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Abstract 

The human history has recorded that in every 100 years a new pandemic will 
erupt to rocked control the human race from over population, changing the 
courses of history and signaling the end of entire civilization. Today the 
world is at halt and its economic, socio-cultural, religious, political, scientific 
and technological myth is degenerating amidst the advent of a novel pan-
demic (COVID-19). This study therefore, investigated the effect of COVID-19 
in terms of economic, socio-cultural, educational and religious factors which 
are best described using students, private sectors, public servants, religious 
bodies and farmers as sectoral factors. The paper also addressed geopolitical 
regional zones differences in the effect of COVID-19 in Nigeria using sche-
dules as a model for data collections. Generated data were analyzed using 
percentages, Two-way ANOVA and Co-Variance (ANOCOVA) to test for 
significant differences amidst the effects of COVID-19 among domain, sec-
tors and geopolitical regions. Findings from the study show that 96% stu-
dent’s educational process was negatively affected and about 94% economic 
values of privately owned business were grossly affected; 53% socio-cultural 
activities brought down because of the stay-at-home order; 58% religious ac-
tivities (worship centre) were affected on the approval of only 20 members 
per 2 meters distancing in a service. More so, farmers experiences 58% eco-
nomic loss underscored with an endemic increase in the price of major food 
items. The interactions term between COVID-19, domain and sector is not 
significant as it was felt equally on Domain and on sectoral factors. On the 
other hand, the effect of COVID-19 is felt differently among geopolitical re-
gions in Nigeria owing to socio-cultural, economic, political and population 
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difference. The paper therefore, recommended for the formulations and im-
plementations of workable health care, social and educational welfare policies 
that respond and recover quickly to related disease; while relying more on 
domesticated products and byproducts. 
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1. Background to the Study 

Corona virus is a novel pandemic rocking the human planets mostly coined 
from the phrase COVID-19 (CO means Corona; VI meaning virus, D stands for 
diseases and 19-year 2019 of its identification). Coronavirus belongs to the Co-
ronaviridae family in the Nidovirales order and it represents crown-like spikes 
on the outer surface of the virus; thus, it was named as a Coronavirus (Muham-
mad, Suliman, Abeer, Nadia&Rabeea, 2020) [1]. It came with mild symptoms 
ranging from fever (85% - 99%), Cough (59% - 82%), Headache (34% - 88%), fa-
tigue (44% - 70%), lack of appetite (40% - 84%), shortness of breath (31% - 
40%), Mucus/phlegm (28% - 33%), sore throat (36% - 78%) and body aches 
(11% - 35%) to sever Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS 5%) and Middle East 
Respiratory syndrome (MERS 2% - 7%), situations that can claim human life. 
The remote cause of the virus is arguably arousing research interest but Wuhan 
city in China is the epicenter of the 2019 human Coronavirus epidemic, with 
recorded figure of about 50,333 cases including death toll of 3869 as of 17th April, 
2020 when this work was conceived. However, due to containment failure on the 
part of China, it has spread to over 210 countries in the seven continents 
amounting to about 2,331,099 confirmed cases with a death toll of 160,952 glo-
bally as of 17/4/2020 (ECDPC, 2020 [2]; Worldometer, 2020 [3]). 

