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Abstract
The study empirically finds out incidences, causes and impacts of social deprivation

among undergraduates in public and private universities in Ilorin, Kwara Sate.
From the population of undergraduates in the three randomly selected federal, state
and private universities located in the state capital, random sampling technique was
used to sample a total of 645 respondents out of which only 409 said they felt
socially deprived. Data was collected using a questionnaire instrument which had
four sections. The collected data was analyzed using percentages. Findings show
that 65.36% of undergraduates in federal university, 81.81% of those in state
university and 40.21% of private university of the three types of university said they
had been deprived against in all areas of their lives. It was recommended that
government should come up with policies that can eradicate social deprivations
among tertiary studentsin Nigeria.
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Introduction

Social deprivation is a social experience thatammon in situations of acute social inequality. émd the
world, social inequality has become a serious pimammn causing debate and obstructions in government
policy enactment and implementation. Over the yepastern, causes and consequences of social ilitgqua
have been central to discourses in Sociology, Rdggly and Economics. Perhaps, the reason for ssfimla
interests in inequality is as a result of the faett incidences of inequality and or deprivatioasehbeen among
humans from the time of creation (Denrosxe, 20@jidens (2001) explains that the presence of dafioiv
was traceable in ancient kingdoms such as in tieeeanhEgypt, in the Sumer of the Middle East, amdhe
Indus Valley of what is now India. In such anciéimgdoms, national rulers and other powerful or kisa
members of society maltreated and deprived the,mmnetimes subjecting them to hard labour andesjav
Access to societal resources and opportunities dedsrmined by power and status (Yorins, 2000; Gidde
2001). Till today, every human society, people expee one or other form of deprivation at varisteges in
life.

Social deprivation festers in a situation of poyedccording to (Ayorinde, 2014) poverty is definad the
condition of having insufficient resources or inaart is said that in situation of most extremeniasf poverty,
man can be denied the basic things of life. Povirta lack of basic human needs, such as adequdte a
nutritious food, clothing, housing, clean waterd dnealth services. No doubt, incidence of extremeepty can
cause terrible suffering and death, and even mdeeslis of poverty can prevent people from reatjizmany of
their desires (Ayorinde, 2014). Basically, poveiityequality and social deprivation are three-prahgecial
disorders that complement one another. Inequiity situation of deprived opportunities that igidmed by
poverty. Inversely, it can be understood that whed where people are unequally opportune, theesscto
and benefit from societal resources cannot be equal
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Social deprivation is about relational processesragmpeople occupying a given society. It is a phesmaon
that has engulfed societies and initiated effe€tinoting or harming a group’s social status, sdalass, and
social circle. Denrosxe (2009) explains that theaarof social deprivation include limited or unéafale access
to voting rights, freedom of speech and assemltlyaldo includes obstructed access to property gjght
education, health care, quality housing, travellomportunities, vacationing, transportation, andeotsocial
goods and services. Apart from these, social dapon is felt inform of denied means to enjoy gtyafamily
and neighbourhood life, occupation, job satisfattiipb opportunities and opportunities which allme
together to be the components of life-saving facili

Series of opinions have been put forward by schadarthe causes of social deprivations. Many schdlave
argued that social deprivation can results fromtohisal experiences, family background, residential
inadequacies and educational setbacks. Boris (2@@0kxample explains that much of the incidence of
deprivations and inequality we experience arouredwiorld today resulted from racism, colonialism awvak
that set some tribes backward and uplift some sthsrlords over the deprived tribes. It is alsdeled that
family economic status and/or insufficiencies cahdeprivation among people (Ayroinde, 2014). AldHiiom

a wealthy family is very likely to have access ¢eial benefits than those from poor background ti@@nother
hand, where we live can determine the quality amhtjty of social opportunities we have accessvtadjonis,
2005; Ayroinde, 2014). Where and when social depians become entrenched, it can cause furtheivagion
across family generations.

