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ABSTRACT

Between the years 2010 and 2013, the Nigerian Government established a transforming structure called the
Community and Social Development Project (CSDP). This research explores the influences of that project
on livelihoods of beneficiaries located in Danko/Wasagu Local Government Area (LGA) of Kebbi State,
Nigeria. Multi stage sampling techniques was used for the study. In the first stage, Four (4) of the twenty-
four (24) communities in Danko/Wasagu were purposely selected because they fully implemented their
Community Development Plan (CDP). In the second stage, Two hundred beneficiaries (50 for each of the
four communities) were randomly selected as a random sample for the study based on their membership of
community development association and their primary occupation is farming. Descriptive statistics and
Paired Sample t-test were tools used to look for perceived influences between project delivery and post
project availability of livelihood resources. The study provided livelihood information and perceptions from
beneficiaries of the CSDP through data collected before and after the project. The results inferred significant
improvement in access to resources particularly in health and transport amongst all communities. Improved
access to water however, was only significant in two communities. The study recommend that following the
closure of the CSDP, that continued development and maintenance of infrastructures provided by the project
was transferred to Danko/Wasagu local government authority.
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INTRODUCTION

Rural Development (RD) is among the international policies geared towards reducing poverty in the rural
areas (Anyede, 2015). It mainly focused on improving human and natural resources, deprivation of the rural
dwellers and raising their livelihood (Anyebe, 2015). Ugwuanyi, (2013) views Rural Development as a
multidimensional concept that depicts various level of deprivation. According to Emma (2009) Rural
Development is concerned with the way rural masses utilizes the opportunity available to them and how
they cope with changes in their lives and environment. Okoye et al., (2012) posits that, rural people shall not
only be provided with social amenities, but they should be responsible for developing themselves and their
environment. Olayiwole and Adeleye (2005), classified infrastructural development in rural areas into three
and these include: 1. Social infrastructure which include healthcare, education, community centres, and
security services
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2. Institutional infrastructure concerned primarily with micro-finance houses and agricultural research
institutions for the promotion of agricultural related and economic activities in the rural area and
3. Infrastructure related to electricity, good roads and clean water.

Millions of rural people in Nigeria are suffering from poverty in spite of series of rural development
Programmes embarked by the Federal Government (Akpan, 2012, Raheem & Oyinlola, 2015). This is
because of the neglect of development in the rural areas (Nilsson et al., 2014). Rural development
programmes focused mainly on increase food production, management and utilization of water resources of
the river basins, income generation as well as well-being of the rural people (Emmanuel, 2015). These
programmes were also expected to boost the financial base of the rural farming community and encourage
productivity at the local level (Raheem & lyanda, 2014). In addition, members of the rural communities
benefited from loans due to the Programmes and rural access roads to connect rural communities, rural to
urban centers and farmers to the markets were also provided (Ekpo & Olaniyi, 1995). Furthermore, Rural
Programmes have helped in the formation of a Community Bank to provide loan facilities to the rural
dwellers (Akpan, 2012). Although, some benefits such as rural feeder roads, potable water and health care
centre were witnessed at the beginning of these rural development Programmes (Ogwumike, 1997).

Community and Social Development Projects (CSDP) is an approach aimed at bringing social and economic
development in the rural areas of Nigeria (Hussain, 2002). The perception was that poor rural communities
should occupy a central position to improve their livelihoods (Matthew & Olatunji, 2016). The intention
was that providing rural infrastructure would enhance rural economic activities and employment
opportunities, thereby reducing rural poverty (Reardon, 2001; Ayogu, 2007).

