Business Environment Reports (BERSs) disseminate the results
and findings of research and analyses of the conditions for private
enterprise and doing business across Nigerian states. The report
series is aimed at providing the scientific evidence base for
constructive dialogue between state governments, private sector
and civil society. The series intends to stimulate policy advocacy
and greater attention to the critical role of state governments in
promoting competitive private enterprise. The reports would be
updated on a regular basis to reflect new developments and
changing performance of the business environment across

Nigerian states.

This Report is based on research methodology described in the

Synthesis Report (Vol., No. 1) of the Business Environment Report

Series.

Business Environment Reports are research outcomes only. The
findings, conclusions and interpretations do not necessarily
represent the official views and policies of African Institute for
Applied Economics or any of BECANS collaborating institutions.
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SYNOPSIS

higher on infrastructure and secunty.

Infrastructure and Utilities: The state scores 43.83% on infrastructu @]:[_l
performing relatively better on transportation and access to mformallon. ;] ﬁC@’iﬁ; p .T._;,
relatively low on energy, water supply and social infrastructure. e

ﬁ_r-l-‘j ;

B AT =%
‘“-* e
1.

- H,u OE} Hﬂ

Legal and Regulatory Environment. The state scores a total 3

ﬂf.ru A

regulatory environment, performing relatively better on tax admlmstrai_:l

-t "u. t?

measures. It performs relatively low in the areas of tax admmlstratlon

business development support and investment promotlon seonn932 5 "l ' clatively
state performs better on support for industnal clusters/layouts/parks th q;%;,u:, rest «
measures. e - ”‘*c,.aq

Security: The state scores a total of 45% on secunty, perfonnmgn ely
resource availability. It performs relatively low on crime preventlon: 2 ,, e
security in the state. o S

i W
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

ACGSF = Agricultural Credit Guarantee Scheme Fund
ADR = Alternative Dispute Resolution

CAC = Corporate Affairs Commission

CAMA= Companies and Allied Matters Act

CBN = Central Bank of Nigeria

C of O = Certificate of Occupancy

FAR= Federal Account Revenue

IGR = Intermally Generated Revenue

LGA= Local Government Area

LUA = Land Use Act

NACRDB = Nigerian Agricultural Cooperative and Rural Development Bank

NBS = National Bureau of Statistics
PHCN= Power Holding Company of Nigernia
PPP = Public-Private Partnership

SMEs = Small and Medium Enterprises

SMEEIS = Small and Medium Enterprises Equity Investment Scheme
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1.0 BACKGROUND INFORMATION

1.1. Geopolitical Profile

The state is located in the north central part of the country. It lies between Iatltut:ieamE and 9 J ,
and longitude 7° and 10° E. Based on the 2006 national census, the state has a pop l o |

1:- .rl- I|III-

1,863,275. The land area is about 27,116.8 square kilometers. It eompnsg '1
government areas. T Rl

1.2. Economfc Potentials

Y=ol . o
Agriculture is the dominant economic sector. The major agncultural products lncludeqﬁ .
rice, yams, sugar cane, cassava, groundnut and soya beans. Others are guinea com,?m# .. TR i

beniseed, cashew, maize, mangoes, oranges, wheat, apples, acha, cotlon:, ““w—
products, plantain, as well as livestock, fisheries and forestry products

o ¥ J'+. e *.45_)312;'._ ",.é_ | -. . |
The is endowed with rich minerals that include Beryl, Sapphire, Tourmallne Que z, aﬂu-f;g ,@i,

Garnet Topaz, Zircon, Tantalite, Cassiterite, Columbite, limenite, Galena (lead) Im ﬂu
Barytes, Feldspars, Limestone, Mica, Coaking coal, Talc, Clays, Glass sand EIoI ‘3

A po P
L.‘bi-‘—-l-*-"'i |
Z .-;'.--:a:- S, R
Salt and Chalcopyrite. BRI
=t WS T " 3 o ..-__ ] )
'\. « B =Sl _.