Social deprivation can have series of impacts aplee However, it has been argued that the streofjthe
impact of social deprivation often relate to thdtumal and economic practices in the concernedesgci
(HaralambosanHeald, 2008). The argument here tsdqarivation is relative to each and every societthe
world today for example, what would be called pdyend/or occurrence of inequality and which wdbult to
social deprivation in an American society will biffetent to what would be classified as povertyailNigerian
community. However, in any society, social depiivattends to have impact on every human accesiéeto |
saving facilities such as education, health andljacycles.

Life-saving facilities are policies and programntleat are initiated to become means of escapingivdgjans,
health problems and economic inadequacies partigwg persons in low socio-economic society. Lfeving
facilities in education can take the form of schsiéps, free education programme, remedial prograrfree
hostel etc. that may be initiated by government ndealthy individuals in the society to providergons at
risks with opportunity to escape experiences ok la€ education, illiteracy, school dropout and aaadt
failure. In health sector, life-saving facilitieart include government sponsored programme andig®libat
provide members of the society with nutritious fpalbthing, housing, clean water, and health sexid.ife-
saving facilities relating to economy include enypl@nt opportunities and social security benefitsgderson
unable to access employment in their society becati®ne reason or the other. In this study, tlsearcher
focuses on the listed life-saving facilities asegaftrized under education, health and economic &spétfe.

Life-saving facilities are supposed to be availedole accessible to all in every society. Thoughessoholars
argued that provisions of life-saving facilitie®dhe responsibilities of individuals and not teeponsibility of
government but some other scholars believe sudlititzsc are better provided by government being diméy

institution responsible for resources control afidcation (Haralambos and Heald, 2008). Macioni80&)

maintains that some members of the society canelpg wlnerable to deprivations. Because of theatus:-

based incapability, they may not be economicaligrsj enough to benefit from life-saving facilities access
the available ones if the provision is not coortidaby government.

One of the categories of persons that need lifeagafacilities such as education-aids, health faed and
economic assistance but who may not be able to mheeheeds are students. Students are known to be
dependent. Age wise, they are very likely to badulescence and at their early adulthood and tietepend
mostly on parents or care givers for all the natess life. Economically, students are not liketg be
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employed, thus, they are very likely to need sos@urity that can help them cushion impacts ofepiyvand
deprivations. Health wise, every student as all &iumeings requires good health. However, beingesiisd the
means of acquiring health services and facilities those listed earlier may not be easy (Macidzi§)5).

Finding out issues relating to students’ accesifeesaving facilities can be of great importance policy
formulation and implementation. The findings canuseful to government and school authorities inaading

the well beings of students. It is one way to ustierd how such students survive some socio-economic
experiences that could impact on their educatiasalrations and attainments. In this study, theaehers
found out whether undergraduates in Nigerian tertiastitutions, using those in llorin, Kwara Stqterceived
themselves as being deprived or being disadvantagétkir society. Further, the study, sought t@wkrthe
different areas of life the students experienceidafion and how their experienced of deprivatidfects their
access to life-saving facilities in the area ofaation, health and economy.

Theoretical Framework

The study is theoretically framed on Conflict Theofhe theory assumes that because of inadequaties
resources and differential power of social bargajrand enforcements, human beings are bound toeterfipr
social opportunities and would be able to attairacquire the opportunities based on their statuaci{dhis,
2005; Giddens, 2001). It maintains that human keisg not equal in society and these inequaligesd to
cause friction in their attainments of their neadd co-existence.

For the purpose of this study, Conflict Theory @opted to examine what the undergraduates experiefic
social deprivations and analyse how the inciderfcéhie can cause some friction in their social eise as
students and as ordinary members of society.

Research Questions

Four research questions were generated for thity.stu

Research QuestionDo undergraduates in llorin metropolis feel depdin their society?

Research Question \®hat are the forms of social deprivations expemgend®dy undergraduates in llorin
metropolis?

Research Question 3¥hat do undergraduates in llorin metropolis peregias the causes of the social
deprivation they experienced?

Research Question: #Vhat are the perceived impacts of social depivatin undergraduates’ access to life-
saving facilities?

