving schools in the country as at present is grossly inadequate for 

the Nigerian population.  
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Moreover, the idea of safety consciousness should be sold to the motoring public as-

this will assist to improve road used culture.  

  

5.3 Recommendations  

From the analysis and observations the following recommendations are made;  

1. There is need for more approved driving schools in the country to meet up with the 

high training demand as the number of approved driving school in the country are 

grossly in short fall.  

2. Section 5 (f) of the FRSC (Establishment) Act, 2007 and regulation 33 (I) and 45 

(l) of the National Road Traffic Regulation 2012 which deal with driving school 

standardization programme provide that FRSC should establish a model driving 

school in every local government area in the country. This has not been complied 

with by FRSC. There is urgent need for this provision to be complied with by 

FRSC,  

3. Government should establish standard driving range in every local government 

area in the country to facilitate training and testing of drivers,  

4. FRSC should fish out and prosecute operators of unlicensed / illegal driving 

schools.  
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5. The FRSC should ensure aggressive campaign and public education to members of 

the public on the need to ensure they attain approved driving school for driver 

training.  

6. Government should ensure that only drivers who pass accredited driving school are 

licensed to drive.  

7. Driving test impersonation and briery should be check and culprits prosecuted.  

8. Drivers who trained with automatic vehicles should be granted license to drive 

automatic vehicles only as is obtainable in other countries of the world.  

9. Finally the practice of using unlicensed instructors / relatives to teach driving 

should be discourage and violators prosecuted.  
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APPENDIX 1: QUESTIONNAIRES FOR RESPONDENTS  

There are three types of questionnaires for respondents    

Section A: For driving schools, Section B: For Drivers and Section C: For passengers  

SECTION A:  QUESTIONNAIRE FOR DRIVING SCHOOLS  

1. Is your driving school approved by FRSC   

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 2. 

Do you have class room and administrative office?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 3. 

Do you have licensed driving instructors?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 4. 

Are you licensed as an instructor?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 5. 

Do you have open space for driving range?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 6. 

Do you have road sign module?   

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 7. 

Do your school have traffic law and regulation hand book?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree)  
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8. Do your school have course manual?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 9. 

Do your driving school have safety tips hand book?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree) 10. 

Do your driving school have high way code for teaching drivers?  

(Strongly agree) (Agree) (Not sure) (Disagree) (Strongly disagree)  

SECTION B: QUESTIONNAIRE FOR DRIVERS  

1. How often do you drive a car?  

[Every Time]        [Most Time]       [Sometimes]      [Once a while]        [Not at all]  

2. Do you have a Drivers Licence?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]       [Strongly Disagree]  

3. Were you trained in a driving school?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly disagree]  

4. Is the driving school approved by FRSC?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

5. Were you taught Road Traffic signs and Regulations?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]  

6. This traffic sign means dangerous bend to the left?  
[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]       [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]   

7. This traffic sign means dangerous bend to the right?  
[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]       [Not Sure]      [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]  
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40  

8. This traffic sign means you should maintain a maximum speed limit of 40 
kilometres per hour?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]       [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]  

9.       The broken white line in the middle of the road means you are not 

allowed to overtake?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

10. At the roundabout you are to give way to the traffic by your left?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]  

11. The solid line in the middle of the road means you are not allowed to overtake?  
[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly 

Disagree]  

12. If your vehicle is smoking excessively it means the rings are bad?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]  

  

SECTION C: QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PASSENGERS  

Cl. How often do you travel?  

[Always]         [Very often]       [Often]      [Rarely] [Never] C2. 

Do you travel by public transport?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree]  

  

C 3. Are the vehicles overloaded?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  
C 4. Do the drivers over speed?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  
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Disagree]  

C 5. Do the drivers drive recklessly?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

C 6. Are the drivers polite in addressing the passengers?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]       [Strongly Disagree] C 

7. Are they reliable?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

C 8. Are the drivers neat?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

C 9. Do they obey traffic signs and regulations?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

C 10. Are the drivers time conscious?  

