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Abstract: Community Driven Development projects (CDDp) is adrat enhancing the welfare of
the people. The study therefore examined patropagiern of Community Driven Development
projects (CDDp) with the view to harnessing a gsagbport of the community development
officers at the local government levels in Southw&sopolitical Zone of Nigeria. A total number
of 5,106 questionnaires were systematically adrn@résl on the household heads in all the
eighteen local government areas randomly selected &ll the senatorial districts in the six states
that make up the Southwest Geopolitical Zone ofeNay Data used for this study were analyzed
with the use of Principal Component Analysis/Fadioalysis (PCA/FA) and Logit Regression
Analysis.The study found that four factors which accouni@d63.86% of the initially extracted
seven factors had significant influence on the glenito utilize Community Driven Development
projects. Based on the eigen values, these faatmgme order of importance as follows: quality
(3.125; 29.33%), accessibility (2.776; 26.06%)pedtbility (2.574; 24.16%) and attitude (2.176;
20.43%). Quality and affordability of Community Bein Development project as obtained from
the logit regression is negatively related to thiebpbility of patronizing community driven
development project and that as the quality andraébility of community driven development
projects increase, the probability of patronizimmyernment owned infrastructures decreases by -
0.482 and -0.639 respectively at 1% level of sigaiice. Conversely, attitude of personnel
manning community driven development project i gigsitively related to the probability of
patronizing government owned development projedtthat as the attitude of personnel manning
of government owned development project becomesepodhe probability of patronizing
community driven project increases by 0.235 at 8%l of significance. The study concluded that
identified Community Driven Development projectsv@dad favorable socio economic impacts
on the people and that community development aasogiif given a proper management and
administrative skill at the local government lewelstate could function very well in the provision
of amenities for its populace. The study recommdnithat a blue print and a policy statement
should be made at this expense so that activitfeallothe community associations in the
community could be unified and monitored. It alsosammended that statutory allocation should
also accommodate community development associd@lamning rules and regulations should be
observed to the latter in the implementation of camity-driven development projects. It also
advocated that indigenous technology should beyawa used so that maintenance cost could be
affordable.

Keywords Community; Community Development; Community Develgmt Association;
Community Driven Development projects; Development

INTRODUCTION

the initiation of Community Development Associagowith various Self Help Projects. George (2000)

pointed out clearly that “the inability of governntesponsored programmes to induce expected develupm
particularly in the rural areas of developing coiest brought about the thinking by the people loélping
themselves’ in form of community development. Irgélia, Olowu et al., (1991) in their study confinihat Self
Help Projects are very pivotal to the socio-ecormuagvelopment of the local communities. SimilaByedele
(1998) and Apkomuvie (2010) concluded that comnyumiyanizations and their programmes are indisp#asmnd

The inability of government to meet up in the prawisof basic socio-economic needs of its populacetbd
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that they play a major role in the management afroanity development projects. The Federal Govertmen
of Nigeria economic development policies; NEEDS t{tl@al Economic Empowerment Development Strategies)
devised Community-Driven Development Programs (Cp&gp one of its strategies plan to effect sociaeatuc
development in remote areas of the country. Thesgr@ammes are intended to touch human life in aodas
education, health, water supply, electrificationl @onstruction of public utilities. These prograams premised on
the fact that government resources are limited¢céehe need for the people to help themselves mngptogether

as groups to better their chances of success arises

A community is essentially a social function; a pad people bound to a common social structure Wwifimctions
as specific organism and which is distinguishaldenfother such organizations (Warner, 1941). Acogrto Smith
(1973) it is a behavioral system having consenbaakd internal regulation and a mutual recognitioong the
members of the behaviour system. Fatunde (1978)eposuccinctly that it is a social group occupymglefined
geographical area and based on the feeling thai@bave for one another.