Statement of the Research Problem

Danko/Wasagu is worst hit by poverty despite the available natural and human resources in the area. The
communities remain largely under-served in terms of social and economic activities such as poor access
roads, poor health facilities, high unemployment and inadequacy of other social facilities (Emmanuel,
2015). A lot of these poor people often migrate to urban areas in search of perceived employment
opportunities for survival. This social and economic vulnerability experienced by people is exacerbated
because of irregular income, declining agricultural output and rapidly changing climatic conditions.
Between the years 2010 and 2013, the Nigerian Government established a transforming structure called the
Community and Social Development Project (CSDP).Community and Social Development Projects (CSDP)
is an approach aimed at reducing poverty in the rural areas of Nigeria (Hussain, 2002). The project helps
poor rural communities to improve their livelihoods through provision of rural infrastructure, enhences rural
economic activities as well as employment opportunities (Matthew & Olatunji, 2016). In CSDP, a demand
driven approach and participatory mode of service delivery was used to try and include communities.
Communities therefore were not only involved in the planning and decision about poverty reduction
programme but in funding such projects. The CSDP focused mainly on community development plans
(CDPs). These were projects introduced by communities. The CDPs that were eligible for assistance were
projects that could improve social welfare in the communities, boost environmental management and allow
access to social and natural resources infrastructure by the poor. Therefore, this study evaluated the impact
of Community and Social Development Project on livelihood of the beneficiaries in Danko/Wasagu LGA of
Kebbi State.

The specific objectives are:

1. to describe the background information of the respondents
2. to determine the influence of CSDP on livelihood of the beneficiaries communities before and after
the intervention.
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METHODOLOGY

Study Area

Danko-Wasagu LGA is one of the twenty-one (21) Local Governments of Kebbi State which can be found
between latitude 110 22° N and longitude 50 47° E of the equator (NPC, 2015). Eight settlements/districts
are found in the Local Government namely; Donko, Kandu, Kuba, Ribah, Kanya, Wasagu, Bena and Morai
(Figure 2.1), and Twenty Four (24) communities; Maga community is located in Donko settlement; Roman
community is found in Kandu settlement; Korgiya and ‘Yar Maitaba communities are located in Kuba
settlement; G/Makofa, Bankami, Seva and Shengel communities are located in Ribah settlement; Kanya and
Rambo Diche communities are in Kanya settlement; Sauzama community is located in Wasagu settlement;
Bena settlement consist of Unguwar Magaba, Unguwar Kolo, Unguwar Dansanda and D’tan communities
and Dseme, Kandamao, Kanya, K’Daban Galadima, Samaru and Dutsin Kwana communities are located in
Morai settlement.
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Figure 2.1 Map of Danko/Wasagu Local Government Area Showing the Study Area (National Population
Commission, 2015).

The people of the area mostly engaged in agriculture which has not been fully exploited (NPC, 2015).
Sampling of Communities and Beneficiaries for the Study

This investigation targeted four communities identified as Dseme, Kanya, Maga and Shengel communities
in Danko/Wasagu LGA. These communities were selected purposively because they fully implemented their
Community Development Plan (CDP). In each of the communities selected; Fifty (50) respondents were
purposely selected to participate in the study because they are active in community development association
(CDA) also involved in various economic activities such as farming, fishing, livestock keeping and small-
scale businesses.

Data collection
Survey questionnaire was used to collect data in the communities of Danko/Wasagu LGA. the questionnaire

was used to cover all aspects of livelihood at the household level. The questionnaire collected data on age,
gender, level of education, occupation, household size and household dependence on relatives living
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elsewhere as well as data on infrastructural delivery such as education, transport, water and health.
Data analysis

Descriptive statistics was used to present data obtained from the field in the form of simple frequency,
percentages as well as tables. While the Paired Sample t-test statistical techniques was used to analysed the
influence of CSDP before and after the intervention programmes.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Demographic Characteristics of Respondents

Demographic characteristic of respondents presents data on age, gender, educational level, occupation,
household size and respondents dependence on relatives living elsewhere.

Age of Respondents

The result indicated that majority of the respondents are in their productive age in all the communities
(Table 3.1), except those in Maga community with only 20% (21 — 40) of the 57 youth. The second group
who are mostly in the middle age (41-59) accounted the highest percentage of the respondents in Maga,
while the last group who were termed to be old were between 2 — 6 percent of the respondents. The age
distribution of members of a household is an important factor in livelihood activities. Therefore, in this
sample respondents are expected to contribute positively to livelihood strategies in the study area (Gordon
and Craig, 2001, Fabusoro et al. 2010).

