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Abstract

This study was conducted on the impact of Community and Social Development Project (CSDP) on rural
communities in southern Taraba State, Nigeria. The specific objectives of the study were to; describe the socio-
economic characteristics of the rural dwellers, determine the impact of CSDP on rural development and identify
problems militating against CSDP project in the study area. Data were collected from 150 respondents randomly
selected using structural questionnaire and they were analyzed using frequency, percentage and T — test. The
analysis on the socio-economic characteristics shows that majorities 73.3% of the respondents were below the
age of 50years.This implies that youths were more than old people in the study area, majority 60% of the
respondents were male than female, most 53.3% of the respondents were married than single, majority 80% has
household size more than 5 persons. With this population they involved in agriculture production in order to
sustain their selves and family, majority 80% of respondents attended one form of education or the others, most
60% of the respondents occupation were farmers, most of the respondents had farm size less than 5 hectare
which means they are small scale farmers or peasant farmers and majority 73.3% of respondents earned less than
N40, 000 as their monthly income in the study area.

The result on impact of CSDP on rural development shows that Community and Social Development Project
(CSDP) had impacted positively on rural development and their living standard had improved. This also implies
that through CSDP the rural communities have access to social infrastructure such as school facilities, health
facilities, road network, water supply, market facilities etc. This was based on t — calculated value was (7.54)
while the tabulated t — value was (3.73). Since the calculated t — value was greater than tabulated t — value we
rejected the null hypothesis (Ho) which stated that CSDP has no significant impact on rural development and
accepted the Alternative (Ha) hypothesis which stated that CSDP has significant impact on rural development.
Recommendations were made based on the findings of this study include; the government should bring lasting
solutions to the communal crises in the study Area also the people should accept dialogue and forgive one
another for peace to strive. Both the government and communities should pay their counterpart funds on time to
enable the commencement of the project in the study area.

Keywords: impact, CSDP, rural, communities, southern Taraba state, Nigeria

Introduction

The Community and Social Development Project (CSDP) is an international intervention for rural communities-
based development. It’s a World Bank project in partner with federal and state government of Nigeria are in
unanimous on the desirability of Community Driver Development (CDD) approach (CSDP, 2011) . The CDD
approach enable the rural dwellers to brings out their press needs and involved them from planning stage to the
implementation and monitoring stages to maintain Sustainable and socially inclusive multi-sectoral micro
projects (Abatcha, 2014) [,

Community and Social Development Project (CSDP) is a conceived development intervention that is built on
two existing poverty reduction oriented programmes namely; Community-based Poverty Reduction Project
(CPRP) and the Local Empowerment and Environmental Management Project (LEEMP) which came to effect in
2004 (CSDP, 2011) 1. The areas of linkages between the current Nigeria’s development focus and CSDP are
those which address Community Driven Developments (CDD) which are socially inclined, engaging social
inclusion through gender equality and people’s participation, creation of job opportunities and wealth through
the provision of support for various income generating activities (Abatcha, 2014) M. CSDP is to ensure improved
service delivery to all rural dwellers through training in capacity and utilization as well as participatory
budgeting and financial management in key development sectors (CSDP 2011) 2. The focus of CSDP and the
linkages with the national development expectation is however targeted at the rural dwellers where community
and social development needs are to be guided by basic underlying principles of CSDP development
frameworks. The principles of CSDP are geared towards enhancing accelerated community and social
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development at grass root levels where developments have been limited over the years by absence of resources,
lack of accountability and transparency in governance among others (CSDP 2011) 2. The overall goal of the
project is to improve access to services for Human Development (HD) while the Project Development Objective
(PDO) is to support empowerment of communities and Local Government Authorities (LGA) for sustainable
increase of poor people to improved social and natural resource, infrastructural services (CSDP, 2011) . It is
designed as a poverty reduction project which seeks to empower the poor by giving them resources, as grants; to
implement and supervise community initiated multi-sectoral projects. It will also improve partnership of Local
Government Authority and communities on human development related projects, and build the capacity for
effective delivery services to their people and communities.