Scholars have given differ opinions but similar mag to the definition of development. Olayiwol2@D) cited in
CASSAD (1992) defined it as an attempt aimed atfoeming poverty and diseases as well as the poovisf
infrastructures such as bridges, hospital, schadstricity and water in areas where there arkingt. Another
attempt was that of Onokerhoraye and Okafor (1999 defined it as “a multi-dimensional process inirg
changes in structures, attitudes, economic growith the reduction in inequality and eradication aifsolute
poverty. It also refers to the conscious actioreffect large-scale change in a desired directiorutilizing in a
centralized or at least in a co-ordinated way #sources available to a given political unit (Bégits 1978). In a
more recent time, Adepoju (2006) puts it as a st#ggrowth or advancement. That is, a means of avipg the
quality of life of a given people through the prsien of infrastructures such as roads, electrigibtable water etc
and services for their community.

Some observers are apt to label any and all attetoghtervene in community affairs as communityelepment.
Williams (1978) defined it as coming together ofopke to exert their own efforts, joining with gownement
authorities to improve their economic, social andtuwral condition. Okafor (2002) objectively defohét as an
attempt to raise the level of living of the masetshe people to provide all human beings with dip@ortunity to
develop their potential. It is a social movemenpracess, a method and a programm, (Wahab, 2086pihg et al
(1989:284) concluded that the success of a commdeivelopment programme depends on three relatgdréa
leadership, consensus and planning. Sander (1$8@) @ rather succinct definition of community depshent as
the summation of economic development and commumiganization. It is an attempt through some kirid o
collective actions, to improve the community madksrior spiritual life, (Dove and Mars 1981).

It is worrisome to note that Community-Driven Deyainent Programs (CDDp) devised in NEEDS since ¢cersd
political dispensation had not effected a commeatsudevelopment in local communities in Nigeria. SMwcal
communities in Nigeria could still not access bduitnan needs in spite of the formation of vario@sn@unity
Development Associations with various Self Helpj€ets which are expected to initiate developmeat.ifistance,
most local communities and districts are still lagkbasic necessities of life (good shelter, p&ablater supply,
motorable roads, electricity and good delivery agarthers (Olayiwola 1990; Akinola 1997; Alaba 2001,
Adeyinka, 2005; Adetoso 2007; Oguzor 2011). Theceom of this paper therefore is to examine util@apattern
of Community Driven Development projects (CDDp)Southwest Geopolitical Zone of Nigeria with thewi&
harnessing a good support of the community devetoprofficers at the local government levels.

The study area

Southwestern part of the country is made up obtakes namely Lagos, Ogun. Oyo, Osun, Ondo and Hiates. It

is also being referred to as the Southwest gedgalifone. The zone is within Longitud® 21’ and 6 00’ East and
Latitude 821’ and 837’ North, (Agboola, 1979). As revealed in Tableptal land area of southwest geopolitical
zone is 78,505kA{NPC, 2010) with a projected population3s#f,561,23or the year ending 2013. It is bounded in
the north by Kwara and Kogi states. To the sottis, bounded by gulf of guinea. Republic of Benouhded it to
the west and to the east by Edo and Delta states.
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Table 1: Southwest Geopolitical Zone Population Digbution

State Land Population (2006)* Projected population (2013)**
Size (kn) Male Female Both sexes Male Female Both sexes

Ekiti EK 5,333 1,215,437 1,183,470 2,393,957 1,515,271 14485 2,984,518
Lagos LA 3,496 4,719,125 4,394,480 9,113,605 5,883,278 $H478 11,361,825
Ogun oG 16,981 1,864,907 1,886,233 3,751,140 2,324,958 1%35 4,676,502
Ondo ON 15,195 1,745,057 1,715,820 3,460,877 2,175,542 9293 4,314,635
Osun oS 8,700 1,734,149 1,682,810 3,146,959 2,161,943 20@97 3,923,277
Oyo oYy 28,245 2,802,432 2,778,462 5,580,894 3,493,759 3376 6,957,635

South West  SW 78,505 14,081,157 13,641,275 27,722,417,554,814 17,006,418 34,561,231

Source: *National Population Commission 2010;**Aotitomputation (2013)
Note: based on 3.2% annual growth rate