It is a mind blowing fact that in every 100 years a new pandemic will erupt to 
rocked control the human race from over population, changing the courses of 
history and signaling the end of entire civilization; such of these pandemic in-
cludes the Great Plague of Marseille of 1720 with a deaths toll of 100,000; Cho-
lera pandemic of 1820 (3 million deaths); Spanish flu of 1920 (50 million deaths) 
and Coronavirus of 2020 (154,268 deaths) (Owen, 2020 [4]; Devaux, 2013 [5]). 
Interestingly, 60% - 75% of these infectious diseases are zoonotic (comes via 
animal to human). However, lessons from previous and current pandemics 
about early containment, social distancing, self-isolation and total lockdown as 
mainstream practices in the affected countries, the death toll is likely to be much 
lesser than the three greats pandemics of the 20th century viz: Spanish Flu 1920 
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(50 million deaths); Asian Flu 1958 and Hong Kong Flu in 1968 (4 million 
deaths each). Arresting from these containment practices in the absent of vac-
cine, mother earth is gradually restoring (rehabilitated) from the ill cause of civi-
lization, industrialization and overpopulation. From cleaner air to liberated 
wildlife and from industrial to socio-economic perspective, coronavirus lock-
down across the world appear to have had a number of paradoxical effects on 
the environment and the world economy respectively. Iteming is cleaner air due 
to plummet of pollutions which has enable citizens in Northern India viewing 
the Himalayan mountain range for the first time in 30 years, while those living 
in Jalandhar in northern Punjab have shared pictures of the mountains from 
rooftops and empty streets, amazed by the view which has been hidden by pollu-
tion for 30 years. On the contrary, Tom, Jamie, Maeva and Jinshan (2020) [6] 
reported that the coronavirus lockdown has caused the global economy $2.7 tril-
lion as stock markets worldwide which is the largest single decline since the 2008 
financial crisis and it will eventually lead to the deepest depression since 1929 
(Jones, Brown & Palumbo, 2020) [7]; Nigerians receiving the hardest hit on the 
economy, since almost 80% of Nigerian revenue is derived from crude oil but 
the current pandemicsituations relegated the price of crude oil to as low as $20 
per barrel from above $60 which is far less than the budget’s benchmark of $57 
per barrel, signifying tough times ahead (Ogunde, 2020) [8]. In the light of the 
double whammy of the declining oil demand and oil prices as a result of the 
COVID-19 pandemic, government revenue would continue to fall in subsequent 
months beginning from the month of March, 2020 (NEITI, 2020) [9] and infla-
tion rate expected to grow from 0.26% to 1.21% according to the Consumer 
Price Index (CPI), 2020. This study therefore, envisaged an account effect of co-
ronavirus on the Economic, Socio-cultural, educational and religious life of Ni-
gerians by outlining the negative effect of coronavirus and identify the failure of 
government political will in addressing the challenging effect of coronavirus on 
both independence and dependent populace. 

2. Material and Methods 

2.1. Study Design and Method of Data Collection 

The study adopted the descriptive designed; purposively and randomly involving 
180 piece of structured schedules with a sample size of 124 schedules adminis-
tered to 31 persons as determined by the Taro Yamane and Bowler’s propor-
tional formulae respectively (Rafael, 2014) [10] to the respective targeted sectors 
(domain) in Nigeria; covering the Economic, Socio-cultural, Educational and 
Religious aspects of the society. According to Kothari and Garg (2016) [11], 
Schedules are Performa containing a set of questions that are generally filled by 
the researcher or enumerator, who interpret questions when necessary to the 
targeted population. This therefore, save time, resources and exposed the re-
searcher to real life experience while reducing non-response. So much more, 
much of the information captured in this study is sourced from the Nigerian  
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Table 1. Calculated sample size of each study group. 

STUDY GROUP 
ASSIGNED SAMPLE 

SCHEDULES 
SAMPLE SIZE OF EACH GROUP 

n (n1)/N 

Economical (n1) 45 124 × 25/100 = 31 

Socio-cultural (n1) 45 124 × 25/100 = 31 

Educational (n1) 45 124 × 25/100 = 31 

Religious (n1) 45 124 × 25/100 = 31 

 
Center for Disease Control (NCDC) and other secondary data released (pub-
lished) with regards to the pandemic while the study was conducted. To eluci-
date the aim and objectives of the study, the study area is grouped into four (4) 
targeted sectors (domain) viz: The Economic; Socio-cultural; Educational and 
Religious group (Table 1). Other public opinion and focused group discussion 
was also engaged while observing all COVID-19 protocols such as the social dis-
tancing to dilate the subject of interest. 

