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ABSTRACT

This study investigates legislative oversight and their impact on project delivery in the South-South
zone of Nigeria. Data were collected from a sample of 549 respondents comprising 165 executive
and legislative officials and 384 electorates using a structured questionnaire and supported by focus
group discussions involving 40 purposively selected individuals from six states in the region. The
research questions and hypotheses were analyzed using descriptive statistics (mean scores,
frequency counts) and Pearson Product Moment Correlation (PPMC) to test the relationships
between variables. Results showed a significant weak relationship between legislative oversight and
project delivery in the South-South zone of Nigeria. Based on these findings, the study recommends
the strengthening of institutional frameworks for enhancing legislative capacity through regular
training, promoting bipartisan development mechanisms, ensuring transparency in constituency
project execution, initiating legal reforms for legislative autonomy, and institutionalizing joint
monitoring and evaluation systems. These measures, if implemented, will improve legislative
oversight and promote efficient, effective and inclusive development across the South-South region
of Nigeria.
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INTRODUCTION

The South-South Zone of Nigeria, comprising states such as Akwa Ibom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta,
Edo, and Rivers, stands as the economic nucleus of the nation due to its vast deposits of crude oil
and natural gas. As of 2023, the region accounted for over 75% of Nigeria’s oil production and
contributed significantly to national revenue through the federation account (NNPC, 2023). Yet,
paradoxically, the zone suffers from deep-rooted underdevelopment, evidenced by widespread
poverty, decaying infrastructure, and poor access to essential services. For instance, the National
Bureau of Statistics (2022) reported that over 58% of residents in the region live below the poverty
line, while the World Bank (2021) highlighted infrastructural deficits, noting that less than 30% of
rural communities in the region have access to all-season roads.

One critical but underexplored factor undermining development in the South-South is the strained
relationship between the executive and legislative arms of government. Rather than operating as
partners in governance, both tiers frequently engage in power tussles that obstruct policy
implementation and delay developmental projects. Political rivalry often stemming from intra-party
conflicts or inter-party hostilities frequently leads to budgetary delays, project duplication, and a
lack of alignment in developmental priorities. For example, in Edo State, the 2019 crisis between
the governor and state legislators led to the non-inauguration of 14 elected lawmakers, effectively
stalling numerous legislative processes and project approvals (Ogbole & Amadi, 2020). Similarly, in
Rivers and Bayelsa States, media reports and civil society investigations have highlighted multiple
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cases of executive dominance over legislative oversight, particularly in awarding and monitoring of
capital projects (SERAP, 2022).

Furthermore, corruption and lack of transparency continue to plague the planning and execution of
capital projects. A 2022 audit by the Independent Corrupt Practices and Other Related Offences
Commission (ICPC) revealed that over 40% of constituency and capital projects in the South-South
zone were either unexecuted or abandoned despite budgetary allocations. This indicates a weak or
non-existent collaboration framework between the two arms of government. Legislative oversight is
often undermined by political patronage, while executive agencies frequently ignore or bypass
legislative input during project conception and implementation phases.

Additionally, the absence of institutionalized channels for dialogue, monitoring, and feedback
between the executive and legislature further weakens the coordination necessary for effective
project delivery. Rather than functioning through integrated mechanisms for planning and
execution, project implementation in many South-South states is often fragmented and politically
motivated, leading to unsustainable outcomes and public dissatisfaction.

The study therefore assessed the legislative oversight in the South-South zone in order to determine
their implications for effective project delivery. The study interrogated the root causes of these
institutional inefficiencies and offer practical policy recommendations for achieving more
collaborative governance. Unless these relational and structural gaps are urgently addressed, the
South-South zone may continue to experience slow-paced development, despite its economic
potential and strategic importance to the Nigerian federation.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Concept of Legislature

Legislature is the lawmaking branch of a government. The term ‘legislature’ is a generic term
meaning a body which legislates. The term ‘Legg’ means law and “lature’ the place and
etymologically legislature means a place for law-making. Another term, which is used as a synonym
of Legislature, is ‘Parliament.” Legislature or Parliament is that branch of government which performs
the function of lawmaking through deliberations. The legislature is that organ of the government
which passes the laws of the government. It is the agency which has the responsibility to formulate
the will of the state and vest it with legal authority and force. In simple words, the legislature is that
organ of the government which formulates laws. Legislature enjoys a very special and important
position in every democratic state. It is the assembly of the elected representatives of the people
and represents national public opinion and power of the people.