The state has tourism potentials. These include Fann Ruwa Waterfalls W
Dam, Water Falls of Eggon Hill; Giza Crocodile Pond (Giza) and Akiri QL a‘11‘*;{;@;“‘;v;a:;f::fi‘{!‘;_
Others are Hunki Ox-bow lake in (Awe), Lafia Spring Water (Assakio),. Captéiﬁ‘ Vic lol S"ﬂ_ Tomb
(Hills) Keffi, Dying pits in Keffi and Lafia, Bakono Game Resewesg(
(Nasarawa) Elongated Feruwa Lake at Assakio, Eggon Rolling Hills an i I:}é as well

lp
L T
- !‘{ . 5{1.-1'_-_- ' _.r-_-:-"h : i
l." — - lr LWL
S Ral g

Fefa Ruwa Lake, among others. o e anar v
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the development and utlluzatlon of mdlgenous technoleg
based SMEs as well as the privatization of exlsting state e
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1.4. Budget Profile

Internally Generated Revenue (IGR) accounted for 7.69% of total budgeted revenue in 2005.
Per capital values of health and education capital budgets were N366.75 and N41005.38 in

2005 (Table 1).

Table 1: Budget Profile, 2005

t.’~i£ e

S U A N B B, 5 r , Total Value (NI, '
8858.06
737.53
1431075 |
366.75
1005.38 ]

2.0 BUSINESS ENVIRONMENT SCORECARD

The state scores 39.15% on the business environment index. The performance on various

benchmarks is as follows.

Table 2: Performance across the Benchmarks

Infrastructure (F) 13.15
Legal and Regulatory (R) 11.55

Business Support and Investment Promotion (B) | 5.45

Security (S)

30.0
20.0

100.0

- 4 5
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Figure 1: Performance across Benchmarks. RO

2.1 Infrastructure and Utilities A
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The state scored 43.83% on this benchmark. The details are summanzedln $

4.
3 S oy
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2.1.1 Performance on the Measures
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2.1.2 Performance on the indicators

Table 4: Values on Infrastructure and Utilities Indicators

F1: Energy

Annual per capita electricity supply (kilowatts per capita 0.5 [ 2.0 :
Average hours of public electricity supply per 24 hour day 0.5 | 2.0
Difference between the actual price and- the officially regulated O.; | 2.0

price of petroleum products in the last quarter of 2006 2, ‘ E
E;fizdoeonsce of availability of petroleum products in the last quarter | 2.0 2.0

[

F2: Water supply

- Subtotal (F1 3.7 | 8.0

Daily per capita liters of water supply | 0.5 2.0

Average price of 20 liters of private water supply 0.0 2.0
Proportion of firms' total daily water requirement obtained from | 0.0 1.0
private suppl s
- Subtotal (F2) 0.5 5.0
- F3: Access to information
Number of post offices per 100, 000 of the population 1.0
Tele-density for fixed lines (number of telephone lines per 1000 | 0.3 0.5
DErsons 3t
F3.3 Incidence of mobile phone ownership 0.1 0.5

1.0
1.0

0.7
0.7

Availability of local television stations
Availability of radio stations

Availability of functional website containing information

- F4: Transportation

' Average cost per kilometer of intra-state road transportation in
the last quarter of 2006

Availability of airport

|| Subtotal (F4)

S
o

PR N
=

o
-

—
N
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F5: Social infrastructure 1S S Rk
20 R S

Capital budget to education as a ratio of total capital budget in _0 0
2005

£S.5 Private sector rating of waste management m | 5
F5.6 Frequency of waste disposal services - 1.0 US|

ESL Average monthly waste disposal levy
Subtotal (F5)

F1: Energy

'ln.- . & ‘ 'I".. .'." k I.