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure]       [Disagree]        [Strongly  

Disagree]  

C 11. Are the drivers skillful?   

[Strongly Agree]      [Agree]        [Not Sure] [Disagree]        [Strongly Disagree] 
APPENDIX 2: SUMMARY OF REGISTERED VEHICLES PER STATES 
FROM 2000 – 2013.  

  
SUMMARY OF REGISTERED VEHICLES PER STATES FROM 2000 – 2002.  
  2000  2001  2002   

  MV  MC  MV  MC  MV  MC  
ABIA  3,548  2,557  6,253  1,753  6,785  4,508  
ADAMAWA  2,875  4,245  5,375  7,500  2,930  3,290  
AKWA IBOM  3,893  8,841  6,481  9,854  12,133  5,864  
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ANAMBRA  4,530  7,841  9,004  12,457  33,740  5,426  
BAUCHI  2,570  4,404  5,714  9,386  19,078  4,741  
BAYELSA  0  0  3,673  1,690  970  2,594  
BENUE  2,873  6,521  8,588  12,457  6,039  4,974  

BORNO  5,356  9,025  6,215  2,000  4,130  3,029  
C/RIVER  1,411  2,215  5,477  5,956  5,148  1,834  
DELTA  2,675  5,200  19,165  12,457  0  3,625  
EBONYI  1,003  1,237  1,347  1,400  2,040  6,373  
EDO  8,798  6,237  14,638  4,250  2,985  9,716  
EKITI  3,364  1,475  8,688  3;499  0  1,149  
ENUGU  11,844  8,671  13,309  6,500  9,363  7,069  
FCT  32,429  1,100  35,874  1,801  6,902  11,325  
GOMBE  3,223  5,819  6,060  8,475  1,800  7,802  
IMO  4,100  25  7,532  2,610  12,900  8,352  
JIGAWA  2,548  2,557  4,209  4,539  6,255  3,210  
KADUNA  5,533  1,800  8,457  1,000  9,856  14,899  
KANO  17,408  11,985  19,548  14,520  14,718  41,278  
KATSINA  4,025  2245  6,474  3,220  7,812  4,114  
KEBBI  3,803  2,880  3,531  2,280  3,450  8,780  
KOGI  1,492  1,100  7,343  3,170  4,056  3,645  
KWARA  6,778  1,630  12,144  3,680  9,658  8,308  
LAGOS             112,458  10,009  142,354  10.954  77,209  45,294  
NASARAWA  1,709  3,951  2,324  6,920  77,227  3,744  
NIGER  4,029  3,344  7,226  6,210  8,965  5,928  
OGUN  19,854  4,670  8,457  4,040  8,645  9,206  
ONDO  8,153  9,384  9,584  9,584  9,876  8,874  
OSUN  2,906  3,065  10,010  6,710  9,807  9,847  
OYO  5,807  776  10,145  1,917  9,807  9,847  
PLATEAU  7,998  5,487  10,457  9,289  30,698  9,741  
RIVERS  25,478  1,400  9,962  2,003  9,985  5,055  
SOKOTO  1,875  2,541  6,173  6,580  8,920  4,997  
TARABA  1,628  1,517  1,809  3,260  5,685  4,620  
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YOBE  1,574  853  3,253  2,560  5,487  2,567  
ZAMFARA  1,193  1,345  4,807  4,210  9,863  3,311  
FEDRAL 
GOVT  

8,852  1,714  9,854  1,441  5,896  4,127  

PARA/MILIT 
RY  

2,141  2  305  5  460  843  

DIPLOMATIC  173  0  447  0  0  477  
TOTAL  342.207  149,868  462,266  212,137  461,327  313,704  

  

  