The legislature is a critical arm of government tasked with the formulation, amendment, and repeal
of laws. As the law-making body, it plays a central role in democratic governance by representing
the interests and aspirations of the populace. The term "legislature," derived from the Latin legis
latio, meaning "proposing the law," reflects its primary function of creating and enacting legal
frameworks that guide the conduct of society and the operations of the government (Heywood,
2020).

The legislature serves as a deliberative assembly composed of elected or appointed members who
collectively act as representatives of the people. Their role is not limited to lawmaking but extends
to oversight of the executive, ensuring accountability and transparency in governance. According to
Finer (1970), the legislature embodies the authority to deliberate, debate, and enacts policies that
address societal needs while providing a platform for public discourse. Structurally, legislatures can
be classified into two main types: unicameral and bicameral. A unicameral legislature consists of a
single chamber and is often adopted in smaller or unitary states like Sweden and New Zealand. This
system simplifies the legislative process, reducing costs and enhancing efficiency. However, it may
lack the depth of checks and balances provided by a second chamber. In contrast, a bicameral
legislature is composed of two separate chambers, such as an upper and a lower house. For
example, in the United States, the House of Representatives represent the general population, while
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the Senate represents regional or state interests. This system, common in federal states like Nigeria,
enhances checks and balances, promotes thorough deliberation, and prevents hasty decision-
making (Heywood, 2020).

Legislative Oversight

Legislative oversight does not only entail the scrutiny of what the executive branch of government
has done but also includes supervision of the executive's legislative proposals. On the surface,
legislative oversight can be defined as the authority of the legislature to oversee the governmental
activities of the executive. Oversight is concerned with holding the executive accountable by
overseeing its exercise of public power. This includes oversight of the national budget and spending
decisions made by the executive and ensuring that they are in line with the priorities of the state.
According to Ejumudo, Igbakpa & Ejumudo (2023) legislative oversight is one of the most important
functions of good governance and the legislature bears this responsibility because of its
constitutional obligation to do so. Legislative oversight entails the watchful and structured scrutiny
of the executive in respect of the implementation of and adherence to the law and the application
and proper use of the state budget. It also necessitates the effective management of government
departments by cabinet members to achieve good governance and public service delivery by making
government activities and expenditure transparent to the public through published reports and
question and answer sessions in parliament.

Legislative oversight also entails the constitutional authority of the legislature to scrutinise and call
the executive to account for public expenditure. Legislative oversight is not limited to the legislative
supervision of policies and programmes implemented by government. It goes beyond the scrutiny
of the activities of the executive branch to include supervision of its legislative proposals. Where the
executive has the power to propose policies or legislate, this gives the legislature the power to
oversee the government's plans before they are enacted. That is what happens where Bills are
scrutinised in committees before consideration by the whole house during the second and third
readings. While the executive is tasked with proposing policies intended to address specific issues,
parliaments also contribute towards this procedure even before the proposed laws are enacted.
Whether legislative oversight consists of overseeing the activities of the executive before they are
performed through policy review or after they are performed is not an issue. Effective oversight is
beneficial for ensuring accountability because it contributes towards improving the value of service
delivery.

For several scholars of legislative studies, aside lawmaking and representation, legislative oversight
is also regarded as one of the core roles of the legislature or parliament. This role has been defined
as the “behaviour by legislators and their staff, individually or collectively, which results with an
impact, intended or not, on bureaucratic behavior” (Ogul, 2016). The reduction of legislative
oversight to any behaviour, whether planned or not, could be seen as limiting because the
phenomenon encompasses an onerous task of overseeing the activities of the other arms of
government.