The sample size is determined following Taro Yamane sample size determina-
tion formula of 

( )1n N N e= +  (Rafael, 2014) [10]                (1) 

where: N is the population size (180) and (e) is the significant level (0.05%), re-
sulted to 124 sample size. 

Furthermore, the number of schedules administered to each group was com-
puted using Bowler’s proportional allocation formulae as 

( )1 1n n n N=  (ibid, 2014) [10]                  (2) 

where: N is the population size (180); n is the sample size (124), resulted to 31 
numbers of schedules administered among groups respectively. 

2.2. Sample and Analysis Techniques 

2.2.1. Samples 
Samples from this study extracted from the schedules were computed to deter-
mine the influence of COVID-19 19 on domain factors such as the economic, 
social-cultural, educational and religious life were explained/determined on sec-
toral basis in terms of students, private sectors (business), public servants and 
farmers (Table 2). Furthermore, the domain effects were also view based on 
geopolitical regions. The Nigerian political system of government (Federalism) 
regrouped the country into six (6) major geopolitical regions; each region is 
constituted with five-to-seven states that make up the thirty-six states and addi-
tional Federal Capital Territory (FCT) in the North-Central region. The Geopo-
litical Regions are the South-South (6 states), South-East (5 states), South-West 
(6 states), North-Central (7 states), North-East (6 states) and North-West (7 
states), reason been for economic and governance differences. 

2.2.2. Analysis Techniques 
Field data were presented in percentages were necessary. Further analysis of  
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Table 2. Results presentations in percentages. 

AGE (n = 124) Percentage Frequency 

15 - 25 years 38 (31%) 

26 - 36 years 32 (26%) 

37 - 47 years 29 (23%) 

48 - 58 years 25 (20%) 

TOTAL 124 (100%) 

SEX (n = 124)  

Female 68 (55%) 

Male 56 (45%) 

TOTAL 124 (100%) 

SECTORS (n = 124)  

Students 25 (20%) 

Private Sector 36 (29%) 

Public servants 30 (24%) 

Farmers 33 (27%) 

TOTAL 124 (100%) 

GEOPOLITICAL REGIONS (n = 124)  

South-South 25 (20%) 

South-East 23 (19%) 

South-West 20 (16%) 

North-Central 19 (15%) 

North-East 18 (15%) 

North- West 19 (15%) 

TOTAL 124 (100%) 

Source: Researcher 2020. 
 

variance such as the Two-Way ANOVA was used to test for statistical significant 
difference on the effect of COVID-19 on Domain and Sectoral, while the analysis 
of Co-Variance (ANOCOVA) was used to test for statistical significant differ-
ence in the effect of COVID-19 among Geopolitical regions in Nigeria. The 
Two-Way ANOVA was adopted because the data were classified on the bases of 
two factors (Domain and Sectors). Kothari and Garg (2016) [11] open that 
ANOCOVA techniques removed the influences of uncontrolled variables 
through simple linear regression method and the residual sums of squares are 
used to provide variance estimates which in turn were used to make tests of sig-
nificance. 

3. Results and Discussions 

Table 3 shows that all the three (3) F-ratios are not significant at 0.05% 
(F-ratio > 5%), which means that the influence of COVID-19 was felt equally on  

https://doi.org/10.4236/oalib.1106967


A. W. Ebuete et al. 
 

 

DOI: 10.4236/oalib.1106967 6 Open Access Library Journal 
 

Table 3. ANOVA table for adjusted domain and sector. 

Source SS D.F MS F-ratio 5% limit 

B/W Columns (Domain) 7672 3 2557.3 13.03 3.16 = 3.24 

B/W Rows (Sector) 7804 3 2601.3 13.26 3.16 = 3.24 

Interactions variations 9031 9 1003.4 5.113 9.16 = 2.54 

Within Samples (Error) 3140 16 196.25   

Total 27,647 31    

Source: Research, 2020. 
 