F1.1: Annual per capita electricity supply (kilowatts per capita). With an estmaEEdi

power supply of 58,896.80kw, the per capita power supply was 0.02 and the
out of 2.0 points. S e PR

of 2.0

F1.3: Difference between the actual price and the officially regulated pni co ofne

- 2 ij._

products in the last quarter of 2006: The survey shows 11 - 20% pnce d gk_ ma-' La etween

YN AT |
the official prices and what the people pay for petrol and dlesel and d m o 3@9 % price
difference for kerosene. The state scores 0.7 out of 2.0. R '; R

| s f.k_;:,_ ", ‘j_': -;.._ i 9

F1.4: Evidence of availability of petroleum products in the lastﬁ_&
survey shows that petrol, diesel and kerosene are available all the }__,LL _,“f'“‘“

maximum score of 2.0 i
F2: Water supply B
O TN el :-r V

F2.1: Daily per capita litres of water supply: Informatio
of about 3 litres, giving the state 0.5 outof 20
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F2.2: Average price of 20 litres of private water supply. The survey shows that water from
water vendors sell at N10.00 and above for 20 litres. The state scores zero out of a maximum

of 2.0.

F2.3: Proportion of firms' total daily water requirement obtained from private supply:.
The survey shows that business firms get 60 to 70% of their total water need through private

supplies, giving the state a zero score out of 1.0.

F3: Access to information

F3.1: Number of post offices per 100, 000 persons: The state has 13 post offices, and
dividing this by the state 2006 population figure gave the number of post offices per 100,000

as 0.7. The state scores zero out of 1.0.

F3.2: Tele-density for fixed lines (number of telephone lines per 1000 persons): The total
number of allocated fixed lines is 10,284 fixed lines, and dividing this by the state 2006

population figure gave the number of lines per 1,000 as 5.52. The score is 0.3 out of 0.5.

F3.3: Incidence of mobile phone ownership: The incidence of mobile phone ownership was
21.3%. The state scores 0.1 out of 0.5.

F3.4: Availability of local television stations: There are federal and state television stations.
The state scores 0.7 out of a maximum of 1.0.

F3.5: Availability of radio stations: There are federal and state radio stations. The state
scores 0.7 out of a maximum of 1.0

F3.6: Availability of functional website containing information. A search through the
internet showed that the state has a functional website, last updated on 1* March 2007. The

state scores the maximum point of 1.0.

F4: Transportation

F4.1: Average cost per kilometer of intra-state road transportation in the last quarter.
The survey showed that the average transport fare for intra-state road movement is N5.00 and

below per kilometer. The state scores the maximum point of 3.0.

F4.2: Availability of airport. The state is yet to have an airport and scores zero out of 2.0.

14
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F5: Social infrastructure

F5.1: Primary school enrolment rate: Primary school net enrolment f%% 06 ,.-~¢ (_}1 1.7%,

giving the state a score of 0.75 out of 1.0. itk "f‘" "ft‘j ;-a,
; "'r- .'r %J — s B
¥

F5.2: Pupil-Teacher ratio: Pupil-Teacher ratio is 38:1. The score is 0.75 ou

F5.3: Capital budget to education as a ratio of total capital budget m*2005‘*’l'he‘2 05 tot _r’?
capital budget was M13,106,554,000.00 while the capital budget- te ~edum n iw;;
N1,870,000,000.00, representing 12.20% of total capital budget. The score }s 0 - 0 aLQ_, m _
maximum of 1.5. P 4; ‘

't_,é

| .._Jv-;; dm} N

'hh-ﬁ-u:::.l- "

F5.4: Capital budget on health as a ratio of total cap:tal budget in 2005 Thea-z .f.: otal

'l--""'-ﬁ--l-n-

capital budget was ™13,106,554,000.00 while the uprtal budget | ’for_é-~hea _u, = uE.E £
N0682,154,000.00, representing 4.18% of total capital budget. The state scg;es awg_ 11}

f—-‘f" .
T.“-L f .-1‘ 1‘1 Eda

maximum of 1.5.