SUMMARY OF REGISTERED VEHICLES PER STATE: 2003 – 2005.  
  2003  2004  2005  
  MV  MC  MV  MC  MV  MC  
ABIA  4,091  2,421  19,871  3,226  6,895  7,277  
ADAMAWA  1,897  7,893  3,541  9,551  1,906  0  
AKWA IBOM  2,360  9,291  5,410  9,680  3,167  22,499  
ANAMBRA  11,151  53,411  8,473  25,471  9,093  31,145  
BAUCHI  1,660  12,149  8,741  8,547  766  5,072  
BAYELSA  4,670  1,650  5,478  600  1,770  810  
BENUE  1,879  6,602  12,487  5,024  2,078  11,659  
BORNO  3,647  970  5,904  6,584  2,820  7,344  
C/RIVER  1,878  4,819  5,478  5,478  2,537  8,220  
DELTA  9,537  389  29,871  2,935  13,889  5,718  
EBONYI  928  707  3,589  965  691  1,500  
EDO  6,978  2,478  45,714  1,821  11,385  3,330  
EKITT  2,274  3,036  5,470  3,334  3,505  4,048  
ENUSU  9,468  5,501  89,541  4,673  10,498  18,396  
FCT  26,419  7,187  65,471  5,940  39,080  4,349  
SOMBE  1,417  6,866  5,471  10,457  1,879  3,705  
IMO  3,774  1,501  6,372  7,549  4,447  4,769  
JI6AWA~  2,600  9,043  4,512  8,547  2,412  12,814  
KADUNA  5,061  24,995  9,705  5,952  7,044  313  
KANO  11,451  11,843  5,059  8,547  8,765  15,966  
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KATSINA  2,071  5,574  4,571  6,257  1,261  5,353  
KEBBI  2,773  6,449  4,780  6,959  2,177  3,838  
KOGI  2,465  2,183  5,847  2,629  538  1,875  
KWARA  155  1,782  5,471  4,970  8,262  11,793  
LAGOS  103,387  32,561  9,820  10,548  31,118  5,318  
NASARAWA  2,907  7,051  4,578  3,856  2,131  8,099  
NIGER  2,445  8,607  6,582  5,134  2,949  3,448  
OSUN  3,689  2,325  7,849  5,214  12,478  5,422  
ONDO  3,739  5,900  5,734  6,547  11,352  15,406  
OSUN  6,468  5,680  6,842  2,548  3,068  4,688  
OYO  9,817  1,414  9,824  4,571  7,744  3,289  
PLATEAU  5,028  3,172  4,580  5,847  5,199  5,455  
RIVERS  11,364  6,486  9,854  0  6,315  3,696  
SOKOTO  1,453  5,110  8,541  5,412  2,784  5,487  
  

  

  
TARABA  1,942  5,810  4,580  6,462  1,401  2,288  
YOBE  589  1,254  5,470  3,694  1,142  1,850  
ZAMFARA  2,386  6,957  2,943  9,847  1,332  7,362  
FEDRAL GOVT  5,561  1,315  5,789  0  2,955  298  
PARA/MLITRY  670  0  897  1,213  626  124  
DIPLOMATIC  1,021  0  617    249  0  
TOTAL  282,070  282,382 461,327  226,589  239,738  264,023  

  

  

SUMMARY OF REGISTERED VEHICLES PER STATE 2006- 2007.  
  2006  2007  

  MV  MC  MV  MC  

ABIA  5,579  8,138  6,963  11,222  
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ADAMAWA  1,970  9,987  3,071  5,550  

AKWA IBOM  4,912  54,891  3,946  37,439  

ANAMBRA  5,911  19,630  1,858  11,206  

BAUCHI  2,574  14,775  4,346  8,216  

BAYELSA  7,458  5,122  79  0  

BENUE           1,528  12,984  1,691  14,199  

BORNO  3,581  7,230  3,774  3,374  

C/RIVER  1,381  12,853  4,962  15,985  

DELTA  11,728  8,342  6,953  8,405  

EBONYl  1,077  4,578  1,532  4,136  

EDO  8,938  11,613  17,019  2,362  

EKITI  2,158  7,387  1,721  4,276  

ENUGU  8,686  22,098  7,207  19,717  

FCT  32,670  8,954  48,630    800  

GOMBE  1,799  12,154  2,129  8,634  

IMO  3,224  14,507  3,822  11,003  

JI6AWA  2,974  19,399  3,558  14,384  

KADUNA  7,672  8,549  6,296  354  

KANO  9,166  14,578  13,864  19,237  

KATSINA  4,250  11,478  3,840  2,450  

KEBBI  3,378  5,752  2,329  5,612  

KOGI  2,717  7,167  3,084  5,126  

KWARA  5,193  12,457  4,869  0  

LAGOS  0  0  0  0  

NASARAWA  2,212  14,603  1,731  12,931  

NIGER  4,024  5,238  4,043  3,999  
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OGUN  2,821  5,298  3,246  4,663  

