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In many countries, including Nigeria, the gap between the rich and the poor has continued to widen over the years. It must be stated that this pervasive issue of income inequality (I.I) has far-reaching consequences, affecting not only economic growth but also social cohesion and sustainable development (S.D). This study explored the nexus between I.I in Nigerian families and S.D. The study was guided by two research questions and was anchored on the relative deprivation theory. The survey research design was adopted for the study and its population comprised residents of Asaba Metropolis. A sample of three hundred and eighty-four (384) respondents was drawn through the purposive sampling technique. To collect data for the study, structured questionnaires were administered, filled out, retrieved and analysed using the arithmetic mean and standard deviation. The analysis of data revealed that several factors facilitate I.I in the Nigerian society such as unemployment, corruption and poor governance, among others, and this inhibits economic growth, instigates crime and insecurity, prevents access to quality healthcare and education in society, etc. In line with the findings, it was recommended that the government should provide more job opportunities for the unemployed in the society to increase their living standard and ensure the selection process is devoid of nepotism, and develop efficient policies to address the I.I in the society such as progressive taxation and provision of social welfare programmes, among others.
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1.		Introduction
Attaining sustainable development is the dream of every country. Hence, many governments put a lot of effort into its pursuit. Despite these efforts, several countries are lagging behind in achieving sustainable development and coincidentally, these underperforming countries are marred with the challenge of income inequality. According to Aiyemo (2024), in many countries, including Nigeria, the gap between the rich and the poor has continued to widen over the years. It must be stated that this pervasive issue of I.I has far-reaching consequences, affecting not only economic growth but also social cohesion and S.D. The phenomenon of I.I has impacted many families in Nigeria such that their access to equal opportunities, resources, and services has been blocked. The supposed economic growth in the country has not translated into equitable distribution of wealth, making Nigeria to rank among the most unequal countries globally (Alao, 2015; Aremo & Sule, 2020).
A primarily used index of I.I is the Gini coefficient which has been increasing unabatedly, indicating that the gap between the rich and the poor in Nigeria has worsened over the years. There is a high concentration of wealth in the hands of a few individuals in Nigeria such that the top 10% of the population are richer than the other proportion of the population (NBS, 2020; Ogbeide&Agu,2015). This disproportionate distribution of wealth has made Nigeria one of the lowest ranked countries globally in terms of GDP per capita. Although the income gap between the rich and the poor is increasing globally, the issue in Nigeria has worsened over the years, with the country ranking among the most unequal in the world. It must be stated that I.I is a complex and multifaceted phenomenon with political, social and economic influences (McKnight, 2018). I.I has far-reaching consequences on economic growth, social cohesion, security and S.D. As have been witnessed in recent times, I.I could breed social unrests, political instability, limit access to education and healthcare, and undermine overall well-being (Oluwa,2012; Oluwatosin et al., 2013).
Goal 1 (ending poverty in all its form) and Goal 10 (reducing inequality within and among countries) of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) established in 2015 were specifically designed to combat the issues of poverty, I.I and other forms of inequality (United Nations, 2015). In response to these goals several countries have embarked upon policies and initiatives to address the issues raised (Seery et al., 2019). Similarly, various policies, aimed at the alleviation of poverty and I.I, have been initiated by the Nigerian government. These include the Subsidy Reinvestment and Empowerment Programme (SURE-P), National Poverty Eradication Programme (NAPEP), N-Power, etc. (Odey&Sambe,2019; Okoro&Bassey,2018). In fact, the country’s unattained Vision 20:2020 was intended to make Nigeria one of the top 20 economies in the world by 2020. Sadly, all efforts by the government have failed to yield the desired results, making it glaring that even by 2030, Nigeria will be far-off from achieving Goals 1 and 10. It must be stated that achieving this vision requires addressing the issue of I.I, which can hinder economic growth and development. Understanding the factors contributing to the perpetuation of I.I and poverty, and the nexus between I.I and S.D in Nigeria is vital for proffering solutions to the anomaly in the country.
1.1.		Statement of the Problem
Dauda and Oyekele (2021) opined that while many countries in Europe, Asia, North America, South America and some parts of Africa have made massive progress in the pursuit of the SDGs, as reflected in their SDG ranking, like many countries in Sub-Saharan Africa, Nigeria has been unable to take vital strides toward the attainment of these goals, despite the supposed initiatives and policies formulated and implemented by the government. This is why Nigeria has a score of 54.58 and is currently ranked 146th out of 166 countries in the Sustainable Development Index (Sachs et al., 2024). The underperformance of Nigeria is not surprising given pervasiveness of I.I and the government seems to be clueless on how the situation can be remedied. As Nigeria economy grows, largely due to crude oil production, the disparity between the rich and the poor continues to grow as the accrued benefits are not equitably distributed. Many families in Nigeria are impacted by limited access to opportunities, a widening income gap, regional and urban-rural disparities, and a dearth of effective policy interventions. Consequently, there has been an increase in the Gini coefficient over the years, indicating a growing disparity between the rich and the poor. Many Nigerians lack access to quality education, healthcare, and employment opportunities, perpetuating poverty and I.I (Osahon&Osarobo,2011). Despite the adverse effects of I.I on the poor and economy, its impact on S.D has not been adequately investigated. Hence, this study seeks to explore the nexus between I.I in families and S.D, by focusing on the factors that contribute to I.I and its impact on Nigeria’s attempt at achieving sustainable development in the future.
1.2.		Research Questions
1. What are the factors facilitating income inequality in Nigerian families?
2. How does income inequality impact sustainable development in Nigeria?