According to Oyesola (2013) ! a rural is an open swath of land that has few home or building scatter and not
very many people. Agriculture is the primary industry in most rural area. However, over 80% of the population
of developing countries resides in the rural community and agriculture is there main source of their income (Udu
and Onwe, 2016) [, According to IFAD (2012) ), developing countries and their rural areas in particular are
characterized by poverty, unemployment, unequal distribution of resources, acute shortage of social, physical
institutional infrastructure and increasing rural-urban drift. Nigeria’s rural population accounts for over 70
percent of poor households (more than 98 million people, and about 17 million households). The 2003-2004
Nigeria living standard survey indicated that States in the Sahel region recorded the highest incidence of poverty,
with about 80 per cent of the population described as poor (IFAD 2012) . Nigeria’s rural people are the most
deprived of all Nigerians, having least access to services such as health, educational facilities, and access to
modern agricultural input. In essence, infrastructural and institutional arrangements are deficient at the local
level where most people who need them live. For this reason, community development efforts ought to be geared
towards improving the living standard of the mass of the low-income population residing in rural areas and
making the process of their development self-sustaining (Udu and Onwe 2016) 19,

A community can be described as all the people who live in a particular area (Hornby 2004) B, It could be a
group of people who have things in common because of their vocation, job, trade and even religion or sports.
According to Nwizu, (2001) 1 a community is a group of people with socio-cultural, political or economic
background who live together and do things together. Lemu, (2006) ! Defined community in the most simple
and comprehensive way as a collection of definable groups of people living together in one geographical
location bound by a shared set of values, expectations, aspiration, identity and destiny, pursuing common
political, social, economic and related goals in a context of collaboration, cooperation and team work
irrespective of observable differences.

However, majority of the projects and services embarked upon by government of Nigeria in the past and present
to alleviate poverty and brings development in the rural communities do not yield result due to top — down
approaches and non-participatory mode of delivering service to communities. However this study is imperative
to investigate the impact of CSDP on rural communities in southern Taraba state.

The specific objectives of the study were to;

1. describe the socio-economic characteristics of the rural dwellers,

2. determine the impact of CSDP on rural development and

3. Identify problems militating against CSDP in the study area.

Methodology

Study area

The study was conducted in southern part of Taraba state. Taraba state is located at the North eastern part of
Nigeria. It lies between 6° 25’ North and between longitude 9° 30” and 11° 45’east of Greenwich meridian. The
state shares boundaries with Bauchi and Gombe state to the North, Adamawa state to the East and Cameroon
Republic to the south. The state is bounded along its western side by Plateaus, Nassarawa and Benue states. The
state has land mass of 60, 291km?, with a population of about 2.5 million people (projected from 2006 National
Population Census). The state has 16 local government areas with Jalingo as the state capital. The state has an
average annual rainfall of 1766mm with a temperature of about 30°c — 40°c. It is characterized by dry and rainy
season common to tropical region. The major occupation of the people of the state is Agriculture. Cash crops
produce include coffee, tea, Palm oil, groundnut and cotton. Crops such as maize, yam, rice, millet, sorghum
bean and cassava also produced in commercial quantity. Farming, Fishing and hunting are some of the
occupation of the people in the study Area. Major tribes are jukum, chamba and Hausa among others.

Method of Data collection
Both primary and secondary sources of data were employed for this study.

Sampling techniques

A multi-stage random sampling technique was used for this study. In the first stage, three (3) local government
areas were randomly selected. These include; Donga, Takum and Wukari LGAs. Second stage fifty (50)
respondents were randomly selected from each local government area using balloting method. The sample size
of this study was one hundred and fifty (150) respondents.
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Method of Data Analysis

Descriptive and inferential statistics were been used for this study. Descriptive statistic such as percentage and
frequency were used to analyzed objectives | and Il while inferential statistic such as T-test was used to
analyzed objective Il respectively.

T-test is expressed mathematically as;

t_Xl—}G
" Stex

Where

t = T-test

X! = access to social infrastructure before the CSDP
X2= access to social infrastructure after the CSDP
ste x = Standard error