Domain factors, so also on the sectoral factors. Hence, the interactions term be-
tween COVID-19, domain and sector is not significant. 

Students: The life and operations of students were in jeopardy amidst the 
pandemic globally. According to the report of UNESCO, 2020 (UNESCO a&b, 
2020) [12] [13], about 1.5 billion students worldwide from 192 countries (Nige-
ria inclusive) were ordered to stay at-home on April 15th, 2020 amidst the pan-
demic. In Nigeria, both private, public schools and universities were closed on 
March 30th, 2020; students were sent back home; following the lockdown executive 
order, in the absent of digital economy. Unlike in a robust and well-developed 
economy were e-Education enable educators and student even at quarantined 
state access and learn digitally through e-Education apps without hampering/ 
bridging on their educational process. The few online classes operating during 
the first peak of the pandemic were faced with anxiety that affect negatively on 
students physiological, emotional and behavioral states; similar scenario in India 
(Dangi & George, 2020 [14]; Wang, Zhang, Zhao, Zhang & Jiang, 2020 [15]). 
However, on a general note the Nigerian situation was like a shadow of itself as the 
stay-at-home order interrupted learning, depriving students to opportunities, 
growth and development; causing poor nutrition since free and discounted meals 
provided at schools were compromised by the order; gaps in childcare were 
created leading to peer pressure and substances abuses; rising school dropout 
rates; social isolation as school stands to be the hubs of social activities and hu-
man interactions; exposure to violence and exploitations; recording high cost of 
economic losses. Similarly, Wang, Zhang, Zhao, Zhang and Jiang (2020) [15] 
concluded that school closure reduces student eating/sleeping patterns and 
physical activities but promote longer screen time, increases stress and less social 
interactions which pose risk to their physical and mental health. School closures 
impact not only student but teachers as well, hence the indignations was on pri-
vate teachers/tutors sourcing living through the academic sections. 

Table 4 shows that 96% (24) of student’s educational processes were nega-
tively affected by COVID-19. Students socio-cultural life 88% (22) were also af-
fected, students’ economic values stripped down by 72% because they were at 
home with parents at lockdown situation, also the religious aspects as religious 
gathering beyond 20 persons were prohibited by the federal and state order. This 
led to the cancellation of worship services, pilgrimages surrounding observances  
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Table 4. Domain response per sector. 

Sector/Domain 
Effects 

Economic Socio-cultural Educational Religious Total 

Student (n = 25) 
18 (72%) 
7 (28%) 

22 (88%) 
3 (12%) 

24 (96%) 
1 (4%) 

10 (40%) 
15 (60%) 

74:26 (100) 

Private (n = 36) 
34 (94%) 

2 (6%) 
19 (53%) 
17 (47%) 

20 (56%) 
16 (44%) 

21 (58%) 
15 (42%) 

94:50 (144) 

Public (n = 30) 
25 (83%) 
15 (17%) 

6 (20%) 
24 (80%) 

18 (60%) 
12 (40%) 

10 (33%) 
20 (67%) 

59:61 (120) 

Farmers (n = 33) 
19 (58%) 
14 (42%) 

4 (12%) 
29 (88%) 

19 (58%) 
14 (42%) 

22 (67%) 
11 (33%) 

64:68 (132) 

Total (n = 124) 96:38 (124) 51:73 (124) 81:43 (124) 63:61 (124) 29:205 (496) 

Source: Researcher, 2020. 
 

and festivals while putting an end to in-person worship based on the ecclesio-
logical, liturgies and ways worship centres were managed as it was almost the 
same in all the countries experiencing the effects of COVID-19 respectively ac-
cording to Sulkowski and Ignatowski (2020) [16]. 

