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ABSTRACT
Community development (ComDev) is a participatory process that enables individuals and families to work together, maximize available resources, and strengthen relationships to improve their quality of life. In many relocated communities, development challenges continue even after resettlement due to limited livelihood opportunities and the need to rebuild social cohesion and participation.  This study explored how parental engagement and family resource management (FRM) contribute to the development of a relocation community in Libertad, Kauswagan, Lanao del Norte.  A quantitative research design was employed, involving 100 parent-respondents selected from community residents. Data were gathered using a structured questionnaire on a five-point Likert scale and analyzed using descriptive statistics and regression analysis. Findings showed that parental engagement was generally high, indicating that parents remain actively involved in their children’s lives and participate in community-related activities. Family resource management was rated very good, suggesting that households can allocate their limited resources and utilize community resources effectively despite economic challenges. Similarly, ComDev was assessed as very good, reflecting cooperation among residents, shared responsibility, and active participation in community affairs.  Moreover, significant differences in FRM were observed across groups based on family size, suggesting that family size affects resource management. No significant differences were observed across age, sex, and average monthly family income. Regression results revealed that parental engagement and FRM significantly influence ComDev, with FRM emerging as the stronger predictor.  In terms of sub-indicators, only the community involvement dimension of parental engagement significantly influenced ComDev, while both FRM dimensions, resource use and sustainable development practices, significantly influenced ComDev.  Overall, the study recommends strengthening financial literacy, livelihood and technology support, sustainability practices, and community participation to sustain community development.