Table 3.1: Age of the Respondents

Dseme |Kanya |Maga [Shengel
Freq.[% |Freq.|% |Freq.|% [Freq.|%
21 — 40 years. 47 194 |41 |82 |10 (20 |42 (84
41 — 59 years. 3 |6 |7 (14|37 |74|6 |12
60 yearsand above|- |- [2 |4 (3 |6 |2 |4
Total 50 (10050 (100[50 |[100|50 |100

Communities

Age of the respondents

Source: Field Survey, 2022
Gender of Respondents

As shown in the Table 3.2, the gender of the respondents revealed that majority were males. This may due
the special preference given to males against women in Northern Nigeria especially when making decision
in a household (Shahbaz, 2008, Galadima, 2014). Therefore, most of the livelihood activities are dominated
by males (Salawu et al., 2016; Okere & Shittu, 2012).

Table 3.2: Gender of the respondents

Dseme |Kanya [Maga [Shengel
Freq.[% |Freq.[% |Freq./% |[Freq.[%
Male |28 |56 [31 |62 [30 |60 (32 (64
Gender|Female[22 |44 (19 (38 [20 (40 |18 |36
Total [50 (10050 (100550 |100/50 |100

Source: Field Survey, 2022
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Educational Level of the Respondents

Table 3.3 revealed the educational level of the respondents which indicated that in all the communities
almost half of the respondents (48 — 50%) only attended primary school. The results obtained shows that
about 40% of the respondents has gone through junior and senior secondary school. While about 30% of the
respondents have not undergone any form of western education. Therefore, majority of the respondents are
deprive of an opportunity to acquire higher education. This may be due to cost of school fees required
before the enrollment of pupils into school. Education is one of the important assets that would provide
opportunity for rural household to pertake in agriculture, skilled jobs and small scale business activities
(Madhuri et al., 2014).

Table 3.3 Educational level of the respondents

.. Dseme |Kanya |Maga Shengel
Communities y g g

Freq.|% |Freq.|% |Freq.|% |Freq.(%
Primary school 25 |50 |24 |48 (24 |48 |25 [50
Junior secondary school |15 |30 (12 |24 (14 (28 |13 (26
Level of education |Senior secondary school |- - |-

Post-secondary school - - - -1+ - - I
Have never gone to school |10 |20 |14 |28 |7 14 |9 18
Total 50 (100(50 [100(50 |100{50 |100

Source: Field Survey, 2022
Occupation of the Respondents
Results of the occupation of respondents were distributed into various groups as shown in table 3.4:

Table 3.4 Occupation of the respondents

Communities Dseme |[Kanya |Maga [Shengel
Freq.|% |Freq.|% [Freq.|% |Freq.|%
Farming 29 (58 |24 |48 |26 |52 |28 |56
Fishing 8 16 |6 12 |6 12 |8 16
~|Trading 4 8 |5 10 |5 10 |5 10
Oceupation b icans 3 7 46 2]z |10
Performing artisans |2 3 6 |4 8 |2 4
Others 4 5 10 (3 6 |2 4
Total 50 |100/50 |100(50 |100/50 |100

Source: Field Survey, 2022

Farming was the major occupation in all the communities. In addition to farming, fishing was the second
major occupation in the communities (Table 3.4). Wage-labour such as tailoring, blacksmiths, local dying of
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cloth and bicycles repair are usually practiced by young men from low income households. Trading is also
an important occupation practiced in Danko/Wasagu. The sample reflected that 9.5% of the respondents are
involved in trade. Apart from trading, members also earn money through weaving, knitting, local traditional
performance and acrobats. Handcraft and tools making (blacksmiths) are also an important source of income
for some households. However, Danko/Wasagu has witnessed a number of salaried jobs amounting to 7.0%
of the individuals.

Household Size of the Respondents

Households with large family size are more likely to be more supportive and adaptive than household with
smaller family sizes (Thathsarania & Gunaratne, 2017). Household sizes of 6-10 and 1-5 family members
were the most frequent in the study area (Table 3.5).