Onyango (2020) argued that legislative oversight is beyond being compared to any form of
behaviour because it is “tied to rationalized systems”. Oversight has been popularly hinged on two
models; the police patrol model and the fire-alarm model (McCubbins & Schwartz, 2024). Police
patrol oversight was described as “comparatively centralized, active, and direct: at its initiative,
Congress examines a sample of executive agency activities to detect and remedy any violations of
legislative goals.” “Fire alarm” oversight involves “less active and direct intervention”. This work
would adopt the more systematic, methodological, and symbolic police patrol method, even though
it is more expensive, but productive than the fire-alarm.

In conceptualising the phenomenon, Fashagba (2019), analysed legislative oversight in a
presidential system of government (Nigeria), argued that oversight is deemed by several researchers
as being the core function of legislatures in the contemporary world. Going further, while
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acknowledging that legislative oversight tools and potentials are available in the Nigerian context,
he concluded that the activity has been compromised due to lack of political will. Corroborating
Fashagba'’s position, Friedberg (2021) who examined legislative oversight in a parliamentary system
of government with Israel’s Knesset as a case study, contended that oversight potential is germane
and that strengthening such would assist in enhancing good governance, fight corruption and
improve democracy. Combining the major arguments of Fashagba et al. (2024), interrogated the
relationships between oversight potentials, which they termed as oversight effectiveness, and the
role played by the political Police Patrol Oversight Model. They advanced two theoretical claims that
in the first instance, there is a causal relationship between oversight capacity (as measured by the
number of oversight tools available to the legislature) and oversight effectiveness.

Secondly, oversight effectiveness is also determined by the constitutional mandate of the legislature,
the resources available to the legislature and the political will of legislators to use available oversight
tools to undertake effective oversight. Going further, Pelizzo et. al (2016), building on Fashagba,
carried out a quasi-experimental research to affirm the latter’s position that Nigeria’s National
Assembly indeed possesses the tools and constitutional powers to undertake oversight; what it lacks
so far is the political will to use the tools. Although there are several legislative oversight activities
and tools available to the legislature, since this work is limited to legislative oversight and public
accountability, it would be specific to activities relating to public finance and the oversight process.

Concept of Project delivery

The concept of project delivery is also one of the major issues that have attracted a lot of debates
and concerns among policy advisors, policymakers, policy executors, policy evaluators, scholars,
policy analysts and publicists (Ejumudo, Douglas & Ejumudo, 2024). Project delivery, sometimes
referred to as “dividends of democracy”, is at the heart of democracy. Often, the perspective
associated with democratic governance has been associated with the fact that the government
emerged from a free, fair and credible electoral process (Diamond et al, 1989; Held, 1996; Ake,
1996). On the contrary, an election is just the starting point of a democratic government. Democratic
governance goes beyond the guarantee of human rights, which are demonstrated through the
exercises of freedom of association, speech, and so on, as well as responsiveness and accountability.
Project delivery has become a vyardstick for measuring democratic accountability and
responsiveness. These include social services (primary education and basic health services),
infrastructure (water, sanitation, roads and bridges) (Kayode et al, 2013).

Social services cover a wide variety of different activities. Titmus (1968) views social services as
“those services that are concerned with different types of moral transactions embodying the notion
of gift-exchange which have developed in modern societies in institutional forms to bring about and
maintain social and community relations”. Similarly, Boulding (1962) posits that social services arise
from social policy; and that “social policy deal with unilateral transfers that are justified (outside the
fringes of the free market mechanism) by some kind of appeal to a status, legitimacy, identity or
community.” Olewe and Anga (1994) opine that social service is a wide concept that embraces the
improvement of the social status of the individual and society in general. It necessitates, in reality
and not deceitfully, the provision of such services as education, health, roads, housing, potable
water, and electricity. It seeks reduction in poverty, improvement of women and workers (SSC,
2011). Geol (1981) states that “social service is a process of bringing social change and the
implementation of social policy decisions for the total welfare of the community”. Social services
encompass all techniques, acts and considerations in transforming social policy into a reality.
Nnamani and Chilaka (2012) assert that social service is a set of a programme aimed at achieving
some objectives. It relates to the social system in the goals of social policies. In the process of
achieving these objectives, social policies are expected to be formulated, and these also are directed
towards making some changes in the society to improve the living conditions of the people. The
programmes such as free education, healthcare, housing and child protection are services provided
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by the government or its agents for the wellbeing of persons or the community at large. The delivery
of social services at the local government level is aimed at moving the standard of living of the
populace to the next level (Angahar, 2013). Some of the social services that are expected from local
government to deliver to the populace include education, health, roads, housing, rural electricity,
waste disposal services, transport, and so on (Adeyemi, 2013; Agba, Akwara & Idu, 2013).