KEYWORDS: Sustainable Community Development, family management, community involvement, resource management, economic empowerment, community resources
INTRODUCTIONTop of Form
The family is the basic unit of society, serving as the foundation for values, work ethics, and trust that influence community development. When family livelihoods are sustainable, members become healthy, safe, and productive, leading to a developed community. Conversely, poor family resource management can lead to instability and a constant reliance on state support, straining public resources (World Bank, 2021; UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs, 2020). Thus, the family’s ability to manage its resources effectively is crucial for both household and societal resilience (Putnam and Garrett, 2020).
Social scientists have long recognized the family’s role in shaping societal progress (OECD, 2021). This study focuses on two key aspects, parental engagement and family resource management, and their influence on community development. Parental engagement fosters trust, empathy, and participation, while effective resource management ensures the responsible use of human, economic, and environmental resources. Together, these processes strengthen social cohesion, promote sustainability, and empower families to adapt to global and environmental challenges (UNICEF, 2022).
Asian societies traditionally emphasize collectivism, where family and community welfare take precedence over individual interests. Values such as kinship, cooperation, and community participation are viewed as solutions to social and economic challenges (Liu et al., 2020; Hofstede Insights, 2021; Asian Development Bank, 2022). However, modern socio-economic pressures, migration, and limited resources have weakened these traditional values. As families struggle to balance livelihood and development goals, community cohesion and engagement are increasingly at risk (Lim & Tan, 2019; UNESCAP, 2020; Yeoh & Lam, 2018).
In the Philippine context, the influence of parental engagement and family resource management on community development is shaped by unique cultural and economic conditions. Despite strong family-oriented values such as pakikisama (cooperation) and bayanihan (community spirit), challenges like poverty, inequality, and frequent natural disasters hinder sustainable development (National Economic & Development Authority, 2021). These conditions test the resilience of Filipino families and their ability to contribute to community progress (Philippine Statistics Authority, 2023).
Community development in the Philippines is a complex process that requires collaboration among various stakeholders. Local government units (LGUs) play a central role but often face financial limitations due to inadequate Internal Revenue Allotments (Department of the Interior and Local Government, 2021; Commission on Audit, 2022). This situation underscores the need for partnerships among government agencies, the private sector, and community members. Strengthening parental engagement and family resource management within this collaborative framework can enhance community resilience and sustainability (Ledwith & Springett, 2018).
The municipality of Kauswagan in Lanao del Norte exemplifies successful community transformation. Once a conflict-affected and impoverished area, it has become a model of inclusive development through effective governance, stakeholder collaboration, and active citizen participation (Local Government Academy, 2020). Over the past decade, Kauswagan has transitioned from a fifth-class to a first-class municipality, demonstrating how community engagement and resource management can drive local development and peacebuilding (UNHCR Philippines, 2023).
Within Kauswagan, the relocation site in Barangay Libertad represents a microcosm of family empowerment and community rebuilding. The site houses families displaced by industrial development, including informal settlers and land tenants. Despite access to basic services such as electricity, water, and education, many families remain vulnerable and require targeted interventions to achieve sustainable livelihoods and community participation (UNDP, 2022).
The absence of a specific sustainable development plan for the Libertad relocation site highlights a critical gap in addressing the needs of relocated families. While municipal development initiatives exist, they often overlook the family’s role as a key driver of community transformation. Addressing this gap requires understanding how family-level factors, particularly parental engagement and resource management, shape collective development outcomes in relocation contexts.
This study aligns with the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 2030, which advocate for inclusive, equitable, and sustainable communities (United Nations, 2023). It emphasizes the importance of family-centered strategies in achieving poverty reduction, quality education, and economic growth. By focusing on family dynamics, the research contributes to a more holistic understanding of community development in relocation settings.
Ultimately, this study aims to provide empirical evidence on how parental engagement and family resource management influence community development in Brgy. Libertad. Its findings will inform the creation of a localized Sustainable Development Plan that integrates family empowerment, resource sustainability, and participatory governance. Such a plan can serve as a model for other relocation communities striving for resilience and inclusive growth.
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METHODOLOGY
This study utilized a quantitative research design to determine the influence of parental engagement and family resource management (FRM) on community development in Brgy. Libertad’s relocation site in Kauswagan, Lanao del Norte. Descriptive statistics, including mean and standard deviation, were used to describe the levels of parental engagement, FRM, and community development, while inferential statistics, such as regression analysis, were applied to determine the predictive influence of the independent variables on the dependent variable. 
A sample of 100 parent-respondents was randomly selected from 277 households using a 5% margin of error and 95% confidence level, based on the Sponsor Company’s official list, and was computed through the Select Statistical Services Calculator.
Data were collected using a structured questionnaire developed and validated by experts in regional and rural development planning and in sustainable community development. The instrument consisted of four parts: (1) demographic profile, (2) parental engagement, (3) family resource management, and (4) community development. Each section used a five-point Likert scale. The questionnaire was pilot-tested among 30 parents within the community to ensure clarity and reliability, and necessary revisions were made before final administration.
To address the research questions, frequency and percentage distributions were used to analyze respondents’ profiles. Descriptive statistics (mean and standard deviation) were applied to assess parental engagement, FRM, and community development. Tests of normality were conducted; since the data did not meet normality assumptions, nonparametric tests were used. The Mann-Whitney U and Kruskal-Wallis H tests were used to determine significant differences in FRM and community development when grouped by demographic variables. Simple and multiple linear regression analyses were used to determine the influence of parental engagement and FRM on community development and to identify the stronger predictor. Qualitative data from key informant interviews were analyzed thematically to identify challenges and experiences related to community development.
The study followed ethical research standards. Informed consent was obtained from all participants, who were assured of confidentiality and anonymity. Participation was voluntary, and respondents could withdraw at any time without consequence. Data were used solely for academic purposes and stored securely to protect privacy.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section presents the analysis and interpretation of the data gathered in the study. The presentation of data is based on the problem's sequence. 

Profile. The profile of parent-respondents reveals that most are working-age adults, primarily in their forties. In terms of sex, a greater proportion are female, reflecting the strong participation of mothers in household management, caregiving, and community involvement within the relocation site. Regarding family size, most respondents have 3–4 children, suggesting that families are generally of moderate size, though a notable portion have larger households. Among average families, more than half reported incomes below 5,000 pesos, indicating that most families experience low incomes. 
Assessment of Parental Engagement.
 Table 1 presents the summary results of parental engagement across its three dimensions: social capital, community involvement, and role modeling. Overall, parental engagement was assessed as High, with a mean of 4.09 and a standard deviation of 0.78, indicating that parents generally demonstrate a high level of engagement, with moderate variability in their responses.
Table 1
Summary Result of Parental Engagement 
	Dimension
	Mean
	SD
	Description