Private: One of the worst bashed sectors during the COVID-19 pandemic is 
the private sector; although there were some levels of uncertainty about the fu-
ture economic outlook as it may possess significant challenges when making es-
timates and assessing private business ability to continue became a growing 
concern. Sectors like companies, banking industries, pharmaceutical, manufac-
turing/productions, marketing and distributions industries, tourism and recrea-
tional centres, private religious centres, Hotels, Restaurants, bars, sports, clubs 
etc. were partially and permanently closed down to collectively fight the deadly 
disease (COVID-19), and it is an inkling fact that the above sectors sur-
vive/strived with populations influx. However, the simultaneous combat of the 
virus discourages public gatherings by 90% and encourages social distancing by 
89% (NBS, 2020) [17] an action that led to economic lost. The shutdown of fi-
nancial markets, corporate offices, businesses and events prompt supply shocks 
in the global supply chain as many importers shut down their factories and 
closed their borders particularly China and United Kingdom who emerged as 
the Nigerian top source of capital investment with a total of $5854.38 m in the 
first quarter of 2020; this witnessed shortage of crucial supplies like pharma-
ceutical supplies, spare parts, and finished goods (NBS, 2020 [17]; NBS Q1, 2020 
[18]). Furthermore, the private workforces dropped drastically as most compa-
nies were on redundancy and could not pay their workers, paving way to finance 
and liquidity, tax trade and regulatory, strategy and brand; hence driving re-
sources from development efforts to crisis response. 

From Table 4, about 94% economic values of privately owned business was 
grossly affected; 53% socio-cultural activities brought down especially in the re-
creational and tourisms services; private schools (56%) like mono-techniques, 
polytechnics, colleges, universities were temporarily shut down to contain the 
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disease reflecting the negative effects of the disease on both the academic and 
non-academic staff. 58% religious’ activities (Worship Centres) were affected on 
the approval of only 20 members per 2 meters distancing in a service; turning so 
many private staff workers into beggars has been relieved from their sources of 
livelihood. 

This further triggers major social problems in Nigeria ranging from child ab-
andonment, armed robbery, homelessness, mental health problems, divorce, 
Suicides, homicides, unplanned pregnancies, arousing anti-social groups to 
problems of single parenting in the absent of social welfare policy and pro-
gramme. The situation became more evident as states repatriated Sai Baba Al-
majiri and prostitutes back to their states of origin as a way of containing the 
pandemic while managing available resources since majority of Nigerians 
thought to be living on less than $1.90 a day. 

Public Sectors: The Nigerian populace like any other countries witnesses the 
negative effects of the pandemic. It became more glaring as the Federal Account 
Allocation Committee (FAAC), monthly disbursement for Federal, States, Local 
governments and Others dwindled from 780.926 billion naira in March, 2020 to 
547.309 billion naira only in the month of May, 2020 (NEITI, 2020) [9]; falling 
below the estimated minimum thresholds for the three tiers of the government 
and others to meet their current obligations. It became so serious that more re-
sources need to be channeled to the health sector to combat the pandemic, re-
sulting to the movement of funds from other sectors hitherto identified as criti-
cal in their budgets coupled with the view to revise the budget to prepare for 
lower FAAC disbursement. 

On a practical note, the public servants are the custodians of public goods and 
are indispensible conduct for crisis recovery. But on the contrary, the pandemic 
droved in major changes in the public sector which dramatically affects public 
finances causing unethical behaviour on government support schemes. The 
study further shows that the Nigerian populace also witnessed distinct effects of 
the pandemic among the public urban and the rural dwellers; as most govern-
ment stringent laws and curfew were implemented more in the urban centers 
considering population size. This was further captured in the report of National 
Bureau of Statistics (NBS, 2020); stating that some households struggled to pur-
chase staple foods like yam, rice and beans during the 7 days stay-at-home order 
and about 35% - 59% of households who need to purchase these staple foods re-
ported that they were unable able to buy them due to changes in commodities 
price while 26% of households reported not being able to access medical treat-
ment when they needed it in the same period (NBS, 2020) [17]. The period cakes 
with an endemic increase in the price of major food items consumed (85% of 
households) and farming/business inputs (46%) were most widely experienced. 