Results and Discussion

Socio-economic characteristics of the respondents

The result from Table: 1 shows that 20% of the respondents were between the age of 20-29 years old, 13.3%
were between the age of 30-39 years old, 40% were between the age of 40-49 years old while 26.7% were
between the age of 50 years and above. This revealed that majority 73.3% of the respondents were below the age
of 50years. Its implies that youths were more than old people in the study area. Majority 60% of the respondents
were male while 40% were female. This implies that majority of the respondents were male than female.
Majority 53.3% were married while 46.7% were single. This indicated that most of the respondents were married
than single. Furthermore, household size of the respondents 20% has below 5 persons, 53.3% has 6-10 persons
while 26.7% has 11 and above persons. This implies that majority 80% has household size more than 5 persons.
With this population they involved in agriculture production in order to sustained their selves and family.
Education status of the respondents 20% didn't attend formal education, 40% attended primary education, and
26.7% attended secondary education while 13.3% attended tertiary education. This indicated that majority 80%
of respondents attended one form of education or the others. Occupation of the respondents 60% were farmers,
13.3% were traders while 26.7% were civil servants. This implies that farming is most occupation in the study
area. This finding agreed with that of Oyesola (2013) [ and Udu and Onwe (2016) [*%, which said agriculture is
main occupation of people living in the rural area. Farm size of the respondents 53.3% has less than 5 hectare,
26.7% has 6-10 hectare while 20% has 11 and above hectare. This indicated that most of the respondents had
farm size less than 5 hectare which means they are small scale farmers or peasant farmers. Monthly income of
the respondent; 53.3% earned less than N10000, 20% earned between N20000-30000, 16.7% earned between
N40000-50000 while 10% earned N60000 and above. This indicated that majority 73.3% of respondents earned
less than N40, 000 as their monthly income in the study area.

T — Test analysis to determine the impact of CSDP on rural communities.

The result from Table: 2 show that the calculated t — value was (7.54) while the tabulated t — value was (3.73).
Since the calculated t — value was greater than tabulated t — value we reject the null hypothesis (Ho) which stated
that CSDP has no significant impact on rural communities and accept the Alternative (Ha) hypothesis which
stated that CSDP has significant impact on rural communities. This indicated that Community and Social
Development Project (CSDP) have impacted positively on rural development and their living standard had
improved. This also implies that through CSDP the rural communities have access to social infrastructure such
as school facilities, health facilities, road network, water supply, market facilities etc. This findings concorded
with that of Ochepo et al., (2018) which stated that CSDP projects had significantly affected the rural
communities in north central, Nigeria.

Problems militating against CSDP in the study Area

The result from table: 3 shows the various problems associated with CDP in the study area; (80%) opined on
communal crises, (74%) opined on delay in payment of counterpart funds from government and the
communities, (63.3%) opined on slow in decision making process, (53.3%) opined on poor maintenance culture,
(40%) opined on high cost of material while (26.7%) opined on complex protocol. This indicated that communal
crises and delay in payment of counterpart funds from both government and the communities were the major
problems militating against Community and Social Development project (CSDP) in the Study area. This finding
concorded with that of Sidi et al., (2018) which stated that lack of payment of counterpart fund was one of the
major challenges.

Conclusion and Recommendations

Based on the findings of this study shown that Community and Social Development Project (CSDP) had
impacted positively on rural development and their living standard had improved. This also implies that through
CSDP the rural communities have access to social infrastructure such as school facilities, health facilities, road
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network, water supply, market facilities and so on. But the major problems militating against Community and
Social Development project (CSDP) in the Study area were; communal crises and delay in payment of
counterpart funds from both government and the communities. The recommendations that were made include;
the government should bring lasting solutions to the communal crises in the study Area also the people should
accept dialogue and forgive one another for peace to reign. Both the government and communities should pay
their counterpart funds on time to enable the commencement of the project in the study area.

Table 1: Socio-economic characteristics of respondents (n=150)

Variables | Frequency | Percentage (%)
Age in years
20-29 30 20
30-39 20 13.3
40-49 60 40
50 and above 40 26.7
Sex
Male 60 40
Female 90 60
Marital status
Married 80 53.3
Single 70 46.7
Household size
<5 30 20
6-10 80 53.3
11 and above 40 26.7
Educational status
Non-formal education 30 20
Primary education 60 40
Secondary education 40 26.7
Tertiary education 20 13.3
Main Occupation
Farming 90 60
Trading 40 26.7
Civil servants 20 13.3
Farm size
<5 80 53.3
6-10 40 26.7
11 and above 30 20
Monthly income
< 10000 80 53.3
20000-30000 30 20
40000-50000 25 16.7
60000 and Above 15 10

Source: Field Survey, 2022.

Table 2: Impact of CSDP on rural development in study area

Calculated t- value

Tabulated t-value

DF=at 0.005%

Decision Rule

7.54
Source: field survey, 2022.

3.73 3 Reject the Ho and Accept the Ha

Table 3: Problem militating against CSDP in the study area

Variables Frequency| Percentage | Rank
1. Communal crises 120 80 1
2. Delay in payment of counterpart funds both Community and government 111 74 2
3. Slow in decision making process 95 63.3 3
4. poor maintenance culture 80 53.3 4
5. High cost of materials 60 40 5
6. complex protocol 40 26.7 6
Total 506"

Source: field survey, 2022
() Multiple responses
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