	Social Capital
	3.90
	0.77
	High

	Community Involvement
	4.17
	0.79
	High

	Role Modeling
	4.21
	0.75
	Very High

	Overall
	4.09
	0.78
	High


Legend: 4.20-5.00 (Very High); 3.40-4.19 (High); 2.60-3.39 (Moderate); 1.80-2.59 (Low); 1.00-1.79 (Very Low)
Among the dimensions, role modeling obtained the highest mean of 4.21 with a standard deviation of 0.75, interpreted as Very High. This result indicates that parents strongly and consistently demonstrate positive behaviors, values, and decision-making that serve as examples for their children, with moderate variability in responses. This was followed by community involvement, which yielded a mean of 4.17 and a standard deviation of 0.79, interpreted as High, suggesting that parents are actively involved in community activities, although the extent of participation varies moderately among respondents.
The lowest mean was recorded for social capital, with a mean of 3.90 and a standard deviation of 0.77, still interpreted as High. This indicates that while parents generally maintain trusting relationships, cooperation, and networks within the community, these practices are less pronounced than in the other dimensions. The moderate variability further suggests differences in how parents build and utilize social connections within the community.
Overall, the summary results indicate that parental engagement at the relocation site is generally high, with role modeling as the strongest dimension and social capital as the relatively weakest, highlighting areas that could be further strengthened to enhance overall parental engagement.
Assessment of Family Resource Management.
Top of Form Table 2 presents the summary results of family resource management in terms of its two dimensions: resource use and sustainable development. Overall, family resource management was assessed as Very Good, with a composite mean of 4.34 and a standard deviation of 0.70, indicating that families generally practice effective management of their human, economic, and environmental resources with low variability in responses.
Table 2
Summary Result of Family Resource Management
	Dimension
	Mean
	SD
	Description

	Resource Use
	4.34
	0.69
	Very Good

	Sustainable Development
	4.35
	0.71
	Very Good

	Overall
	4.34
	0.70
	Very Good


Legend: 4.20-5.00 (Very Good); 3.40-4.19 (Good); 2.60-3.39 (Moderate); 1.80-2.59 (Poor); 1.00-1.79 (Very Poor)
Between the two dimensions, sustainable development had a slightly higher mean of 4.35 and a standard deviation of 0.71, interpreted as Very Good with moderate variability, suggesting that families consistently practice sustainability-oriented behaviors, though the extent of these practices varies across households. Resource use was very good, with a mean of 4.34 and a standard deviation of 0.69, indicating a high and more consistent level of effective resource utilization among respondents.
Overall, the summary results indicate that both dimensions of family resource management are strongly manifested in the community, with resource use showing greater consistency and sustainable development reflecting slightly more variation, highlighting areas that may benefit from continued support and reinforcement. The integration of Family Resource Management Theory and Sustainable Development principles underscores the role of families as key agents of responsible resource use and community resilience. As Israel and Briones (2019) noted, families that effectively manage their resources not only achieve household stability but also contribute to the broader goals of sustainable and inclusive community development.

Assessment of  Top of FormBottom of FormCommunity Development.
 Table 3 presents the summary results of community development across five dimensions: social cohesion, economic empowerment, education and skills development, infrastructure and resources, and community engagement and participation. Overall, community development was assessed as Very Good, with a composite mean of 4.40 and a standard deviation of 0.68, indicating strong manifestation and low variability in respondents’ assessments.Top of FormBottom of Form
Table 3
Summary Result of Community Development 
	Dimension
	Mean
	SD
	Description