Nwoba (2015) also sees social services as services that are provided by the government or by non-
governmental agencies, which are official to individuals, groups, or communities to cope with social
issues and to enhance the wellbeing of the citizens, individually and collectively, and are justified
outside the free-market mechanism so as to encourage integration and discourage alienation among
the members of society. Unlike the other public services, which are provided by the different levels
of government because the market economy cannot (would not or cannot efficiently) provide them,
social services are provided to strengthen and maintain community relations. Social services are
“services dedicated to enhancing people's economic and social wellbeing by helping them to attain
more stable, healthy, self-sufficient and fulfilling lives” (New Zealand Productivity Commission
(NZPC), 2015).

Theoretical Framework

This study adopted institutionalist approach as baseline theory considering its relevance.
Institutionalist Approach

The institutionalist approach has been a fundamental theoretical framework to the study of
legislative oversight (O“Donnell, 1994; Linz, 1994; Fish, 2001; Hammond & Butler, 2003;
Valenzuela, 2004; Lijphart, 2004). This approach assumes that conflict and cooperation between
the executive and the legislature are conditioned by fundamental questions of institutional design
(Linz 1994). According to this theory, features of a country’s institutional framework account for
observed political, economic and social outcomes in the country (Hammond & Butler, 2003).
Institutions do not merely shape the strategies of actors, they also affect the probability distribution
of certain political outcomes, and thus, a country’s political structure, has great implications on policy
outcomes (Lijphart, 2024; Cheibub 2017).

While admitting the importance of institutional design as a predictor of legislature-executive
relations, it is imperative to note that other informal or para-constitutional behavioural factors
equally shape the nature of legislature-executive relations observable in a political system. As argue
by Butler (2023) although institutional designs affect government capabilities, several other non-
institutional factors sometimes mediate the impact of institutions. A more encompassing theory that
will treat a larger number of relations and produce a more complex analysis is therefore desired.
Some critics are of the opinion that structuralism is unlikely to achieve its objectives of providing a
scientific theory of the political system because of the difficulties in applying it to the analysis of the
political system — such as defining terms operationally and specifying which activities perform
functions. They believe that Almond’s structural- functionalist model presents a static model of
society and, therefore, cannot account for change; it overemphasizes integration and, as a
consequence, fails to deal with dysfunction (Charlesworth, 1968; Chilcote, 1998).

The criticisms against the theory of structural-functionalism have however, led to the subsequent
work of Almond and Powell (1970) where the dynamism of political development was inculcated
into the theory of structural-functionalism (Alexander (1970). Almond and Powell (1975) averred
that the theory of structural functionalism can fit many phenomena, which at first sight appear quite
disparate and unconnected into one framework. It gives context for and limits at some degree of
reciprocal influence among all sorts of things — people, institutions and events. It also gives a
number of common denominators for comparisons among outwardly very different polities: It
assumes that whatever their institutional trappings and cultural, ideological, economic, and even
chronological and spatial differences, all societies share in the performance of a number of crucial
political functions. With the theory of structural-functionalism, Alimond and Powell (1975) noted that
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we are encouraged to see how the same political tasks are performed in somewhat different ways
in different societies and invited, as it were, to fill in the terms in an equation, having presumably
mastered the rudiments of political diagnosis by learning what the equation is.