2.		Literature Review
2.1.		Factors Facilitating Income Inequality in Nigerian Families 
I.I in Nigerian families is a complex issue, influenced by a multitude of factors. These factors can be broadly categorized into economic, social, political, and institutional factors. Understanding these factors is crucial for developing effective strategies to address I.I and promote S.D in Nigeria. Economic factors play a significant role in contributing to I.I in Nigerian families (McKnight, 2018). Unemployment and underemployment are major concerns, with many Nigerians lacking access to stable, well-paying jobs. This forces them to rely on informal sector employment or subsistence farming, which perpetuates I.I. Furthermore, inequality in access to education and skills training also contributes to I.I, as those with better education and skills are more likely to secure higher-paying jobs. These financial strain can disrupt individual having access to essential needs and leads to challenges in meeting daily expenses (Okoli, 2024).  Utuk (2022) suggests that I.I in Nigerian families is also affected by the disparities in economic development across different regions in Nigeria. Nigeria's economic development is concentrated in a few regions, leaving others lagging behind. This regional disparity in economic development contributes to I.I, as those living in less developed regions have limited access to economic opportunities. Additionally, Nigeria's dependence on oil and gas exports can lead to economic instability and inequality, as the benefits of this sector are often concentrated in the hands of a few individuals and groups (Ifeakachukwu, 2020).
Social factors also perpetuate I.I in Nigerian families. Cultural and social norms often limit women's access to education, employment, and economic opportunities, contributing to I.I. Family background and social connections also play a significant role in determining an individual's economic prospects, with those from wealthier or more influential families often having greater access to economic opportunities and social networks. According to Ajakaiye et al. (2016), spatial factors such as urban-rural disparities also contribute to I.I as urban areas tend to have better infrastructure, services, and economic opportunities, while rural areas are often characterised by poverty, limited access to services, and few economic opportunities. On their part, Ayoade and Adeola (2012) purported that poverty was more rampant among rural families or households in Nigeria. Political factors, including corruption and poor governance, contribute to I.I in Nigerian families. Corrupt practices, such as embezzlement and nepotism, can limit access to economic opportunities and perpetuate poverty. The lack of effective policy interventions to address I.I also exacerbates the problem, while inadequate social safety nets leave many citizens vulnerable to poverty and I.I. Furthermore, the lack of effective institutions, such as anti-corruption agencies and judicial systems, perpetuates corruption and poor governance, contributing to I.I (Mbanasor et al.,2014).
Institutional factors, including inadequate education systems and ineffective labour market institutions, also contribute to I.I in Nigerian families. Nigeria's education system often fails to provide citizens with the skills and knowledge needed to compete in the modern economy, perpetuating I.I. Ineffective labour market institutions, such as trade unions and employment agencies, fail to protect workers' rights and promote fair labor practices, contributing to income inequality. Based on the above, marginalization and even developmental deficit associated with Nigeria brings about income inequality at the same time hinder sustainable development and induce the disadvantaged group to engage in disquiet (Okoli, Mathias & Egbue 2020). Limited access to finance also perpetuates I.I, as many Nigerians lack access to formal financial services, such as banks and credit unions, limiting their ability to access credit, invest in businesses, and manage financial risk. In conclusion, I.I in Nigerian families is a complex issue, influenced by a multitude of economic, social, political, and institutional factors.