	Social Cohesion
	4.38
	0.67
	Very Good

	Economic Empowerment
	4.31
	0.77
	Very Good

	Education and Skills Development
	4.40
	0.62
	Very Good

	Infrastructure and Resources
	4.40
	0.69
	Very Good

	Community Engagement and Participation
	4.53
	0.64
	Very Good

	Overall
	4.40
	0.68
	Very Good


Legend: 4.20-5.00 (Very Good); 3.40-4.19 (Good); 2.60-3.39 (Moderate); 1.80-2.59 (Poor); 1.00-1.79 (Very Poor)
Among the dimensions, community engagement and participation had the highest mean of 4.53, with a standard deviation of 0.64, indicating Very Good and low variability, suggesting a consistently high level of resident involvement in community activities and decision-making processes. This was followed by education and skills development and infrastructure and resources, both of which yielded a mean of 4.40 with standard deviations of 0.62 and 0.69, respectively. These results indicate Very Good levels with low variability, reflecting consistent access to educational opportunities and adequate infrastructure within the community.
On the other hand, the lowest mean was recorded for economic empowerment, with a mean of 4.31 and a standard deviation of 0.77. Although still interpreted as Very Good, the standard deviation indicates moderate variability, suggesting differences in respondents’ experiences regarding economic opportunities and access to financial resources. Overall, the summary results indicate that community development is a strong and stable condition in the relocation site, with particularly high and consistent resident engagement and relatively greater variation in economic-related aspects.
Significant difference in family resource management when grouped according to parents’ profile. 
This section presents the inferential analysis conducted to determine whether significant differences exist in the level of family resource management when respondents are grouped according to their profile variables, namely age, sex, number of children, and average family monthly income. Appropriate non-parametric tests were employed after a careful check on normality assumptions.




Table 4
Test of significant difference in family resource management when grouped based on profile
	Profile
	Category
	Mean Rank
	Test Statistic
	p-value
	Decision
	Interpretation

	Age
	26 – 39 years old
40 – 49 years old
50 – 59 years old
60 – 69 years old
 70 years old
	55.96

51.45

55.02

42.73

30.50
	7.653
	0.105
	Do not Reject H01
	Not Significant

	Sex
	Male
Female
	50.35
50.60
	-0.047
	0.963
	Do not Reject H01
	Not Significant

	No. of Children
	1 – 2 
3 – 4 
5 – 6 
 7
	56.86
52.91
49.37
28.00
	10.342
	0.016
	Reject H01
	Significant

	Average Family Monthly Income
	< 5,000
5,000 – 14,999
15,000
	51.32
52.59
30.50
	3.832
	0.147
	Do not Reject H01
	Not Significant



In Table 4, the Kruskal-Wallis test shows that age and average family monthly income yield p-values of 0.105 and 0.147, respectively. Also, the Mann-Whitney test shows that sex yields a p-value of 0.963. These p-values are greater than 0.05 level of significance leading to the decision to not reject the null hypothesis. Thus, there is no significant difference in family resource management when the respondents are grouped based on age, sex, and average family monthly income. These findings imply that family resource management is generally consistent across parents’ age, sex, and income groups. 

However, the Kruskal-Wallis test shows that the number of children yields a p-value of 0.016, which is less than the 0.05 level of significance, leading to the decision to reject the null hypothesis. Thus, there is a significant difference in family resource management when the respondents are grouped based on number of children. This result suggests that family resource management varies significantly by family size, with differences in how resources are managed across households with different numbers of children.






Table 5
Post Hoc Test on the significant difference of family resource management based on the number of children
	Paired Categories
	Test Statistic
	Std. Error
	Std. Test Statistic
	p-value
(Adjusted)
	Interpretation

	1-2 and 3-4
	3.957
	6.446
	0.614
	1.000
	Not Significant

	1-2 and 5-6
	7.493
	7.257
	1.032
	1.000
	Not Significant

	1-2 and  7
	28.862
	9.203
	3.136
	0.010
	Significant

	3-4 and 5-6
	3.536
	6.901
	0.512
	1.000
	Not Significant

	3-4 and  7
	24.905
	8.926
	2.790
	0.032
	Significant

	5-6 and  7
	21.370
	9.528
	2.243
	0.149
	Not Significant



A post hoc test is presented in Table 5 to determine which categories of the number of children differ significantly from one another. The findings show significant differences in comparisons involving households with 7 or more children (≥ 7). Specifically, a significant difference exists between families with 1–2 children and those with seven or more children, as indicated by an adjusted p-value of 0.010. Likewise, a significant difference is found between families with 3–4 children and those with seven or more children, with an adjusted p-value of 0.032. These results indicate that family resource management differs markedly when household size reaches seven or more children, compared to smaller family sizes.Top of Form
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Significant difference in community development when grouped according to parents’ profile. 
Table 6
Test of significant difference in community development when grouped based on profile
	Profile
	Category
	Mean Rank
	Test Statistic
	p-value
	Decision
	Interpretation