Despite the criticisms against structural-functionalism, the approach provides a framework for the
analysis of legislature-executive relations in this study. By this framework, the government is
conceived as a social system and the executive and the legislature are political institutions viewed
as structural parts or units of the political system or government. Each of these political institutions
(also seen as structures) performs explicitly specified requisite functions that contribute to the
stability, continuity and survival of the political system (Ray, 2004). While the legislature is saddled
with the role of law making, the executive implements the law. The various functions of these
structures are however, contained in the constitution of the land.

Since the executive and the legislature are open systems, these relationships are influenced by
internal and external environments and by the presence of a legitimate force holding them together.
According to Almond’s structural-functional analysis, all political systems must perform certain
requisite functions (Peter 2005). These functions include policy making, policy implementation and
rule adjudication which is carried out by the various arms of government. Thus, structural
functionalism, as a framework for this study, provides an effective measure for assessing the
different functions performed by the separate but interdependent organs of government in a
presidential democracy. As emphasized by the structural-functional proponents, a study of the
functions of these structural institutions is necessary for the understanding of the workings of the
political system (Person, 1999).

With Almond’s structural-functional theory therefore, legislature-executive relations can be
described largely in terms of structure, personality, processes, mechanisms and functions. Radcliffe-
Brown (1951) claimed that the rules of conduct within a society lead to a social structure consisting
of defined roles that are coordinated by these rules. As these roles are performed, they contribute
to maintaining and stabilizing the social structure. In this regard, the alignment of the executive and
the legislature to the rules of these social relations, their mutual interactions and collaboration in
the policy process is critical for the stability and survival of the society.

Relevance of the Institutionalist Approach to the Study

The institutionalist approach is highly relevant to understanding the executive-legislative relations
and project delivery because it underscores the importance of formal and informal institutions, rules,
and norms in shaping governance and policy outcomes. Institutional structures influence how
political actors interact, how policies are created, and how social services are provided. The
effectiveness of project delivery is not just about the intentions of political leaders but also about
the strength, design, and coordination of the institutions responsible for implementing these
services. Therefore, the institutionalist approach provides valuable insights into the complexities of
policy-making and service delivery, especially within the context of institutional frameworks that
evolve.

Empirical Review

Onyema (2019) explores the institutional factors that hinder effective oversight and collaboration
between the executive and legislature. The study emphasizes that weak institutional frameworks
for monitoring and evaluating the implementation of policies and programs contribute to
inefficiencies in project delivery. The lack of effective oversight often allows the executive to bypass
legislative scrutiny, leading to delays in the approval of policies or the misallocation of resources.
This lack of accountability between the two arms of government prevents the efficient execution of
social service projects, particularly in critical areas like healthcare, education, and

Ojo (2020) examines the dynamics of executive-legislature relations within Nigeria’s federal
structure, focusing on power struggles between the two arms of government. The study found that
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in Nigeria’s federal system, the executive often dominates the legislative process due to its control
over resources and security apparatus. This power imbalance leads to frequent tensions, particularly
over fiscal allocations and the implementation of policies. The research emphasized the need for
stronger institutional frameworks to ensure better checks and balances.

Ibrahim and Usman (2017) examined the role of legislative oversight in Nigeria’s democracy and its
impact on the executive-legislature relationship. Their findings revealed that while the legislature
has constitutional powers to oversee the executive, it often faces challenges in exercising this
function due to political pressures and executive interference. The study found that the executive
frequently undermines the legislature’s oversight role by using patronage and other political tools
to co-opt legislators. The research called for reforms to enhance legislative independence and
accountability.

Ademola and Omotayo (2020) examined the relationship between the executive and legislature in
post-military Nigeria, focusing on the challenges of democratic consolidation. Their study found that
the legacy of military rule has left a significant impact on the relationship between the two arms of
government. The executive often sees itself as the primary driver of governance, while the
legislature struggles to assert its authority. The research highlighted that these dynamics hinder
democratic consolidation and called for reforms to ensure a more balanced and cooperative
relationship.