Farmers: Evidence of the pandemic is impacting on every agricultural sectors 
and types of agriculture, such that both substantial farmers, commercial, mecha-
nized etc experience limited access to both raw material and agricultural bypro-
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ducts, logistics constraints and labour shortages, prompted serious disruptions 
of economic activities, particularly nonfarm business closure (36%) and disrup-
tion of farming activities (29%) according to the National Bureau of Statistics 
(NBS, 2020 [17]; NBS Q1, 2020 [18]). 

Table 4 shows that farmers experiences 58% economic loss and only 12% so-
cio-cultural loss which can be attributed to the incessant price increased on farm 
products over the first quarter of the pandemic. On the other hand, the pan-
demic further impeded access to food as incomes fall, remittances were lost and 
in some context, the rising food prices promote hunger and undernourishment 
thus, changing the purchasing power of Nigerians even in the face of product 
quality and quantity reductions. The OECD-FAO Agricultural Outlook of 
2020-2029 stated that the pandemic knock-on effects aggravated preexisting 
drivers of hunger which by their forecasting will depress demand and further 
undermine food security by pushing 40 - 60 million people to extreme poverty. 
Evidently, the State of Food Security and Nutrition (SOFI, 2020) reported that 
about 920 million people will be pushed to chronic hunger by the end of 2020 
making the zero hunger Sustainable Development goal by 2030 doubtful to 
achieve. 

The effects doubled on the non-farming families. To a large extent, non-farming 
family had no option but to soar in with the dynamic changes of staple food 
price in the market due to interstate banned (rural-urban) on traveling causing 
shortage of available food items. On the other hand, the farmers we’re deprived 
access to farming inputs to boost productions yet there was a shortage of storing 
space as product mark for sale hardly find its way to the market causing eco-
nomic loss. Further studies by NBS (2020) [17] revealed that the high rate of 
household income loss was highest for non-farm family business (85%) com-
pared to household farming, livestock or fishing (73%) and wage employment 
(58%). Complementing the above, Ozili (2020) [19] captured that in the year 
2019, consumption expenditure in the rural areas surpassed that in the urban 
centers (rural spending stood at ₦21.1 trillion, 10.4% higher than ₦19.1 trillion 
spent in the urban centres). Food and non-food expenditure in the urban centres 
stood at 51.5% percent and 48.5 percent respectively as against 61.3 percent and 
38.7 percent of rural consumption expenditures. The gap was further widened 
during the pandemic period since most primary economic activity is taken place 
in the rural area. The economic shocks was worst following the geometrical in-
creases in the price of major food items consumed (85% of households) and 
farming/business inputs (46%) widely experienced as stirred by the panic buying 
(NBS, 2020) [17]. 

From Table 5, the F-ratio is not significant (F-ratio<0.05% limit), which mean 
that the effect of COVID-19 is felt differently among geopolitical regions in Ni-
geria and as at the time of this writing (26/3/2020), Nigeria has recorded 8344 
confirmed cases, 2385 recovered and 249 deaths (NCDC.gov.ng, 2020). Figure 1 
shows that the South-West geopolitical region alone recorded 4265 (53%) cases; 
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North-West 1713 (21%); North-Central 777 (10%); North-East 720 (9%); 
South-South 511 (6%) and South-East 109 (1%); representing the weak capacity 
of the health care systems in the country; couple with the poor hygiene condi-
tions of larger populations and doubled by the structural inequalities and dis-
criminatory policies which is likely to exacerbate the pandemic and its impact on 
the domain and in various sectors (Table 6). The numbers of death casualties 
according to geopolitical zones were SW (132), NW (52), NC (25), NE (22), SS 
(15) and SE (3) respectively as of 26/3/2020. 