	Age
	26 – 39 years old
40 – 49 years old
50 – 59 years old
60 – 69 years old
 70 years old
	56.78

46.85

54.67

38.92

54.31
	5.673
	0.225
	Do not Reject H02
	Not Significant

	Sex
	Male
Female
	46.05
53.59
	-1.471
	0.141
	Do not Reject H02
	Not Significant

	No. of Children
	1 – 2 
3 – 4 
5 – 6 
 7
	53.34
50.93
47.20
48.45
	0.847
	0.838
	Do not Reject H02
	Not Significant

	Average Family Monthly Income
	< 5,000
5,000 – 14,999
15,000
	51.48
52.01
32.08
	3.414
	0.181
	Do not Reject H02
	Not Significant


This section presents the inferential analysis conducted to determine whether significant differences exist in the level of community development when respondents are grouped according to their profile variables, namely age, sex, number of children, and average family monthly income. Appropriate non-parametric tests were employed after a careful check on normality assumptions.
In Table 6, the Kruskal-Wallis test shows that age, number of children, and average family monthly income yield p-values of 0.225, 0.838, and 0.181, respectively, while the Mann–Whitney test shows that sex yields a p-value of 0.141. All p-values are greater than the 0.05 level of significance, leading to the decision not to reject the null hypothesis for all profile variables. Thus, there is no significant difference in community development levels across age, sex, number of children, and average monthly family income. These findings indicate that perceptions of community development are generally consistent across different demographic groups of parents in the relocation site.

Parental engagement significantly influences community development. 
This section presents the results of simple and multiple regression analyses conducted to determine whether parental engagement significantly influences community development. The analyses examine the influence of parental engagement as an overall construct and the influence of its dimensions, such as social capital, community involvement, and role modeling, on community development. The findings provide empirical evidence on the significance of parental engagement for community development, based on regression models.

Table 7
Model 1 Test on the Significant Influence of Parental Engagement on Community Development
	Predictor
	Unstandardized Coefficients (B)
	Standardized Coefficients ()
	t-value
	p-value
	Decision 
	Interpretation

	(Constant)
	2.649
	-----
	10.663
	0.0001
	----
	-----

	Parental Engagement
	0.428
	0.583
	7.101
	0.0001
	Reject H03
	Significant

	Model Summary:
; Adjusted ; F-value ; p-value ; Interpretation = Significant



Table 7 presents the results of the regression analysis examining whether parental engagement significantly influences community development. Based on the model summary, the regression model is statistically significant, as indicated by an F-value of 50.426 with a p-value of 0.0001. The model explains 34.0% of the variance in community development, while the adjusted R² of 0.333 indicates that parental engagement provides a substantial and reliable explanatory contribution to community development. 
With respect to the predictor, parental engagement shows a statistically significant influence on community development. The unstandardized coefficient of 0.428 indicates that an increase of one unit in parental engagement corresponds to an increase of 0.428 units in community development, holding other factors constant. The standardized coefficient of 0.583 reflects a strong positive influence, and the associated t-value of 7.101 with a p-value of 0.0001 leads to the decision to reject the null hypothesis, confirming that parental engagement significantly influences community development. 
Based on the regression results, the regression equation model is expressed as:

where Y is the community development, X is the parental engagement, and  is the error term. The constant (2.649) represents the expected level of community development when parental engagement is equal to zero. This value serves as the baseline level of community development that is not explained by parental engagement and reflects the contribution of other unmeasured factors captured by the error term. The regression coefficient for parental engagement (0.428) indicates that for every one-unit increase in parental engagement, community development is expected to increase by 0.428 units, assuming other factors remain constant. The positive value of this coefficient shows a direct relationship between parental engagement and community development, meaning higher levels of parental engagement are associated with higher levels of community development. The error term (ε) accounts for the influence of other variables not included in the model that may affect community development, such as contextual, institutional, or environmental factors. This term acknowledges that while parental engagement significantly contributes to community development, it does not fully explain all variations in the outcome variable.
Table 8 presents the results of the multiple regression analysis examining whether the dimensions of parental engagement significantly influence community development. Based on the model summary, the regression model is statistically significant, as indicated by an F-value of 16.878 with a p-value of 0.0001. The model explains 34.5% of the variance in community development, while the adjusted R² of 0.325 suggests that the combined dimensions of parental engagement provide a meaningful explanatory contribution to community development. 
Table 8
Model 2 Test on the Significant Influence of the Dimensions of Parental Engagement on Community Development
	Predictors
	Unstandardized Coefficients (B)
	Standardized Coefficients ()
	t-value
	p-value
	Interpretation