Smith (2019) also assessed the role of Executive-Legislative Relations in Public Service Delivery in
Developing Democracies. Smith's study explores how the relationship between the executive and
legislative branches influences the quality of public services in developing democracies, with a
particular focus on healthcare and education. The research highlights that when the executive and
legislature maintain a collaborative relationship, public services tend to improve due to coordinated
efforts in policy formulation, budget allocation, and service implementation. Conversely, when
political tensions lead to gridlock or adversarial relations, service delivery often suffers, as seen in
several African and Latin American countries.

Johnson and Williams (2020) investigated Executive-Legislative Relations and Healthcare Delivery
in Africa. This paper examines the effects of executive-legislative relations on healthcare delivery in
Sub-Saharan Africa. Johnson and Williams argue that collaborative relations between the two
branches of government lead to better healthcare policies, improved funding, and effective
implementation. However, political rivalries and lack of coordination between the executive and
legislature often hinder progress in the healthcare sector, resulting in inadequate infrastructure,
poor service delivery, and limited access to healthcare services for the population.

Williams (2021) reviewed Legislative Oversight and Its Role in Enhancing Public Service Delivery.
Williams' study delves into the role of legislative oversight in ensuring that public services meet
quality standards. Legislative bodies often monitor the execution of government policies and
budgets, holding the executive accountable for any failures in service delivery. The paper argues
that effective oversight mechanisms can enhance the quality of social services by ensuring that
public funds are used efficiently and that policies are implemented as intended, particularly in sectors
like healthcare, education, and housing.

Rogers (2024) examine the Impact of Legislative Committees on the Quality of Public Services in
Canada. Rogers’ study focuses on the role of legislative committees in shaping the quality of public
services. Legislative committees play a crucial role in scrutinizing government policies and ensuring
that public services meet quality standards. The paper finds that when committees are active and
engaged, they can improve service delivery by holding the executive accountable for the
implementation of policies and the allocation of resources.

THE STUDY
The study adopted a descriptive survey research design. The population of a study comprised 296
executive and legislative officials, such as state governors, commissioners, and members of the
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state houses of assembly across the six states; Akwa Ibom, Bayelsa, Cross River, Delta, Edo, and
Rivers and 100,000 estimated electorates in the region. The inclusion of electorates in the study
was deliberate and justified, as they represent the direct beneficiaries or in some cases, the victims
of executive-legislative decisions. Citizens experience the outcomes of governance in the form of
completed, delayed, or abandoned projects. Their perceptions and lived experiences therefore
provide an essential counterbalance to the official narratives offered by political actors. In this way,
the electorates serve as a vital source of accountability, offering evidence of how executive-
legislative relations translate into tangible service delivery at the community level. The sample size
(549) for this study was determined using Krejcie and Morgan’s (1970) table for sample size
determination. Primary data was collected using a structured questionnaire. The data was analyzed
and hypotheses were tested using the Pearson Product Moment Correlation (PPMC). The analysis
was done using version 23 of the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS).

RESULTS

A total of 549 questionnaires were distributed to respondents. Out of this number, 484 were
returned fully and correctly completed, while the remaining 66 were returned but not properly filled.
This indicates that 88% of the questionnaires were successfully completed and returned, whereas
12% were incorrectly filled. Consequently, the researcher based the data presentation and analysis
on the 484 properly completed questionnaires.

Presentation of Analysis based on Research Questions of the Study
This section discussed the specific objectives of the study as follows:
Table 1: The extent of legislative oversight on project delivery in the South-South of Nigeria.

SIN | ITEMS N Mean | Decision
1 The legislature conducts regular oversight on projects. 484 | 3.71 Agreed
2 Oversight committees are active in enforcing project | 484 | 3.54 Agreed

accountability.
3 Most legislators lack technical capacity for project oversight. 484 | 3.63 Agreed
4 Oversight is sometimes compromised by executive interference. | 484 | 3.66 Agreed

5 Penalties are imposed on defaulting contractors due to legislative | 484 | 3.82 Agreed
oversight.

6 Legislators receive timely reports on project implementation. 484 | 3.21 Agreed

7 Legislative oversight has enhanced service delivery in my state. | 484 | 3.32 Agreed

Source: Fieldwork, 2025

The data presented reflects respondents’ views on the effectiveness of legislative oversight in the
implementation of infrastructure projects. All items recorded a mean score above the threshold of
2.50, indicating a generally positive perception of legislative oversight in the South-South zone.
However, the responses also reveal several important insights and concerns. The mean score of
3.71 for the item stating that the legislature conducts regular oversight on projects suggests that
such oversight activities are seen as a routine and expected part of legislative duties. This implies
that the legislative arm is actively involved in monitoring project implementation, which is essential
for ensuring transparency and accountability in public spending.