F5.5: Private sector rating of waste management. The survey sh
waste management as fair, giving the state 0.1 out of 0.5 point. '

1_,;?

F5.6: Frequency of waste disposal services: The score is 0.5 out of 1 (L LL.
g#l;,,; .n.

Ul
-

F5.7: Average monthly waste disposal levy: The average monthly" w, e :," y bt q—ﬂ.h
firms for waste disposal ranged from &N201.00 to N500.00. The sta e st
maximum of 0.5. SREL A

L

.. -
‘-*n-n ;\__ “-;,U:*%%'.@ﬂ
Ry ey

. .ﬂ 'u. . - i

2.2 Legal and Regulatory Services

The state scores a total of 38.5% on the benchmark. The detall““m Ti‘ffi‘c“f&fi:;f in tables §
and 6. | |
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BN S ee—————

2.2.1 Performance on the Measures

Table 5: Scores on the Measures under Legal and Regulatory Services

T - T T— W

Business registration 0.8 4.0

o .0

Tax administration NTAS | 10.0 R

Contract enforcement/commercial 1.5 6.0 1 25.0

disputes resolution | S ARG

Land registration and property rights | 30 10.0 39:0

Total | I 11.55 I 300 5o 3 l_xxxxxxxxxxxx

2.2.2 Performance on the Indicators

Table 6: Values on Legal and Regulatory Services Indicators

R1: Business registration l

J“.-I' .
v F F L]
. L -
4 ¥
,.l‘-_ = ¥
"*"r' 5 b
g N y
B ¥
I v
. [ & L
‘l. ut I
™ L)
-
- ¥ LY
& s §
F

R1.1 Cessation of registration of business names at the State Ministry of | 0.5 1.0

Commerce since the Companies and Allied Matters Act (CAMA)
and setting up of CAC

Evidence that improperly registered business names are not given | 0.0 0.5
recognition

0.5
0.25

Evidence of publication of activities of the CAC branch (leaflets,

R1.3 Evidence of existence of a task force (or regulatory actions) against | 0.0 0.5
the display of unregistered business names by firms
0.3
fliers, hand bills, booklets and/or websites) from where information
on how to access CAC services can be obtained and which are

R1.4 Existence of an office of the Corporate Affairs Commission
freely issued "

R1.5
R1.6 Evidence that the CAC branch office has a service charter m
R1.7 Availability of accessible on-line real-time services through which 0.5

names can be searched for and reserved at the CAC branch office

' 0% score does not necessarily imply that the state has zero units of the particular property or attribute. Also,
100% score does not necessarily imply that the state has full units of the particular property. Rather, the two
extreme scores merely reflect the two extreme points of the measuring scale used to evaluate the
performance of respective states on this property or attribute.

16
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Duration for obtaining certificate of registration for business names

after filing all papers
Subtotal (R1)

l R2: Tax administration

R2.1 Evidence of database of taxable persons

R2.2 Evidence of publication of tax notices and sending of Tax | 1.0 1.0
- I Assessment Notices to registered tax pavyers in the last three yvears

R2.3

Evidence of a mechanism for validation of tax paid to other tiers of
government and other states in the Federation

-
o

R2.4 Evidence of a Tax Appeal Tribunal/Revenue Courts

pa—%
i
-t | b
o | o,

R2.5 | Evidence of one-stop shop for tax payment to state and local
| governments .
R2.6 Number of taxes paid by manufacturing firms 0.75

e ———

R2.7 Amount paid as business premises levy capital per annum

R2.8 Number of days between receipt of demand notice and enforcement
of penalties for late payment of taxes by tax authorities

R2.9 Penalties for non payment of business premises are enforced

Subtotal (R2) 5

75

R3: Contract enforcement/commercial disputes resolution

R3.1 Establishment of information systems on caseload and judicial
statistics

R3.2 Average time (in weeks) between filing a business dispute in court | 1.5
and obtaining judgment

R3.3 Evidence of availability/establishment of formal Alternative Dispute
Resolution