ONDO  8,145  6,686  9,244  3,927  

OSUN  6,470  7,433  3,624  4,816  

OYO  11,478  3,790  7,811  6,163  

PLATEAU  4,990  3,820  5,585  11,083  

RIVERS  31,775  15,478  7,457  4,443  

SOKOTO  1,689  5,754  1,306  4,206  

TARABA  1,405  3,859  1,895  3,982  

YOBE  1,208  9,321  1,548  1,499  

ZAMFARA  2,296  14,515  1,337  8,207  

FEDRALSOVT  4,561  4,612  131  0  

PARA/MUTRY  4,680  0  4,680  1,852  

DIPLOMATIC  948  0  948  948  

TOTAL  229,226  415,030  212,129  286,406  
  

NOTE: MV - MOTOR VEHICLES, MC – MOTORCYCLE  

  

  

  

  
  
  
SUMMARY OF REGISTERED VEHICLES PER STATES FROM 2008 – 2010.  
  2008  2009  2010  
  MV  MC  MV  MC  MV  MC  
ABIA  9,524  14,382  7,561  2,123  6,744  3.756  
ADAMAWA  4,964  10,225  4,803  13,945  13,547  8,716  
AKWA IBOM  5,147  70,680  12,098  85,355  24,578  10,301  
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ANAMBRA  6,704  17,289  11.849  16,728  21.457  20,311  
BAUCHI  6,538  12,072  3,987  11,919  10,009  7,601  
BAYELSA  4,763  1,391  4,762  5,105  4,314  214  
BENUE  5,379  21,609  6.892  16,944  4,966  12,722  
BORNO  6,034  14,702  4,301  19,070  9,584  9,890  
C/RIVER  3,535  9,011  4,123  6,994  7,957  1,555  
DELTA  23,922  11,688  14.565  15,385  13,598  18,227  
EBONYI  2,767  9,789  2,495  24,669  6,786  4,6'96  
EDO  10,958  5,589  19,013  18,150  19,982  16,835  
EKTTT  17,067  8,303  8,895  8,454  2,698  3,237  
ENU6U  12,734  13,993  11,271  8,926  20,119  15,679  
FCT  73,938  721  55,637  1,906  41,325  2.455  
6OMBE  6.276  20,553  5,619  29,504  6,442  17,354  
IMO  . 7,582  25,086  9,322  10,476  7,923  19012  
JISAWA  7,144  32,094  8,137  23,879  8,399  17;946  
KADUNA  6,495  10.766  9,618  12,105  8,176  11,807  
KANO  18,713  16,898  13,254  15,987  19.584  15.012  
KATSINA  7,221  9,098     6,442  1,247  8.922  5,888  
KEBBI  4,468  8,458  6,916  11,452  1,614  2,227  
KOGI  4,407  5,254  4,421  7,959  3,899  4,608  
KWARA  9,599  8,778  12,457  8,999  9,726  6,485  
LAGOS  0  0  1,343  9  230,940  90,312  
NASARAWA  3,336  14,451  5,207  13,589  7,668  13,235  
NIGER  7,161  14,146  8,856  11,487  8,333  7,791  
OGUN  7,655  3,830  4,464  5,628  4,070  4,506  
ONDO  9,803  13,596  6,362  5,847  9,854  6,080  
OSUN  6,947  17,318  7,425  9,822  6,936  11,112  
OYO  10,087  18,541  21,457  24,875  13,363  31,506  
PLATEAU  12,226  13,547  6,427  16,482  8,600  2,927  
RIVERS  19,216  6,854  10,457  2,187  20,589  64  
SOKOTO  3,989  7,548  2,353  3,944  5,080  1,982  
TARABA  8,170  9,854  1,638  9,148  1,348  11,354  
YOBE  3,917  8,107  3,724  5,287  2,176  8,116  
ZAMFARA  2,863  6,847  2,911  4,259  1,820  7,669  
FEDERAL GOVT  70  400  71  0  116  0  
PARA/MILITRY  4,369  1,470  4,060  514  5,975  825  