Similarly, the perception that oversight committees are active in enforcing accountability (mean =
3.54) reinforces the view that the legislature plays a key role in checking project execution and
ensuring that standards are upheld. This suggests that oversight mechanisms are functional and
are taken seriously within the legislative framework. The third item reveals a critical gap: many
respondents believe that most legislators lack the technical capacity required for effective oversight
(mean = 3.63). This highlights a major weakness in the oversight process while legislators are
willing and active, their lack of specialized knowledge or technical training may limit the depth and
effectiveness of their evaluations, particularly in complex infrastructure projects. Moreover, the table
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shows that oversight is sometimes undermined by executive interference (mean = 3.66). This
suggests that the independence of legislative oversight can be compromised, possibly due to political
pressure, executive dominance, or lack of institutional safeguards.

Such interference can dilute the effectiveness of checks and balances in governance. The imposition
of penalties on defaulting contractors as a result of legislative oversight (mean = 3.82) is seen as a
strong outcome. This indicates that when oversight is carried out effectively, it can lead to tangible
consequences for non-compliance, which may, in turn, improve project execution standards. The
mean score of 3.21 for timely reports on project implementation indicates that while legislators do
receive such reports, the process may not always be prompt or consistent. Delays in information
sharing could hinder timely legislative response and intervention. Finally, the perception that
legislative oversight has enhanced service delivery (mean = 3.32) affirms that oversight is not just
a procedural formality but contributes meaningfully to improved infrastructure outcomes. This
positive impact underlines the importance of maintaining and strengthening oversight roles in
governance.

Responses from Focus Group Discussion

When asked about the level of involvement of lawmakers in monitoring and overseeing government
projects, respondents gave mixed opinions. Many civil servants and community leaders felt that
while lawmakers are expected to play an active role in oversight, their involvement is often selective
or inconsistent. They pointed out that some legislators show commitment by visiting project sites
and demanding accountability from contractors, while others appear disengaged once projects are
approved and funds disbursed. Farmers and grassroots respondents were generally skeptical about
the effectiveness of legislative oversight. They expressed concern that many lawmakers focus more
on personal or political interests rather than ensuring that public projects are completed to standard.
Some even alleged that lawmakers only show up when projects are located in their immediate
constituencies or during election periods.

On the question of whether legislative oversight contributes to the successful completion of public
projects or causes delays, opinions were equally divided. A number of respondents, especially civil
servants, believed that effective oversight enhances transparency, ensures proper use of funds, and
improves project outcomes. They gave examples of poorly executed projects that were corrected
or completed successfully after legislative intervention. Conversely, several respondents felt that
legislative oversight sometimes results in unnecessary delays. This, they said, happens when
oversight is used as a tool for political bargaining or when lawmakers clash with executive officials
or contractors over control and influence. In such situations, projects may be suspended or slowed
down, especially when there are allegations of corruption or mismanagement.

In summary, the survey results suggested that legislative oversight is carried out but often
weakened by executive interference and lack of technical expertise among legislators. FGDs revealed
that oversight is sometimes politicized, leading to delays or selective enforcement. Nevertheless,
where oversight was properly exercised, project standards reportedly improved.

Hypotheses Testing

There is no significant relationship between legislative oversights and the quality or timeliness of
project delivery in the South-South zone of Nigeria.

Table 2: Pearson test for the relationship between legislative oversight and the quality or timeliness
of project delivery in the South-South of Nigeria.