Subtotal (R3)

T S e — il e ™ o W

e el e e o

W
L4 L
P
k
¥ W
]
¥
-
"
i il
W

R4: Land registration and property rights

R4.1 Availability and usability of a cadastral Map of the State

R4.2 Evidence that the state has enacted a land tenure law to
operationalise the Land Use Act

Ofﬁcial cost (charge) of obtaining Governor's consent relative tothe | 0.75 | -
rice of land in the highest profile business area in the State Capital

R4.4 | Time taken for obtaining C of O (between submission of application { 0.75 |
form and eventual granting of consent i

Computerization of land transactions 00

Time taken to search the registry for confirmation of validity of titte | 1.0 | 1
In the case of transfer of rights of ownership of land  TARARN

= »

5 -
l"‘:. R
i ¥ | -

R4.3
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Time taken for obtaining the Governor's consent for transfer of | 0.0 1.0
rights of ownership of land

R4.8 Evidence of active support for and promotion of equipment leasing 1.0 1.0

R4.9 Evidence of a law that requires mandatory subscription to insurance | 0.0 1 1.0

and mortgage contributors |
R4.10 | Evidence of effective protection of private property rights 0.0 | 1.0
Subtotal (R4) I 1 10.0

Total Score 11.55 30.0

&
~

R1: Business registration

R1.1: Cessation of registration of business names at the State Ministry of Commerce
since the Companies and Allied Matters Act (CAMA) and setting up of CAC: The slate no

longer registers business names and scores 0.5 out of 1.0.

R1.2: Evidence that improperly registered business names are not given recognition by
the State: The study did not show that improperly registered business names are not given
recognition by the government. The state scores zero out of 0.5.

R1.3: Evidence of existence of a task force (or regulatory actions) against the display of
unregistered business names by firms: The state is yet to have a task force against display

of unregistered business names. The state scores 0 out of 0.5.

R1.4: Existence of an office of the Corporate Affairs Commission: The state has a CAC
Branch office, scoring 0.3 out of 0.5.

R1.5: Evidence of publication of activities of the CAC branch (leaflets, fliers, handbills,
booklets and/or websites) from where information on how to access CAC services can
be obtained and which are freely issued: There were no publications of the CAC activities.

The state scores 0 out of a maximum of 0.25.

R1.6: Evidence that the CAC branch office has a service charter: There was no evidence
of a service charter at the CAC office. The state scores 0 out of 0.25.

R1.7: Availability of accessible on-line real-time services through which names can be
searched for and reserved at the CAC branch office. There were no online-facilities at

state CAC branch, giving the state 0.0 out of 0.5.

R1.8: Duration for obtaining certificate of registration for business names after filing all

papers: The state scores 0 out of 0.5.
18
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R2: Tax administration

R2.1: Evidence of database of taxable persons: The state has computenzed database for
taxable persons, giving her the maximum score of 1.95.

R2.2: Evidence of publication of tax notices and sending of Tax Assessment Notices to
registered tax payers in the last three years. Tax notices/assessment forms were
disseminated to tax payers through the press. The state scores the maximum point of 1.0.

R2.3: Evidence of a mechanism for validation of tax paid to other tiers of government
and other states in the Federation: The state has mechanisms for validation of tax paid to
other tiers of government and other states, giving the state the maximum score of 1.0.

R2.4: Evidence of a Tax Appeal Tribunal/Revenue Courts: There was no evidence of
existence of tax appeal tribunal/court. The state scores 0 out of 1.5.

R2.5: Evidence of one-stop shop for tax payment to state and local governments: The
survey did not show evidence of one-stop shop for tax payment, giving the state O out of 1.0.

R2.6: Number of taxes paid by manufacturing firms: The number of taxes paid by
manufacturers was 15, giving the state a score of 0.75 out of 1.0.

R2.7: Amount paid as business premises levy in the state capital per annum: The

business premises levy paid ranged from &5,000.00 to 8410,000.00. The state scores 0.5 out
of 1.0.