Table 3.5 Household size of the respondents

Dseme |Kanya |Maga |Shengel

Communities

Freq.|% |Freq.|% |Freq.|% |Freq.|%
1 — 5 persons. 9 18 |12 (24 |13 (26 |10 (20
Households size 6 — 10 persons. 39 (78 [35 |70 |37 (74 [37 |74
10 personsand abovel2 |4 |3 |6 [0 [0 |3 |6
Total 50 |100|50 |100(50 (100{50 |100

Source: Field Survey, 2022
Household Dependence on Relatives Living Elsewhere

The Majority of the families’ in the study area were moderately relying on help from relatives for their
livelihood (Table 3.6). The reason for this massive dependence is largely due to lower educational level, as
reflected by the respondents in almost all the communities and poor source of income. The results further
show that, Maga community is the least dependent in terms of support from family members.

Table 3.6 Household dependence on relatives living elsewhere

Communities Dseme Kanya Maga Shengel
Freq. (% |Freq. |% [Freq. (% |Freq. |%
Not at all 10 20 |5 10 |22 44 |14 28
Family support from other Moderately 28 56 |29 58 |21 42 |26 52
members living elsewhere Highly 12 24 |16 32 |7 14 |10 20
Total 50 100 |50 100 |50 100 |50 100

Source: Field Survey, 2022
Impact of Community and Social Development Project (CSDP) in the Communities
Influence of the CSDP in promoting and increasing access to education

People that acquired knowledge had the relative opportunity for skilled jobs and small-scale business
activities (IFAD, 2012). All the communities perceived an increased enrollment of pupils in schools during
the period of Community and Social Development Project (CSDP) (Table 3.7). This may be due reduced
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cost of school fees, recruitment of teachers and books provided by the CSDP. The results showed that,
Shengel community had the highest enrolment. This was followed by Kanya, Dseme and Maga
communities.

Table 3.7 Influences of the project on school enrolment

Dseme |Kanya |Maga |[Shengel
Freq.|% |Freq.|% |Freq.|% |Freq.[%
Yes |33 |66 |35 (70 (34 |68 |37 |74
CSDP influence on the enrolment of pupils in schools|No |17 (34 (15 |30 [16 |32 |13 |26
Total |50 |100[50 |100(50 [100/50 (100

Communities

Source: Field Survey, 2020
Influence of CSDP in promoting access to resources and services on water

Paired t-test analysis (Table 3.8) identifies whether the sources of water provided by the project had a
significant effect on communities. The result shows that, the average value of water sources was significant
at 10% in Maga (p = 0.054) and Shengel (p = 0.090) indicating that, these communities witnessed an
increased availability of water post CSDP. However, Dseme and Kanya did not report a significant
improvement in access to water services. Therefore, the intervention of CSDP has contributed to an
increase in water sources like hand pumps/boreholes particularly in Maga and Shengel during the
intervention. This might be attributed to additional hand pumps/boreholes available, location and distance
the respondents were from the water sources at the time of intervention. Access to clean water in form of
boreholes had reduced livelihood vulnerability, because it was found to reduce the problems associated with
waterborne diseases in Danko/Wasagu. The implication of non-availability of water makes households
arrange for water on their own, adding further burden to domestic expenditure and effort.

Table 3.8 Paired sample t-test results for the sources of water before and after CSDP

Communities |[Time Frame Mean(std [df|t-crit|t-stat |P-value two-tail

Water sources Before CSDP|2.88 |1.891
Dseme Water sources After CSDP_[3.06 |L.609] |- 67 7|0-2966(0-554

Water sources Before CSDP |3.00 |1.629
Kanya Water sources After CSDP_[3.16 |L.621] |- 677|0-2466(0-588

Water sources Before CSDP|3.08 |1.576
*kk
Maga Water sources After CSDP_[3.64 |L.a67 | -677|1:978 (0.054

Water sources Before CSDP |2.88 [1.662
*kk
Shengel Water sources After CSDP [3.46 |1.35g |6/ 7|1: 73 (0-090

*** Significant at 10%, std = standard deviation, df= degree of freedom, t-crit= critical value
Influence of CSDP in promoting access to resources and services on transport

Paired t-test analysis (Table 3.9) identifies the effect of transport system post CSDP intervention. The result
shows that, the average sources of transport were significant at 5% across the communities, representing an
improvement in transport system in the communities during the period of CSDP. The increase in the
provision of transport infrastructure may have resulted because of the availability of feeder roads, culverts
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and drainages constructed by CSDP which allowed for efficient transport in the communities.