	(Constant)
	2.699
	-----
	10.504
	0.0001
	-----

	Social Capital
	0.121
	0.179
	1.815
	0.073
	Not Significant

	Community Involvement
	0.193
	0.356
	3.270
	0.001
	Significant

	Role Modeling
	0.101
	0.162
	1.506
	0.135
	Not Significant



With respect to the individual predictors, only community involvement shows a statistically significant influence on community development. Community involvement obtained an unstandardized coefficient of 0.193, a standardized coefficient of 0.356, a t-value of 3.270, and a p-value of 0.001, leading to the conclusion that it significantly influences community development. This indicates that higher levels of parental community involvement are associated with higher levels of community development, holding other dimensions constant. In contrast, social capital (p = 0.073) and role modeling (p = 0.135) do not show significant influence, as their p-values exceed the 0.05 level of significance. Thus, their individual contributions to community development are not statistically significant within the context of the model.
Based on the regression results, the regression equation model is expressed as:
Y = 2.699 + 0.121X₁ + 0.193X₂ + 0.101X₃ + ε
where Y represents community development, X₁ represents social capital, X₂ represents community involvement, X₃ represents role modeling, and ε is the error term. The constant 2.699 represents the expected level of community development when all dimensions of parental engagement are held at zero. The coefficient for community involvement (0.193) indicates that a one-unit increase in community involvement leads to a 0.193-unit increase in community development, holding other dimensions constant. Although social capital and role modeling have positive coefficients, their effects are not statistically significant. Overall, the results indicate that among the dimensions of parental engagement, community involvement emerges as the significant dimension influencing community development.

Family resource management significantly influences community development.
 This section presents the simple and multiple regression analyses conducted to determine whether family resource management significantly influences community development. The analyses examine the influence of family resource management as an overall construct and the influence of its dimensions, such as resource use and sustainable development, on community development. The results provide empirical evidence on the significance and explanatory contribution of family resource management to community development based on the regression models.
Table 9
Model 1 Test on the Significant Influence of Family Resource Management on Community Development
	Predictor
	Unstandardized Coefficients (B)
	Standardized Coefficients ()
	t-value
	p-value
	Decision 
	Interpretation

	(Constant)
	0.642
	-----
	2.112
	0.037
	----
	-----

	Family Resource Management
	0.866
	0.781
	12.395
	0.0001
	Reject H04
	Signi-ficant

	Model Summary:
; Adjusted ; F-value ; p-value ; Interpretation = Significant



Table 9 presents the results of the regression analysis examining whether family resource management significantly influences community development. Based on the model summary, the regression model is statistically significant, as indicated by an F-value of 153.641 with a p-value of 0.0001. The model explains 61.1% of the variance in community development, while the adjusted R² of 0.607 indicates a strong and stable explanatory power of family resource management in relation to community development.
With respect to the predictor, family resource management shows a statistically significant influence on community development. The unstandardized coefficient of 0.866 indicates that a one-unit increase in family resource management results in an increase of 0.866 units in community development, holding other factors constant. The standardized coefficient of 0.781 reflects a strong positive influence, and the associated t-value of 12.395 with a p-value of 0.0001 leads to the decision to reject the null hypothesis, confirming that family resource management significantly influences community development.
Based on the regression results, the regression equation model is expressed as:
Y = 0.642 + 0.866X + ε
where Y represents community development, X represents family resource management, and ε is the error term. The constant 0.642 represents the expected level of community development when family resource management is equal to zero. Overall, the results indicate that family resource management is a strong and significant predictor of community development, with higher levels of effective resource management associated with substantially higher levels of community development.
Table 10 presents the results of the multiple regression analysis examining whether the dimensions of family resource management significantly influence community development. Based on the model summary, the regression model is statistically significant, as indicated by an F-value of 76.042 with a p-value of 0.0001. The model explains 61.1% of the variance in community development, while the adjusted R² of 0.603 confirms that the combined dimensions of family resource management provide a strong and stable explanatory contribution to community development.
Table 10
Model 2 Test on the Significant Influence of the Dimensions of Family Resource Management on Community Development
	Predictors
	Unstandardized Coefficients (B)
	Standardized Coefficients ()
	t-value
	p-value
	Interpretation