R2.8: Number of days between receipt of demand notice and enforcement of penalties
for late payment of taxes by tax authorities: The survey showed that the number of days

between receipt of demand notice and enforcement of penalties is below 30 days, giving the
state 0 point of 1.0. :

R2.9: Penalties for non payment of business premises are enforced: From the results of

the survey, enforcement of penalties for non-payment of business premises is caried out by
the state government. The state scores the maximum points of 1.0. S
% o
>i‘gtﬁ‘-,; o
‘eﬂ zﬁ"'

R3.1: Establishment of information systems on caseload and judicial statistics: Ttm

was no evidence showing existence of caseload factor. The state scores 0 out of a maximtm
of 2.0. &

R3: Contract enforcement/commercial disputes resolution
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R3.2: Average time (in weeks) between filing a business dispute in court and obtaining
Judgment. Available data show that the time spent from filing and obtaining judgment on
business dispute is 11 to 26 weeks. The state scores 1.5 out of 2.0.

R3.3: Evidence of availability/establishment of formal Alternative Dispute Resolution:
The survey shows that there is no ADR system in operation. The state scores 0 out of 2.0.

R4: Land registration and property rights

R4.1: Availability and usability of a cadastral Map of the State: The survey shows that the
state does not yet have cadastral map for the towns and cities. The state scores 0 out of a

maximum of 1.0.

R4.2: Evidence that the state has enacted a land tenure law to operationalise the Land
Use Act. There is no evidence of a state land tenure law to complement the Land Use Act.

The state scores 0 out of 1.0.

R4.3: Official cost (charge) of obtaining governor's consent relative to the price of land
in the highest profile business area in the State Capital: The average cost of obtaining

governor's consent is 3-5%. The state scores 0.75 out of 1.0.

R4.4: Time taken for obtaining C of O (between submission of application form and
eventual granting of consent). The average length of time for obtaining C of O is 6 — 12

months, and the state scores 0.75 out of 1.0.

R4.5: Computerization of land transactions: Available data did not show evidence of
computerization of land registry. The state scores zero out of a maximum of 1.0.

R4.6: Time taken to search the registry for confirmation of validity of title in the case of
transfer of rights of ownership of land. The time taken to search the registry and obtain
confirmation of validity of transfer of ownership is less than 1 week. The state scores the

maximum point of 1.0.

R4.7: Time taken for obtaining the governor's consent for transfer of rights of
ownership of land: The length of time spent to obtain governor's consent for transfer of rights
of ownership of land is more than two months. The state scores 0 out of 1.0.
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R4.8: Evidence of active support for and promotion of equipment lﬁ_elasmg‘ﬂtw‘ ne K:: /as no
evidence of active support for equipment leasing but the state ADP renders tre wf"’“ hiring g

services to farmers, which is an example of support for equipment Ieasmg Th L@ scores

‘-.'L..I r""
the maximum point of 1.0. WIS

s

R4.9: Evidence of a law that requires mandatory subscription to m"sura ce and

mortgage contributors: There was no evidence of law requiring mandatory -#‘-é"‘” f“"j'_,@..

insurance and mortgage. The state scores 0 out of 1.0. | g *ﬂﬁﬁ-_ Ly

”
vl A

w ﬁ. “ r - .:‘ I"";...l-

-

R4.10: Evidence of effective protection of private property rights: There was'noe -' er | LL; 'j" .

of effective protection of property rights, giving the state a score of zero outof 1.0. .% ‘_'_ g
.
2.3 Business Support and Investment Promotion GRS

The state scores 27.25% on the benchmark. The details are summarnzed in '

2.3.1 Performance on the Measures
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2.3.2 Performance on the Indicators

Table 8: Values on Indicators of Business Support and Investment Promotion

B1.1 Existence of specific po_licies and/or institutions to | 0.75 3.0

promote entrepreneurship o .