Table 3.9 Paired sample t-test results for the sources of transport before and after CSDP

Communities |Time Frame Mean|std |df|t-crit|t stat|P-value two-tail
v e o | oo
s
e o3 oo
S o T

** Significant at 5%, std = standard deviation, df= degree of freedom, t-crit= critical value
Influence of CSDP in promoting access to resources and services on health

Paired t-test analysis (Table 3.10) identifies whether the health facilities provided post CSDP had a
significant effect on members of the communities. The result shows that comparison of perceived average
value of access to health facilities were significant at 5% in all the communities before and after CSDP. This
is a reflection of the project focus on provision of health facilities such as dispensary and health care centers.
The dispensaries offered services and treatment especially for children and women in the communities.

Table 3.10 Paired sample t-test for health support before and after CSDP intervention

Communities [Time Frame Mean|std |df|t-crit|t stat|P-value two-tail

Sources of Health Before CSDP (2.58 [1.527
**k
Dseme Sources of Health After CSDP _|3.24 |L.673+ |07 7|% 74 (0-008

Sources of Health Before CSDP (2.70 [1.199
**
Kanya Sources of Health After CSDP [3.30 |L.474] 0| -077|262 0012

Sources of Health Before CSDP(2.30 [1.111
*x
Maga Sources of Health After CSDP [3.08 |Lag9| |07 |% 7% [0-009

Sources of Health Before CSDP |2.29 11.203(49|1.677
*x
Shengel Sources of Health After CSDP 2,98 |1.491 2.1210.009

** Significant at 5%, std = standard deviation, df= degree of freedom, t-crit= critical value

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary

The Community and social development project (CSDP) invested in poverty reduction through a strategic
improvement of resources in communities of Danko/Wasagu Local Government Area (LGA). The findings
of this study showed that, there was improved access to resources provided by the education, water,
transport and health. Access to clean water in form of boreholes had reduced livelihood vulnerability,
because it was found to reduce the problems associated with waterborne diseases in Danko/Wasagu. The

Page 164
www.rsisinternational.org


https://rsisinternational.org/journals/ijriss/
https://rsisinternational.org/journals/ijriss/
http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (1JRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/1JRISS |Volume VI1II Issue 1V April 2024

5, >
¢ RSIS ~

number of people using boreholes has increased during the CSDP intervention. A very clearly expressed
perception is that the road system provided by the project has meet the transport needs of the communities
for micro-enterprise activities. The feeder roads constructed were of good quality, as the commuters’ does
not encountered difficulty with transportation of goods, especially during the rainy season. Access to health
facilities and education recorded remarkable achievement. The number of people attending health centres
for counselling and treatment had increased during the CSDP intervention. Similarly, in the education
sector, during the project there was a positive response to pupil/student enrolment and retention in the study
area.

Conclusions

The CSDP had invested resources in Danko/Wasagu in order to reduce poverty. The quality of life had been
perceived to improve because of the delivery of infrastructures such as education, transport, health and
water. In education construction of schools, provision of furniture, books and recruitment of teachers where
some of the interventions provided which resulted to increased enrollment of pupils. Feeder roads are
constructed by the project in order to make transportation easier for the commuters. Health facilities in form
of health centres and dispensaries where constructed by the project. The dispensaries are equipped with
prescription medicine especially for women and children. Boreholes were constructed by the project to
make available water for the communities. Also, CSDP demonstrated the responsiveness to support the
future development of the Danko/Wasagu LGA as evidenced in resources invested. This has resulted to
establishment of a cordial relationship amongst the study communities, local government authority and the
CSDP.

Recommendation

It was recommended following the closure of the CSDP, that continued development and maintenance of
infrastructures provided by the project was transferred to Danko/Wasagu local government authority.
Therefore, the development challenge relies on the integrity, efficiency and role played by the LGA.
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