Table 1: Inequality/Adjusted Human Development Index for Selected Countries 
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Source: Dauda and Oyekele (2021).

From the figures in Table 1, it is glaring that Nigeria is performing poorly in the area of human development, with a very high Gini coefficient, corroborated by high levels of educational and I.I.

2.2. Income Inequality and Sustainable Development in Nigeria 
Ewuim et al. (2015) posits that I.I is a significant obstacle to achieving S.D in Nigeria. The country's economic growth has not been inclusive, with the benefits of growth concentrated in the hands of a few individuals and groups. This has led to a widening gap between the rich and the poor, perpetuating I.I and undermining S.D (Aiyedogbon&Ohwofasa,2012). S.D is about ensuring that economic growth is inclusive, equitable, and environmentally sustainable. However, I.I in Nigeria threatens to undermine this goal. The country's high levels of I.I have significant implications for S.D, including reduced economic growth, social unrest, and environmental degradation. One of the primary ways in which I.I affects S.D in Nigeria is by limiting access to education and healthcare. Those living in poverty often lack access to quality education and healthcare, which can perpetuate poverty and limit economic mobility. This, in turn, can undermine S.D, as a healthy and educated population is essential for driving economic growth and development (Fosu, 2015; Fosu,2017).


Income inequality also affects S.D in Nigeria by perpetuating social unrest and conflict. When a small elite controls a disproportionate share of the country's wealth, it can lead to social tensions and conflict. This can undermine S.D, as social unrest and conflict can deter investment, disrupt economic activity, and divert resources away from essential public services. Furthermore, I.I in Nigeria has significant implications for environmental sustainability. Those living in poverty often rely on natural resources for their livelihoods, which can lead to environmental degradation and unsustainable resource use. This, in turn, can undermine S.D, as environmental degradation can have significant economic and social costs (Clement et al., 2019; Dauda, 2021). I.I is a significant obstacle to achieving S.D in Nigeria. According to Dauda (2017), the country's high levels of I.I have significant implications for S.D, including reduced economic growth, social unrest, and environmental degradation. To address I.I and promote S.D, it is essential to implement policies that promote inclusive and equitable economic growth and environmental sustainability (Eigbiremolen, 2018).

2.3.	Theoretical Framework: Relative Deprivation Theory (R.D.T)
The R.D.T was developed by Samuel Stouffer and some of his colleagues in the 1940s. The theory explains that people feel deprived and dissatisfied when they compare themselves with others who are better off. Hence, the feeling of dissatisfaction and deprivation is not a function of an objectively bad situation but of upward social comparison. Having less than people one is supposed to measure up to instigates a feeling of unfair treatment. Applied to the subject matter, the theory suggests that the phenomenon of I.I creates a feeling of R.D among the poor. The feelings of R.D then inhibits economic growth, social cohesion and S.D (Adeleye et al., 2020; Aigbokhan, 2017; Dauda, 2019).Individuals who feel left behind by the elites or those that are better off, will be angry at them and the system in general, and could look for ways to get back at the system. This could instigate social unrest, crime, poverty, and instability, which further inhibits S.D in Nigeria. For Ajodo-Adebanjoko & Walter (2014), poverty and feelings of R.D are capable of causing an upsurge in the level of insecurity in a society. In fact, there have been instances in Niger where terrorist organisations have emerged from the feelings of R.D - militancy being a major one (Dode, 2012). This is why Evans and Kelikume (2019) argued that many terrorist groups in Nigeria are products of I.I and government incompetence. To worsen the situation, there exists a lack of appropriate policies designed to reduce I.I in Nigeria. There is a dearth of effective social protection programmes and the Nigerian government invests poorly in education and healthcare. These further exacerbated the feelings of R.D among disadvantaged groups in the country.
3.   	Methodology
The survey research design was adopted for the study. The population of the study comprised residents of Asaba Metropolis, which is estimated at 500,000 (Asaba.com, 2024). Using the Raosoft sample size calculator, with a 95% confidence level and a 5% margin of error, the sample size of the study is 384. The study adopted the purposive sampling technique. This involved the selection and administration of questionnaire to respondents on the criterion awareness of the subject matter. To collect data from respondents, structured questionnaire was designed by the researcher in line with the research questions. The questionnaire’s validity was determined using face and content validity tests. Also, a Cronbach’s Alpha score of ≥ 0.81 implied that the research instrument was highly reliable. The collected data were analysed using the arithmetic mean and standard deviation.