	(Constant)
	0.642
	-----
	2.101
	0.038
	-----

	Resource Use
	0.438
	0.443
	5.623
	0.0001
	Significant

	Sustainable Development
	0.429
	0.433
	5.494
	0.0001
	Significant



With respect to the individual predictors, both dimensions show statistically significant influences on community development. Resource use obtained an unstandardized coefficient of 0.438, a standardized coefficient of 0.443, a t-value of 5.623, and a p-value of 0.0001, indicating that effective utilization of family resources significantly contributes to higher levels of community development. Similarly, sustainable development yielded an unstandardized coefficient of 0.429, a standardized coefficient of 0.433, a t-value of 5.494, and a p-value of 0.0001, confirming that sustainability-oriented family practices also significantly influence community development. Both predictors exhibit comparable standardized coefficients, suggesting that resource use and sustainable development contribute almost equally to the model.

Family resource management best predicts community development. 

This section presents the multiple regression analysis conducted to determine which of parental engagement and family resource management best predicts community development. Both predictors were entered simultaneously into the regression model to compare their relative contributions and identify the stronger predictor using standardized coefficients and statistical significance. The results provide empirical evidence on the relative predictive power of parental engagement and family resource management in explaining variations in community development.
Table 11 shows the results of the multiple regression analysis conducted to determine which between parental engagement and family resource management best predicts community development. Based on the model summary, the regression model is statistically significant, as indicated by an F-value of 84.236 with a p-value of 0.0001. The model explains 63.5% of the variance in community development, and the adjusted R² of 0.627 indicates strong, stable explanatory power of the combined predictors.

Table 11
Model Test on the Significant Influence of Parental Engagement and Family Resource Management on Community Development
	Predictors
	Unstandardized Coefficients (B)
	Standardized Coefficients ()
	t-value
	p-value
	Decision 
	Interpretation