M ATERIALS AND METHODS

The study area was firstly stratified to state. d®elty, each state in the study area is re strdtife senatorial
districts. Then a local government area is randoselgcted from each senatorial district in southwespolitical
zone. In all, a total number of eighteen local gowgent areas (18) were selected for questionndir@rastration as
depicted in Table 2. The larger the sample fraine,simaller the sample size. Owing to this, 0.1%hefsample
frame for the entire southwest is considered sefficfor study. As revealed in Table 2, a total bemof 5,106
questionnaires were administered on the houseteadshin all the selected local government areasryEL000th
building in the selected government areas was syteally selected. Data used for this study wedraioed via
two means. For primary sources, questionnaire,nile@ and social survey were used. For secondaoyh b
published and unpublished sources were used. Ttaénatiata were analyzed with the use of Principain@onent
Analysis/Factor Analysis (PCA/FA) and Logit RegiessAnalysis

Table 2: Questionnaire Administration

States Senatorial Districts Local Governments Rdjonm* Population** Samples Sizes***

Ekiti Ekiti North Ikole 170,414 212,453 212
Ekiti Central Efon 87,187 108,695 109
Ekiti South Ikere 148,558 185,206 185
Lagos Lagos Central Apapa 222,986 277,994 278
Lagos East Kosofe 682,772 851,204 851
Lagos West Agege 461,743 575,650 576
Ogun Ogun Central Ewekoro 55,093 68,684 69
Ogun East Shagamu 255,885 319,009 319
Ogun West Ado Odo/Ota 527,242 657,306 657
Ondo Ondo North Owo 222,262 277,091 277
Ondo Central Ifedore 176,372 219,881 220
Ondo South Irele 144,136 179,693 180
Osun Osun Central Odo Otin 132,078 164,660 165
Osun East Oriade 148,379 184,982 185
Osun West Ejigho 132,515 165,205 165
Oyo Oyo Central Atiba 168,246 209,750 210
Oyo North Iseyin 255,619 318,677 319
Oyo South Ido 104,087 129,764 130
Total 4,095,574 5,105,904 5,106

Source: *National Population Commission 2010;**Aatltomputation (2013);***Sample size @ 0.1%
Note: based on 3.2% annual growth rate

Discussion of findings

The study employed Principal Component Analysidgiéiaénalysis (PCA/FA) to collapse twenty two vatied
explaining factors influencing community driven @é&pment project utilization to seven factors. Tieed to
ascertain adequacy of measure of sampling infotimedaiser-Meyer-Olkin test. Sampling adequacytiids study
as indicated in Table 3 is 0.622 as compared tartimmum recommended value of 0.6 (Neill, 1994)s@&a on
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this, it is conclusive therefore that the data ugmdthe analysis are adequate and sufficient. |®Hg test of
sphericity was also significanj(z((zgl) = 2932.131p < .01) which further reaffirmed that the data wadequate.
The communalities of all the variables were ab&vas indicated in Table 4 which further confirmbdtteach item
shared some common variance with other items, [(N€JB4). Given these overall indicators, factoalgsis was
conducted with all 22 items. A Varimax rotation wamducted where seven factors explaining 75.802&beototal
variance. Recall the rule of thumb suggested tlaaiables with loadings 0.32 and above may be intted,
(Tabachnick and Fidell, 1996). In same vein, tHe of thumb as opined by Comrey and Lee (1992) ssiggl that
loading in excess of 0.71 (50% overlapping varign6e63 (40% overlapping variance), 0.55 (30% aygping
variance), 0.45 (20% overlapping variance) and Q1826 variance) are considered excellent, very ggodd, fair
and poor respectively.

Table 3 KMO and Bartlett's Test

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adeque .622
Approx. Chi-Square 2932.131
Bartlett's Test of Sphericity Df 231
Sig. .000
Source: SPSS OUTPUT 2012

Thus, all items with primary loadings over 0.55 gvebserved for factor analysis in this study. Thikinged on the
premise that similar study such as Adeyinka (2G@0&) Adetoso (2007) used this same cut off point.

The factor loading matrix is presented in Tablé&dven factors had significant influence on varitatent factors
determining community driven development projedtiadtion in Southwestern Nigeria. The rotated comgnt
matrix revealed thafactor Five, Factor Sixand Factor Severfailed to have more than two variables loaded on it
and are consequently excluded from interpretafitas is in line with Velicer and Fava (1998).