4	Results
Research Question 1: What are the factors facilitating I.I in Nigerian families?

Table 2: Analysis of Research Question One
	
S/N
	
STATEMENTS 
	
X
	
S.D
	
Dec.

	1
	Unemployment is a major contributor to I.I in Nigerian families 
	3.98
	1.27
	Accept

	2
	I.I in Nigerian families is facilitated by corruption and poor governance 
	3.74
	1.31
	Accept

	3
	Lack of high end skills also contributes to I.I in families 
	3.43
	1.40
	Accept

	4
	Disparities in regional development also facilitates I.I in Nigerian families 
	3.52
	1.33
	Accept

	5
	Lack of access to quality education facilitates I.I in Nigerian families 
	3.39
	1.38
	Accept


SPSS, 2024
The analysis in Table 2 shows that the respondents agreed that unemployment is a major contributor to I.I in Nigerian families (with a mean of 3.98 and S.D of 1.27, which implies a very low variability of responses), I.I in Nigerian families is facilitated by corruption and poor governance (with a mean of 3.74 and S.D of 1.31, which implies a very low variability of responses), lack of high end skills also contributes to I.I in families  (with a mean of 3.43 and S.D of 1.40, which implies a very low variability of responses), disparities in regional development also facilitates I.I in Nigerian families (with a mean of 3.52 and S.D of 1.33, which implies a very low variability of responses) and lack of access to quality education facilities I.I in Nigerian families (with a mean of 3.39 and S.D of 1.38, which implies a very low variability of responses).
 
Research Question 2: How does I.I impact S.D in Nigeria?

Table 3: Analysis of Research Question Two
	
S/N
	
STATEMENTS 
	
X
	
S.D
	
Dec.

	1
	I.I inhibits economic growth in Nigeria 
	3.87
	1.28
	Accept

	2
	I.I instigates crime and insecurity
	4.22
	1.09
	Accept

	3
	I.I prevents access to quality healthcare and education 
	3.97
	1.25
	Accept

	4
	I.I inhibits access to clean water 
	3.24
	1.41
	

	5
	I.I facilitates social exclusion and marginalization
	3.66
	1.34
	Accept


SPSS, 2024
The analysis in Table 3 shows that the respondents agreed that I.I inhibits economic growth in Nigeria  (with a mean of 3.87 and S.D of 1.28, which implies a very low variability of responses), instigates crime and insecurity (with a mean of 4.22 and S.D of 1.09, which implies a very low variability of responses),prevents access to quality healthcare and education (with mean of 3.97 and S.D of 1.25, which implies a very low variability of responses), inhibits access to clean water (with a mean of 3.24 and S.D of 1.41, which implies a very low variability of responses) and facilitates social exclusion and marginalisation (with mean of 3.66 and S.D of 1.34, which implies a very low variability of responses).