	(Constant)
	0.605
	-----
	2.041
	0.044
	-----
	-----

	Parental Engagement
	0.140
	0.191
	2.527
	0.013
	Reject H05
	Significant

	Family Resource Management
	0.742
	0.670
	8.848
	0.0001
	Reject H05
	Significant

	Model Summary:
; Adjusted ; F-value ; p-value ; Interpretation = Significant



With respect to the individual predictors, both parental engagement and family resource management show statistically significant influences on community development. Parental engagement obtained an unstandardized coefficient of 0.140, a standardized coefficient of 0.191, a t-value of 2.527, and a p-value of 0.013, leading to the rejection of the null hypothesis and indicating that parental engagement significantly predicts community development. Family resource management, however, yielded a substantially higher unstandardized coefficient of 0.742, a standardized coefficient of 0.670, a t-value of 8.848, and a p-value of 0.0001, confirming a stronger and highly significant predictive effect on community development. Hence, family resource management is the independent variable that best predicts community development, as evidenced by its higher standardized coefficient compared to parental engagement.
Based on the regression results combining the two independent variables, the regression equation model is expressed as:
Y = 0.605 + 0.140X₁ + 0.742X₂ + ε
where Y represents community development, X₁ represents parental engagement, X₂ represents family resource management, and ε is the error term. The constant 0.605 represents the expected level of community development when both predictors are held at zero. The coefficients indicate that a one-unit increase in parental engagement and family resource management corresponds to increases of 0.140 and 0.742 units, respectively, in community development, holding other factors constant. Overall, the results indicate that both variables significantly predict community development, with family resource management emerging as the stronger predictor, as evidenced by its higher standardized coefficient.
Challenges encountered by the respondents when performing community development in the relocation site: 
1. Challenges of Parents. Respondents shared that their primary challenge in performing community development activities stemmed from limited time, financial constraints, and competing household responsibilities. Many mothers, especially those who serve as primary caregivers, could only participate part-time in community programs due to childcare and domestic duties. Despite these limitations, they expressed a strong sense of commitment and bayanihan spirit, often volunteering during weekends or after household chores. Their experiences revealed that while motivation and willingness were high, insufficient source of income within the relocation site hindered consistent participation and project continuity.
2. Challenges of Local Officials. Local officials identified coordination and resource mobilization as major challenges. They noted that while residents were cooperative, sustaining engagement required continuous communication, logistical support, and incentives. Officials also faced difficulties in aligning community initiatives with broader municipal development plans due to limited funding and overlapping responsibilities. Nonetheless, they recognized the relocation site’s potential for growth, emphasizing that active parental involvement and family discipline contributed to better compliance, peace, and order -factors essential for effective community development.
3. Challenges of Sponsor Company representatives. Representatives from the sponsor company highlighted challenges related to project sustainability and community ownership. They observed that some residents initially viewed programs as short-term aid rather than long-term partnerships, which affected participation and accountability. Logistical issues, such as transportation and communication gaps, also delayed project implementation. However, they acknowledged positive experiences working with organized parent groups, particularly the Women’s Association, whose consistent participation and leadership helped bridge external support with local needs. Their experiences underscored that empowering families through infrastructure and resources enhances both individual resilience and collective community development.Top of Form
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Sustainable Community Development Plan that could be implemented in the relocation site of Brgy. Libertad, Kauswagan, Lanao del Norte. 
A sustainable community development plan for the relocation site should focus on strengthening family resource management as the foundation for long-term growth. Given that effective resource use and sustainability-oriented practices significantly influence community development, programs should prioritize financial literacy, livelihood enhancement, and resource optimization. This can include training on budgeting, savings mobilization, and small-scale entrepreneurship, enabling families to increase income stability and build financial resilience. Establishing community-based savings groups or cooperatives can further help families pool resources, access microloans, and invest in productive ventures that benefit both households and the wider community.
Further, the plan must integrate sustainability and environmental stewardship into all community activities. Promoting eco-friendly practices such as recycling, organic gardening, and renewable energy use can reduce environmental impact while improving food security and household savings. Partnerships with local government units and organizations can support infrastructure improvements, livelihood programs, and environmental initiatives that align with sustainable development goals. Through these integrated efforts, anchored on strong family resource management, active participation, and sustainable practices, the relocation site can achieve inclusive, resilient, and self-sustaining community development.

CONCLUSION
The study concludes that parental engagement and family resource management play vital roles in shaping the level of community development in the relocation site of Libertad, Kauswagan, Lanao del Norte. Families in the community demonstrate strong management of their available resources, responsible budgeting, and sustainability-oriented practices that contribute to household stability and collective well-being. Despite limited savings and constrained capacity to meet future needs, their resourcefulness and adaptability reflect a high level of resilience that supports the broader goals of sustainable community development.

Results further reveal that family resource management varies significantly with family size, indicating that family size influences how effectively resources are allocated and utilized. Larger families face greater financial demands, which may limit their ability to save and plan for long-term needs. Meanwhile, findings on community development show no significant differences across groups based on parents’ demographic profiles, suggesting that shared experiences and collective participation foster a uniform sense of community involvement and cooperation among residents.

The study also establishes that parental engagement significantly influences community development, with community involvement emerging as the most significant dimension. While social capital and role modeling contribute positively, their effects are not statistically significant. This highlights that parents’ direct participation in community activities, events, and decision-making processes is the most crucial factor in driving community growth, cohesion, and sustainability. Active parental involvement strengthens social ties, enhances cooperation, and promotes a culture of shared responsibility within the relocation site.

Finally, the findings confirm that both parental engagement and family resource management significantly influence community development, with family resource management emerging as the stronger predictor. Efficient resource use and sustainability-oriented household practices have a more substantial impact on community progress than engagement alone. This underscores the importance of empowering families through financial literacy, livelihood and technology support, and sustainable practices to ensure long-term stability and growth. Overall, the study affirms that strong family systems, guided by responsible resource management and active community participation, are the cornerstone of sustainable community development.Top of Form
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