Model One

Three variables collapsed dactor oneas indicated in Table 4. The eigen value is 3.0Pich accounted for
14.205% of the entire seven factors. These vasaddecollapsed diactor onehad a loadings pattern that informed
that Factor OneconnotesQuality Factor. Variables such as Quality of community constrdatelvert 0.891),
Potability of community sunk bore hole6.786) and Quality of community initiated health care fac#isi and
service Quality of community initiated health céaeilities and serviceQ(712)collapsed on factor one. Thus, it is
inferred that one of the influencing the use of ommity initiated project in Southwestern Nigeriagisality of
infrastructure. It is revealed that respondents do have preferémrcutilization of any infrastructure whatsoeser
far the quality is there.

Model Two

In addition, from the rotated component matrix iable 4, it equally revealed that four variableslaggded on
Factor Two The eigen value is 2.776 which accounted for @926 of the entire seven factors and in cumulative
term 26.825%. Variables such as Access to commsohpol(0.756), Access to community initiated water supply
(0.731) ,Access to community town hall-0.702)and Access to community constructed market sf@l&30) This
loadings pattern as depicted in rotated componextitixrin Table 4 informed thdactor two connotesaccessibility
Factor. These variables as revealed in the Table 6 stegyésat apart from quality of infrastructure, asibility of
infrastructure is another factor determining comityuriven development project utilization in Sowéstern
Nigeria. It further established the fact that tlewel of accessibility and its proximity encouragest only
government owned infrastructures but also thabafimunity initiated one.

Model Three

Table 4 revealed that three variables also loadedaotor three It produces an additional factor explaining
utilization pattern of community driven developmembjects in Southwestern Nigeria. Its eigen vaue.574
which is account for 11.700% of the entire sevecatdia and 47.926% cummulatively. These variables ar
Affordability of community initiated health care diities and service (@69), Affordability of community
constructed market stalls.@55) andAffordability of community initiated health careditities and service (G73)
as revealed in the Table 6. This pattern of vaeisbbading informed the labehffordability factor” which by
simple inference is another factor influencing plag¢tern of utilization of community driven developnt projects in
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southwestern Nigeria. So apart from quality ofitifeastructure and its accessibility, it has todfferdable before it
could attain optimal utilization.

Table 4 Rotated Component Matrix

Components communality
Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Access to community initiated water supply -369 .731 .075 .216 -.070 .095 -.003 737
Income per month 215 545 .190 .122 .484 -325 -.134 752
Access to community school 212 756 .100 -.115 .158 .180 -.162 722
Occupation -.067 .139 .024 -.057 .265 .853 -.035 .826
Consistency of water supply from community sur
bore holes .025 -.053 .236 -.217 -.477 .539 -.191 .661
Access to community constructed market stalls .242 .630 -.258 -.255 -.079 .508 .077 .856
Consistency of electricity voltage by the commur
procured transformer 484 .094 .302 -.025 .054 .611 .189 747
Affordability of community initiated health care
facilities and service .030 -.260 .769 .174 -.033 -.058 -.040 .697
Quality of community initiated health care fac#ii 712 059 540 -137 -020 -100 029 831
and service ) ) ' ' ) ) ) '
Affordability of community constructed market
stalls -171 .332 .655 -.262 .215 .266 -.025 .755
Quiality of electricity voltage supplied by the 056 -.150 .064 -015 885 135 .074 837
community procured transformer ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
community initiated health officer and patient
relationship 202 .192 .169 -.791 .320 .046 .095 .846
education background 514 -.294 .342 -.221 .257 .225 .395 .789
Affordability of community initiated health care
facilities and service .078 .134 773 -.039 .117 .109 .063 .653
housing quality 339 .056 .344 .037 .583 .211 .125 .638
attitude of teachers in community school -.246 .174 -.031 .652 .110 -.237 .410 754
Attitude of personel manning community initiatec
infrastructures 126 .027 .114 .826 .222 -.037 .084 .769
Access to community constructed postal agency .099 -.150 -.202 .219 .116 -.171 .733 .702
Access to community initiated co operatives 221 -117 220 -021 025 161 808 791
programmes ) ) ) ) ) ) ) '
Access to community town hall .296 -.702 .061 .046 .259 .063 .144 .679
Potability of community sunk bore holes .786 .071 -.150 -.153 .282 .010 .205 791
Quality of community constructed culvert .891 -.184 -.039 .089 .016 .079 .055 .846
Eigen Value 3.128 2.77€ 2.57¢ 2.17¢ 2.14¢ 2.13( 1.74¢
% of Variance 14.20%12.61¢11.70( 9.88¢ 9.761 9.68: 7.943
Commulative % 14.20!26.8238.52!48.4158.17:67.85¢75.802