Methodology

The population for the study included all studeotdertiary institutions in llorin metropolis. Thiscluded
students of private and public universities locatedlorin metropolis. The target population comsts of
undergraduate in the llorin metropolis. From th@uydation, random sampling technique was used tpam
total of 645 undergraduates across three univessiti the metropolis. The universities consistec ééderal
university with (231 respondents); a state univgrg220 respondents); and a private universityhw{tL94
respondents) were sampled. From the sampled resptmdiata was collected and collated by the rekess
using Life-saving Facility Questionnaire (LSFQ).€eThesearcher designed questionnaire was validated u
face and content validity method. Also, the relighpf 0.64 was derived through the process catéed-re-test
method. The questionnaire is in three parts. PAftsblicit information from the respondents’ biogtacal
data. The second part “B” elicited informationwhether the respondents experienced deprivationstoand
if they do, what type of deprivation do they exparded. The third part, “ C” elicited data relatioghe impacts
of their experiences on the access to life-savaegifies. Data was analyzed using percentages.
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Statistical Analysis of Data
Research Question Do undergraduates in llorin metropolis feel depdive their society?

Table 1: Experiences of Social Deprivation

Male Female
Exp. Not Exp EXp. Not Exp. Total Exp
Undergraduates N % N N % N % N %
Federal University 79 64.22 44 35.77 72 66.66 36 3.33 151 65.36
State University 92 83.63 18 16.36 88 80 22 20 180 81. 81
Private University 47 45.19 57 5480 31 3444 59 565 78 40.21

KEY * Exp = Experienced
*Not Exp = Not Experienced

Data in Tablel show that 218 male and 191 fematgksd respondents across the category of the \gifikesr
reported that they had experienced social depomaiihis signifies that males had higher experistthan their
female counterparts. Also, 65.36% of the sampledray®231 undergraduates are from federal univensitiie
metropolis that had experienced social deprivatidm.the other hand, 81.81% of samples among th@lsdm
220 undergraduates from state university experikrsoeial deprivation and 40.21% of those sampledhfr
private university experienced social deprivatidihus, students in the state university in the npetie
experienced social deprivations than their coumtdspfrom federal and private universities. Aldte tinalysis
show that experience of social deprivation is twedst among the undergraduates in the private tsiiye

Research Question: 2Vhat are the forms of social deprivations experé by undergraduates in llorin
metropolis?

This question was answered using the data of stsidleat said they experienced social deprivatioprasented
on Table 1.

Table 2: Forms of Experienced Social DeprivatiomagUndergraduates in llorin Metropolis
Respondents’ Responses

Federal State Private Total
Possible areas of social deprivation N % N % N % N %
Scholarship 111 7350 146 81.11 37 4743 294 71.88
Free education 151 100 173 96.11 78 100 402 98.28
Free Medical Services 135 89.40 78 43.33 72 92.0385 2 69.68
Free hostel benefits 127 84.10 62 34.44 24 30.7613 2 52.07
Employment prospects 148 98.0 112 62.22 39 50 299 3.107
Amenities (electricity, internet) 139 92.05 159 EB. 21 26.92 319 77.99

The data presented in Table 2 shows that 98.28%efundergraduates in llorin believed they were tmos
deprived in the aspect of having access to freeatthn. About 72% of them also identified inability access
scholarship as social deprivation they experien€.the other hand, 69.68% said they were depriread
having access to free medical services. 52.07%hefundergraduates had experienced deprived access t
accommodation benefits, 73.10% had experiencededesmicess to other amenities such as good elgctrici

supply and good internet services. Above all, 7%9%elieved they would be deprived from employment
opportunities when they graduated.

Research Question 3  What do undergraduates in llorin metropolis pme# as the causes of the social
deprivation they experienced?