_ Subtotal (B1) 0.75 3.0

B2: Access to finance and credit

B1: Entrepreneurship promotion

Number of companies that benefited from SMEEIS in 125
2005 relative to national average

Relative number of bank branches as at May 2006 _ 1.5

NACRDB loans as % of agriculture capital budget in 2005 | 0.0

Volume of ACGSF loans disbursed to agro-businesses as | 0.0 155
% of agriculture capital budget in 2005

- Repayment of ACGSF loans 120 2.0
- Subtotal (B2) | 8.0

B3: Investment promotion services

Existence of special programmes/incentives that promote | 1.0 2.0
technolo mnovatlons _
between large firms and small and medium enterprises e
- Availability of published and up-to-date investment or 15120
business information guide to enlighten investors (base
ear 2004 AR

- Existence of published and up to date directory of | 0.0 1.0
business firms
BBl | == £ EE -

B4: Support for industrial clusters/layouts/parks

Is there an industrial cluster/layout/park 1.0

B4.2 Government infrastructure programmes to support the | 0.2 1.0
cluster/layout/park
B swasie e

BS5: Public-Private partnership

B5.1 Public Private partnership in security, infrastructure and
utilities, credit provision, training and mentoring
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B1: Entrepreneurship promotion

B2: Access to finance and credit

B2.1: Number of companies that benefited from SMEEIS in 2005 reh-ﬂve*to
average: Data obtained from the CBN show that the number of companies that be
SMEEIS was 17.45% of the national average. The score is 0.5 out of 1 5 iy

23% of the national average. The state scores 0 out of 1.5.

B2.3: NACRDB loans as 7% of capital budget to agriculture in 2005: NACRDB ha 5- ‘f =

10.9% of the capital budget to agriculture. The state scores 0 out of 1.5. | :::: f’ T

B2.4: Volume of ACGSF loans disbursed to agro-businesses as % of capitali

agriculture in 2005: The ACGSF loan was 6.8% of the capital budget for agricultt ’T‘“ |
state scores 0 out of 1.5. 5 By S R
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B2.5: Repayment of ACGSF loans - percent repayment last year. Total f-*»“

..,.. '. 1‘- ’ t ‘1 v :

repayment rate for the period 2002-2005 was 73.28%. The state scores 1‘5 out of 2. :!":w
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B3: Investment promotion services 2% R
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B3.1: Existence of special programmes/incentives that pmnggm 4_::"?-‘“"“
innovations: From the state's 2005 budget, there were Provisio Q _' for industrial
layout/cluster/park, Lafia; Technology Business Incubation Centre Lafia. (‘ﬁ‘*&"‘*

Lafia Modern Market. The state scores fully on infrastructure and obtai

B3.2: Evidence of special incentives to promote lmkages ge fil
and medium enterprises: The state is yet to put in place such s DE ; ’U U“"“’?‘“’I‘in
linkages and collaboration between the large firms and the SME ﬂd_@?ﬁﬂg SCt
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B3.3: Availability of published and up-to-date investment or business information guide
to enlighten investors (base year 2004). There was no evidence of a publication on
iInvestment potentials and opportunities (Industrial Guide). However, there were some
iInformation on investment potentials and guides in the state's website. The state scores 0 out

the maximum point of 1.0 since there was no published copy of the investment guide.

B3.4: Existence of published and up to date directory of business firms: There was no
evidence of a directory of business establishments, giving the state zero out of 1.0.

B4: Support for industrial clusters/layouts/parks

B4.1: Existence of an industrial cluster/layout/park: From the 2005 budget, there are
designated industrial parks/clusters/layouts. The state scores the maximum point of 1.0.

B4.2: Government infrastructure programmes to support the cluster/layout/park: Data
from the 2005 budget show evidence of infrastructural budget provisions for industrial layouts.

The state scores 0.2 points out of 1.0

BS: Public-Private partnership

B5.1: Public-Private partnership in security, infrastructure and utilities, credit provision,
training and mentoring: The survey shows some public-private collaboration in
infrastructure, giving the state 0.5 out of 2.0.