Quality or timeliness of
|Legislative oversight |project delivery

|Legislative oversight Pearson Correlation |1 132"
Sig. (2-tailed) .000
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N 484 484
Quality or timeliness ofPearson Correlation |.132** 1
[project delivery Sig. (2-tailed) .000

N 484 484

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

Table 2 shows the result of a Pearson correlation analysis examining the relationship between
legislative oversight and the quality or timeliness of project delivery in the South-South zone of
Nigeria. The analysis reveals a positive but weak correlation with a Pearson coefficient of 0.132.
This suggests that stronger legislative oversight is associated with slight improvements in how well
and how quickly projects are delivered. The relationship is also found to be statistically significant
at the 0.01 level (p = 0.000), meaning that the observed correlation is not due to random chance
and can be considered reliable. The results indicate that legislative oversight plays a supportive role
in enhancing the quality and timeliness of project delivery. However, the modest strength of the
relationship implies that other factors beyond legislative oversight also significantly influence project
performance. Strengthening oversight mechanisms may contribute positively, but broader
institutional and operational reforms may be necessary to achieve substantial improvements.
Relationship between legislative oversight and project delivery. Result: r = 0.132, p < .001. Very
weak but statistically significant association, implying that oversight has only a small measurable
effect (r2 = 0.02).

Discussion of Findings

The data reveal that legislative oversight plays a role in enhancing project accountability, though its
overall effect on project delivery is limited. Respondents agreed that legislatures conduct regular
oversight (mean = 3.71) and that oversight committees are active (mean = 3.54). They also noted
that penalties are sometimes imposed on defaulting contractors (mean = 3.82), showing that
oversight can yield tangible corrective measures. However, significant weaknesses were identified.
Respondents highlighted that many legislators lack technical capacity for effective oversight (mean
= 3.63) and that oversight is often compromised by executive interference (mean = 3.66).

These findings are reinforced by FGDs, where civil servants described oversight as selective and
inconsistent, and grassroots participants expressed skepticism about lawmakers’ motives. Some
noted that legislators appear active only in their constituencies or during election periods, reducing
the credibility of oversight functions.

The correlation result (r = 0.132, p < 0.001) indicates that while stronger oversight is associated
with improvements in the quality and timeliness of project delivery, the effect is weak. This modest
impact suggests that oversight mechanisms in the South-South zone remain underdeveloped.
Okonjo-Iweala (2019) has argued that effective oversight requires technical knowledge in finance,
procurement, and engineering, yet Nigerian legislators are often elected on the basis of popularity
rather than expertise. Similarly, Fatile and Adejuwon (2021) stress that executive dominance and
lack of institutional safeguards erodes legislative independence. Thus, while oversight has potential
to enhance project delivery, its impact is curtailed by capacity deficits, political interference, and
selective enforcement.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The finding from this study provide comprehensive insight into the complex nature of legislative
oversight and its implications for project delivery in the South-South zone of Nigeria. The correlation
result indicates that while stronger oversight is associated with improvements in the quality and
timeliness of project delivery, the effect is weak. This modest impact suggests that oversight
mechanisms in the South-South zone remain underdeveloped.
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Based on the finding, the following recommendations were made:

v Enhance Legislative Capacity through Training and Technical Support: Many
legislators lack the technical expertise necessary for effective oversight and project
evaluation. Regular capacity-building programs in budgeting, procurement, infrastructure
evaluation, and public policy should be institutionalized, in collaboration with development
partners, civil society organizations, and academic institutions. Creating technical advisory
units within legislative bodies can also improve oversight quality.

v Institutionalize Bipartisan Development Mechanisms: To reduce the negative impact
of political party alignment on project execution, the creation of bipartisan project planning
and budget review committees should be prioritized. These structures will ensure inclusivity
and discourage the marginalization of opposition lawmakers, thereby promoting equity in
the distribution of developmental projects.

v Promote Transparency and Accountability in Constituency Projects: Constituency
projects should be subjected to the same level of public scrutiny and accountability as
mainstream government projects. There should be public disclosure of budgets, contractors,
timelines, and outcomes. Civil society groups and media should be encouraged to monitor
and report on project execution to reduce misuse of funds and ensure value for money.
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