Table 3: Perceived Causes of Social Deprivationraméndergraduates in llorin Metropolis
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Respondents’ Responses

Male Female Total
Perceived Causes of Social Deprivation N % N % N %
Poverty 167 76.60 177 92.67 344 84.10
Residence 28 12.84 12 6.28 40 9.77
Family sociopolitical power 211 96.78 169 88.48  38092.90
Their level of education 19 8.71 26 1361 45 11.02
Government policies 192 88.07 158 82.72 350 85.57

Table 3 shows that 84.10% believed poverty caukeit social deprivation. Another 92.90% blamed rthei
experiences on their family’s low socio-politicabyeer, and 85.57% blamed theirs on government pdlici
Only 9.77% believed they were socially deprivedause of where they lived (residence) and 11.02%thaly
were socially deprived because of their level afcadion.

Research Questiont #V/hat are the perceived impacts of social deprivatin undergraduates’ access to life-
saving facilities?

Table 4: Perceived impacts of social deprivationundergraduates’ access to life-saving facilities

Respondents’ Responses

Male Female Total
Perceived Impacts of Social Deprivation N % N % N %
Reduced educational aspiration 192 88.07 158 82.72350 85.57
Poor medical status 18 8.25 42 21.98 60 14.66
Reduced access to welfare 203 93.11 173 90.57 376 1.939
Reduced career prospect 211 96.78 38 19.89 249 60.88
Reduced social confidence 42 19.26 74 38.74 116 628.3

From Table 4, data on what the sampled responditisved would be the impacts of social deprivation
their access to life-saving facilities. Out of gempled 409 undergraduates, 85.57% believed stejaivation
will reduce their educational aspiration. Anothérd% believed would cause them poor medical st#is®,
60.88% believed social aspiration, only 28.36% saidh deprivation can reduce their social status jast
14.66% said the deprivation made them lose sooigfidence.

Discussion

Finding revealed that students in the state unityeirs the metropolis experienced social depriviasithan their
counterparts from federal and private universitids. doubt, social deprivation has wide-ranging afign
devastating effects in the life of individual. Timapacts of deprivation include poor nutrition anhygical
health problems which result directly from haviog tittle income or too few resources.

Finding revealed that the undergraduates in Ildsglieved they were most deprived in the aspect of
accommodation benefits, having access to free ¢éiducaleprived from employment opportunities whhayt
graduated, scholarship as social deprivation thgemenced and access to free medical serviceglirign
revealed that the undergraduates blamed their iexpers of social deprivation on their family’s I®ecio-
political power, and on government policies. Thisding corroborates the assertion of Gamoran (2@0t)
Leonhardt (2005) who blamed series of incidencesatfial deprivation on government’s attitude tovgard
enactment and implementation of polices relatingesmurces control and distribution.

Another finding revealed that the majority of urgladuates believed that social deprivation willues their
educational aspiration and cause them poor mesiatis. This finding is in consonance with the ltesithe
finding of Farkas (2006) who found out that soadiprivation caused poor nutrition and health relate
problems. He further explained that other effedtsaxial deprivation may include infectious diseasental
illness, and drug dependence. Microsoft (2009) tgoio the fact that some effects of deprivation o as
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easily understood. Also, support the finding is gtedy of Microsoft (2009) that links social degion to
crime, but by no means are all poor people alsuigéls. In many cases, the primary effects of degion lead
to other problems. Extended hunger and lack of eympént, for instance, may lead to depression, whiely
sometimes contribute to criminal behaviour.

Conclusion

In this study, it was discovered that some undeiggtes of public and private universities experesocial
deprivation in llorin metropolis. It was found toeba bit low among students of private university.
There were many factors that accounted for inciderd social deprivation experienced by the undehgates.
The major causes of social deprivation were fanbiickground and poor implementation of government
policies. Based on these, it can be concludedfd#mily and government authorities have a lot tota@vert
incidence of social deprivation among tertiary stutd, particularly in llorin metropolis.

Recommendations
The following were recommended based on the majdirfgs of this study:
1. There should be increased government efforts tegmteoccurrence of social deprivation among
tertiary students
2. Stakeholders in education and social developmemildiprovide access to life-saving facilities among
undergraduates to cushion their encounter withasdeiprivation
3. There may be a need to counsel tertiary studenth®mays to help themselves economically and
socially in other to enable them create wealthhefrtown instead of rely wholly on government for
their social economic needs.
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