2.4  Security
The state scores a total of 45% on security.

2.4.1 Performance on the Measures

Table 9: Scores on the Measures under Security
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Major crimes (crimes with violence) _ 33.33
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2 4.2 Performance on the Indicators

Table 10: Values on Security Indicators

Number of reported rape cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons
Number of reported assault cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons

S1.5 Number of reported burglary and theft cases (including motor
vehicie snatching) in 2005 per 100,000 persons

S1.6 Number of reported arson/vandalism cases in 2005 per 100,000
DErsons

- Subtotal (S1)

S2: Minor crimes (crimes without violence)

S2.1 Number of reported fraud (including forgery and counterfeiting
and extortion cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons

Subtotal (S2)

Police-population in 2005 per 1,000 persons
- Subtotal (S3)

Rating of police performance M3 i, 13

| Subtotal (S4)

i 10 | Tota ~ |es [0
S ..'u~_::.=£::' o

pl oo T i
:'l"_- o B e
:_i'.- -

* Major and minor crimes are indexed on a negative scale, the higher the percent the smaller the inciden
major or minor crimes. R
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S1: Major crimes (crimes with violence)

S1.1: Number of reported armed robbery cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons: The
number of reported armed robbery cases is 141 and the population is 1,863,275. The number
of reported cases per 100,000 persons is 7.57. The state scores 0 out of 2.0.

S1.2: Number of reported murder cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons: The number of
reported murder cases is 85 and the population is 1,863,275. The number of reported murder

cases per 100,000 persons is 4.56, giving the state 1.0 out of 2.0.

S1.3: Number of reported rape cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons: The number of
reported rape cases is 43 and the population is 1,863,275. The number of reported murder

cases per 100,000 persons is 2.31 and the state scores 1.0 out of 2.0

S1.4: Number of reported assault cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons: The number of
reported assault cases is 135 and the population is 1,863,275. The number of reported cases

per 100,000 persons is 7.25 and the state scores 0.0 out of 2.0.

S1.5: Number of reported burglary and theft cases (including motor vehicle snatching)
reported/recorded in 2005 per 100,000 persons: Number of burglary/theft cases and motor
vehicle theft/snatching in 2005 was 532 and population is 1,863,275. The number of reported

cases per 100,000 persons is 28.55, giving the state 0.0 out of 2.0.

S1.6: Number of reported arson/vandalism cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons: The
number of reported cases of arson/vandalism i1s 14 and the population is 1,863,275. The
number of reported cases per 100,000 persons is 0.75 and the state scores the maximum

point of 2.0.

S2: Minor crimes (crimes without violence)

S2.1: Number of reported fraud (including forgery and counterfeiting and extortion
cases in 2005 per 100,000 persons: The number of reported fraud cases is 172 and the
population is 1,863,275. The number of reported cases per 100,000 persons is 9.23 and the

state scores 1.5 out of 3.0.
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S3: Police coverage
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S3.1: Police-popula tion ratio in 2005 per 1,000 persons: The poﬁu

the state scores the maximum pomt of 2.0.

S4: Perception of security

S4.1: Assessment of the conduciveness of security to business: B
business/company executives, the state scores 0.75 out of a maximum of 1 5

state scores 0.75 out of 1.5.
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LIST OF INSTITUTIONS AND AGENCIES COLLABORA“:_,
ON BECANS

National Planning Commission (NPC)
Central Bank of Nigeria (CBN)
National Bureau of Statistics (NBS)

Small and Medium Enterprises Development Agency of Nigeria (SMED’;‘L’;'

Manufacturers Association of Nigeria (MAN) | |

Nigerian Association of Small and Medium Enterprises (NASME)
Nigeria Economic Summit Group Ltd/Gte (NESG) 2
Human Rights Law Services (HURILAWS) -
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