The first cessation of all movement as directed by President Muhammadu 
Buhari on Monday, 30th March, 2020 affects only Lagos and Ogun state in the 
South-West region and Abuja in the North-Central region. Anecdotally, the 
southwest region followed by North Central region received the hardest hit as 
the first recorded index case was noted in Lagos with a travel historical destina-
tion at Ogun and Abuja respectively; this brought about the shutdown of these 
major states (business hub, centre of tourism and destination to migrants) with 
an untold economic shock, consequent upon COVID-19. The lock down 
(stay-at-home-order) in the absent of palliatives and people friendly policies 
further promotes human right abuses and violence against vulnerable and poor 
groups which in turn marred the containment measures as social distancing  

 
Table 5. ANOVA Table for Adjusted Y (Yes). 

Source d.f. SS MS F-ratio 5% Limits 

B/W Groups 3 6,971,929,346.97 2,323,976,448.990 0.348 3.19 = 31.3 

Within Groups 19 127,051,999,787.95 6,686,947,367.94   

Total 22 134,023,929,134.9 9,010,923,816.93   

Source: Researcher, 2020. 
 

 
Source: Researchers, 2020. Edited/crafted from COVID-19.ncdc.gov.ng, 26/05/2020. 

Figure 1. COVID-19 index cases per geopolitical regions in Nigeria. 
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Table 6. COVID-19 effects on domain per geopolitical regions in Nigeria. 

Geopolitical/ 
Domain 

Economic Socio-cultural Educational Religious 
Total 

Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No 

SS 
n = 25 

12 
(48%) 

13 
(52%) 

21 
(84%) 

4 
(16%) 

24 
(96%) 

1 
(4%) 

23 
(92%) 

2 
(8%) 

100 

SE 
n = 23 

17 
(74%) 

6 
(26%) 

19 
(83%) 

4 
(17%) 

22 
(96%) 

1 
(4%) 

21 
(91%) 

2 
(9%) 

92 

SW 
n = 19 

14 
(74%) 

5 
(26%) 

16 
(84%) 

3 
(16%) 

18 
(95%) 

1 
(5%) 

18 
(95%) 

1 
(5%) 

76 

NC 
n = 19 

13 
(68%) 

6 
(32%) 

13 
(68%) 

6 
(32%) 

18 
(95%) 

1 
(5%) 

17 
(89%) 

2 
(11%) 

76 

NE 
n-18 

10 
(56%) 

8 
(44%) 

11 
(61%) 

7 
(39%) 

16 
(89%) 

2 
(11%) 

16 
(89%) 

2 
(11%) 

72 

NW 
n = 19 

10 
(53%) 

9 
(47%) 

12 
(63%) 

7 
(37%) 

17 
(89%) 

2 
(11%) 

17 
(89%) 

2 
(11%) 

76 

TOTAL 76 47 92 31 115 8 112 11 492 

Source: Researcher, 2020. Note: Data are presented as Y = Yes or N = No in percentages. 
 

almost became impossible due to overcrowding of displaced persons in these re-
gions. On a global scale, Nigeria takes the 8th position with the highest recorded 
internally displaced persons (UNHCR, 2014) [20] and according to the Internal 
Displacement Monitoring Centre, an average expected number of displacement 
per year for sudden onset hazards in Nigeria stood at 214,426 fueled by armed 
violence, suicide attacks, Abductions, sexual violence, inter-communal crisis, re-
ligious violence and pastoralist against farmers clashes etc. (Okon, 2018 [21]; 
Olanrewaju et. al, 2019 [22]; Etikan & Babatope, 2019 [23]), with a reflecting 
image of malnutrition, unemployment, death, overcrowding etc.withinthe In-
ternally Displaced Persons (IDPs) camps and informal settlements making the 
North Central and North West regions more vulnerable to COVID-19 pandem-
ic). On the other hand, the southwest region ranks highest in COVID-19 index 
cases due to overpopulation. Research by Roberts and Okanya (2020) [24] re-
vealed that Lagos state (most populated state in the southwest region and Africa) 
is receiving some 123,000 migrants daily including many IDPs putting the 
available limited resources under stress, an act that make social distancing al-
most impossible, report toeing the same path with the report of Giannik and 
Bruggema (2019) [25]. This was recalled and emphasized by WHO (2020) [26] 
and Ebuete et al. (2020) [27] that the provision of safe water, sanitation and hy-
gienic conditions is essential for the protection of human health during all infec-
tious diseases outbreak while the consistent application of WASH and waste 
management practices in all homes, business centres and health care services will 
help prevent disease transmission. 