88  
  

DIPLOMATIC  1,247  604  1,500  106  7,908  158  
TOTAL  361,935  495,542  336,693  490,457  616,889  434,211  
  

SUMMARY OF REGISTERED VEHICLES PER STATE 2011 – 2013.  
  2011  2012  2013  

  MV  MC  MV  MC  MV  MC  

ABIA  2,017  490  4,245  439  14,541  6,460  

ADAMAWA  1,742  6,648  6,300  6,961  13,345  6,433  

AKWA IBOM  254  219  10,624  3,192  6,721  15,488  

ANAMBRA  768  12,838  15,817  37,101  31,077  12,976  

BAUCHI  2,706  5,108  2,124  4,522  13,308  8,818  

BAYELSA  827  0  909  0  9,396  1,601  

BENUE           1,029  13,204  11,453  16,556  12,168  11,199  

BORNO  3,985  9,877  5,499  4,050  9,876  5,950  

C/RIVER  218  677  3,316  3,175  11,284  1,012  

DELTA  890  6,032  15,104  13,749  32,491  10,611  

EBONYl  427  7,083  3,949  3,490  8,400  4,003  

EDO  12,209  22,391  23,972  5,901  37,671  6,612  

EKITI  2,230  105  160  0  451  3,355  

ENUGU  5,578  11,030  1,670  6,002  8,999  8  

FCT  31,297  2  41,414  0  106,140  49,024  

GOMBE  2,697  13,603  3,057  7,300  6.075  350  

IMO  2,824  13,461  6,186  5,000  6,461  7,037  

JIGAWA  2,829  8,593  4,335  3,990  11,088  5,855  

KADUNA  3,152  40  9,232  2,300  16,658  7,204  

KANO  3,468  14,857  14,750  10,769  37,160  24,878  

KATSINA  3,037  6,423  4,651  1,286  30,748  12,121  
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KEBBI  1,675  1,570  5,199  5,579  9,306  7,195  

KOGI  1,980  21,132  3,887  9,661  6,208  1,624  

KWARA  5,880  6,340  11,493  2,385  10,128  3,151  

LAGOS  77,010  303,811  444,500  32,000  369,071  5,020  

NASARAWA  2,940  10,992  6,022  6,300  7,704  5,519  

NIGER  3,471  2,768  1,446  3,920  200  3,960  

OGUN  4,477  7,026  6,408  18,013  16,165  45,521  

ONDO  4,337  2,942  9,203  5,295  78,445  5,283  

OSUN  107  402  13  0  8  11,201  

OYO  12,120  9,913  14,719  26,588  18,891  40  

PLATEAU  1,147  4,200  5,383  2,749  19,113  4,700  

RIVERS  6,703  3  18,093  200  6,662  1,150  

SOKOTO  1,410  9,592  3,719  3,404  10,002  1,369  

TARABA  688  1,985  1,997  4,981  2,322  2,600  

YOBE  1,431  3,123  2,275  390  3,410  2,008  

ZAMFARA  777  3,200  611  0  9,897  2,405  

FEDRALSOVT  9  0  4,908  104  9,897  13  

PARA/MUTRY  1,771  860  673  312  799  4  

DIPLOMATIC  4,574  127  930  7  2,239  0  

TOTAL  216,871 542,667  730,246  257,672  1,004505  303,758  
  

NOTE: MV-MOTOR VEHICE, MC-MOTORCYCLE  
Source: FRSC Planning Research and Statistics Department National 

Headquarters, Abuja.  
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