5.	Discussion of Findings 
The study aimed to assess the impact of I.I in families on S.D. in Nigeria. To achieve this, the data collected through structured questionnaire were analysed and the findings  are discussed herewith.
Firstly, the data analysis revealed that many factors contribute to I.I in Nigerian families. It was revealed that unemployment is a prominent contributor to I.I in Nigerian families. This implies that being unemployed means an individual is not making a living and will lack the resources to meet their basic needs. Also, corruption and incompetence on the part of government has played a major role in perpetuating I.I in Nigeria. Corruption not only breeds selfish policies that destabilises the economy but also, creates a system that denies people access to resources that they are supposed to have. In a corrupt system, most jobs, grants and social welfare packages are given based on affiliation with people of influence and since mainly the rich know the rich, the poor end up being denied jobs and other financial benefits. It must be stated that the lack of high end skills also engenders I.I in families, since most of the highest paying jobs are those that require such skills. In this digital age, software developers, data analysts, cloud computing experts, etc., earn far more money than a lot of people without such skills. The phenomenon of disparities in regional development is also a crucial factor. This is because the more developed regions have more economic opportunities than the less developed ones in Nigeria. Lastly, the inability to access quality education facilitates I.I in Nigerian families as quality education not only gives individuals a broader knowledge of things but also opens up more growth opportunities. 
Secondly, the data analysis showed the different ways I.I impacts S.D in Nigeria. I.I inhibits economic growth in Nigeria and instigates crime and insecurity. In Nigeria where a large proportion of the citizens are poor, there is a high dependence on the rich and many businesses struggle because of the majority’s low purchasing power. With businesses struggling, productivity levels diminish, impeding overall economic growth. The problem of increase in crime rate and by extension, insecurity when income inequality persists in society was also unraveled. The individuals that do not have the moral restraint to commit crime are often likely to engage in criminal activities to make ends meet. It must also be stated that that income inequality can prevent access to quality healthcare and education in society. The inability to access healthcare reduces an individual’s quality of life and increases mortality rate in society. Similarly, the inability to access quality education reduces the literacy rate and quality of workforce in society. Income inequality also inhibits access to clean water and other relevant amenities. This is the reality of a majority of Nigerians, such that over 2 decades into the 21st century, many Nigerians still cannot access clean water and several basic amenities. Lastly, social exclusion and marginalisation are instigated by income inequality such that, the disadvantaged groups become unable to fully function as active members of the society.
6.	Conclusion and Recommendations
The study revealed the intricate relationship between I.I in families and S.D in Nigeria. It is glaring that I.I has a strong impact on S.D in Nigeria. Several factors facilitate I.I in Nigerian society such as unemployment, corruption, poor governance, lack of high end skills, disparities in regional development and inaccessibility of quality education. It must be stated that S.D cannot be attained in a society where income inequality persists, owing to the ability of income inequality to inhibit economic growth, instigates crime and insecurity, prevent access to quality healthcare and education in society, reduce the literacy rate and quality of workforce, inhibit access to clean water and other relevant amenities and foster social exclusion and marginalisation of the members of the society. If this phenomenon is allowed to persist in the society, then the attainment of S.D will only be a wishful thought. This is why it is necessary for the government to sit up and initiate policies to combat the problem of I.I in families across the country. In congruence with the foregoing, it has been recommended that:
1. The government should provide more job opportunities for the unemployed in the society to increase their living standard and ensure the selection process is devoid of nepotism.
2. There should be a development of efficient policies to address I.I in the society such as progressive taxation and provision of social welfare programmes for the financial disadvantaged.
3. Given the current hardship in Nigeria and the widening chasm between the haves and the have nots, it is recommended that the government should continue to subsidise education and healthcare for the people, otherwise, the literacy rate will continue to decline and mortality rates will rise.
4. Attempts should be made by the government and other relevant agencies to ensure an equitable distribution of resources and creation of empowerment opportunities for all regions in Nigeria to prevent the feelings of relative deprivation.
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Country HDI IHDI Inequality in Education ~ Inequality in Income  Gini Coefficient
(%) (%) (2010-2018)
Nigeria 0.534 0.349 38.1 28.2 43.0
Norway 0.954 0.889 4.4 14.9 27.5
Switzerland 0.946 0.882 19 14.5 32.3
Australia 0.938 0.862 2.1 17.3 35.8
Germany 0.939 0.861 2.7 17.7 317
Sweden 0.937 0.874 3.8 13.0 29.2
Denmark 0.930 0.873 3.0 11.4 28.2
Canada 0.926 0.852 1.4 17.4 340
United States 0.920 0.797 5.5 26.6 41.5
Tunisia 0.739 0.585 328 18.9 32.8
Botswana 0.728 - - - 53.3
South Africa 0.705 0.463 17.3 57.7 63.0
Egypt 0.700 0.492 38.1 36.5 31.8
Morocco 0.676 . = 217 39.5
Cape Verde 0.651 - - - 472
Ghana 0.596 0.427 349 253 43.5