4. Summary and Conclusion 

In Nigeria, the reason why the outbreak became uncontrollable and caused suf-
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fering to poor citizens was because of weak and ineffective institutions in res-
ponding to the pandemic; absence or lack of social welfare programs that will 
cater for poor citizens and vulnerable citizens. Upon these, the industries that 
could have aid quick recovery of the economy is facing problems such as poor 
infrastructural and unreliable utilities, scarcity of skilled workers, poor access to 
finance, lack of appropriate government incentives, policy incoherence by the 
government, poor demand due to robust competition from Asian companies 
particularly China, high cost of doing business as a result of imported and ex-
pensive production inputs, regulatory problems, among others. The study ar-
gued that the level of development in a country plays an important role in pro-
longing economic crises and also in facilitating economic recovery. The devel-
oping Nigerian economy settled fear of financial and economic collapse that led 
to panic buying, hoarding of foreign currency by individuals and businesses for 
speculative reasons, flight to safety in consumption, household stocking upon 
essential food and commodity items, staffs working from home to reduce oper-
ating costs, as income sources were affected by the pandemic. The pandemic 
further impeded access to food as income fall, remittances were lost and in some 
context’s obnoxious rise in food prices, promoting hunger and undernourish-
ment thus, changing the purchasing power of Nigerians even in the face of 
product quality and quantity reductions. The effect was so glaring as 96% stu-
dent’s educational process was negatively affected and about 94% economic val-
ues of privately owned business were grossly affected; 53% Socio-cultural activi-
ties brought down because of the stay-at-home order; 58% religious activities 
(worship centres) were affected on the approval of only 20 members per 2meters 
distancing in a service. More so, farmers experience 58% economic loss unders-
cored with an endemic increase in the price of major food items. The interaction 
term between COVID-19, domain and sector is not significant as it was felt 
equally on Domain and on sectoral factors. On the other hand, the effect of 
COVID-19 is felt differently among geopolitical regions in Nigeria owing to so-
cio-cultural, economic, political and population differences. It is therefore a call 
for all economic agents, government parastatals, Non-Governmental Organiza-
tions (NGOs) and well-meaning Nigerians to put in their best for the recovery 
and realization of our economy’s independence to foreign aids such as refining 
of crude oil for the countries use, placing equal value or even more on Nigerian 
made products and goods, double import and reduces export duty services, 
Promoting research and implement results, improving the electricity supply to 
boost industrializations etc. More so, a flexible and quality healthcare plan that 
provides health insurance to her citizens should be implemented. On the other 
hand, there should be regular updating of student curriculum, improvement in 
the teaching standards and adoption of online studies, encouragement of aca-
demic performance through awards and opportunities, promotion of quality 
schools facilities, accessibilities to students loan/scholarships and creations of 
Students opportunities are some of the social and educational welfare policies 
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needed to be implemented to war against similar pandemics. 

5. Recommendations 

The COVID-19 pandemic is a wake-up call to policymakers as the unusual and 
unprecedented nature of the crisis has made it impossible for citizens to rely on 
foreign health care services and more difficult to solicit for international support 
given the competing demand for medical supplies and equipment. 

Secondly, it is critical to strengthen the public health systems, address the 
challenges posed by informality and implement reforms that will support strong 
and sustainable growth in the health sectors through public health preparedness 
and response team against any eventualities. 
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