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysist&®mn Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.
a. Rotation converged in 7 iterations.
Source: SPSS OUTPUT 2012

Model Four

Three variables as contained in Table 4 loadefhator three It produces an additional factor explaining mélion
pattern of community driven development projectsSiouthwestern Nigeria. Its eigen value is 2.176cWwhi
account for 9.889% of the entire seven factors4hn826% cumulatively. These variables are commdunitiated
health officer and patient relationshif®.(791), attitude of teachers in community school6@R) and Attitude of
personnel manning community initiated infrastruetu(0826) as revealed in the Table 6. By the nature of the
variables loaded on factor four, this pattern afalgles loading could be labeledtitudinal factor. The inference
here is that satisfaction derivable from an infiasture may be of good quality, easily accessiloleé seasonably
affordable, the attitude of man power or persormehning these infrastructures also determine texdant its
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utilization pattern. It means that another factofluencing the pattern of utilization of communitiriven
development projects in southwestern Nigeria ituatt of personnel manning the infrastructures.

Hypothesis Testing

In summary, the extracted four factors influenaegnmunity driven development project accountedsf2B6% of
the initially extracted seven factors as indicatedable 4. Based on the eigen value these faessame order of
importance as follows: quality (3.1229.33%), accessibility (2.77626.06%, affordability (2.574;24.16% and
attitude (2.17620.43%

Table 5 One-Sample Test Analysis of Infrastructureautilization pattern factors

Test Value =0
T df Sig. (2- Mean 95% Confidence Interval of the
tailed) Difference Difference
Lower Upper
Infrastructure utilization pattern 13.473 3 001 2 66375 20346 3.2929

factors

Source: SPSS OUTPUT 2012

Ho= There is no significant variation in factors inéincing infrastructures utilization pattern
H, = There is significant variation in factors influeimg infrastructures utilization pattern.

As it is indicated in Table 5 where computedhlueis 13.473p> 0.05 significance levels, the null hypothesig tha
there is no variation in the community driven depehent project utilization pattern in southwestdligeria is
rejected. Hence it is held that there significaatiation. And that while quality of these communityiven
development projects is of paramount importantliooat 30% of the sampled respondents, 26% of thepkeal
respondents affirmed that accessibility is of intaoce. It is also deducible from the table that 228d 20% of
these sampled respondents give it to affordabditg attitude of manpower manning these communityedr
development projects.

The factor scores for the four factor extracted faréher subjected to logit regression analysisiébermine the
likelihood of respondents patronizing communityver development project at the expense of goverhm&ned
ones.Owing to the nature of the dependent variable logidel was applied to the study.

The model as opined by Ajani (2008) postulates tiiraiog likelihood that a respondent will use commity driven
development project is a function of an index Ziiethis also the inverse of the standard logistimulative
function of R, i.e. R (y = 1) = z, where zi 3, + i XP;. The (cumulative) logistic distribution functios éxpressed
as: P= 1/1+€”'= €/1+éwhere Z= B1+B.X;.

The logistic regression model is a type of geneedlilinear model that extends the linear regressiodel by
linking the range of real numbers to the 0-1 rasigat by considering the existence of an unobsecestinuous
variable Z, which can be thought of as the proggrisiards the event of interest (Ajani, 2008).this case the
probability of community driven development projéstgiven by: P= 1/1+€"= €/1+€ and the probability of not
using community driven development project is gign 1-R = 1/1+é&. Now Pi/(1-B) is simply the odds ratio in
favor of adoption of community driven developmembjpect. The logit model for the utilization of corumity
driven development project is defined asg=y+p1X1+P-Xo+B3X3+B4X4+vi , Where Y = infrastructure utilization, 1
if respondents uses community driven developmeajept and 0O if otherwise;=constant,p; = partial slope
coefficients, X = quality factor, X = accessibility factor, X= affordability factor, X = attitudinal factor, andi
=error term. The model was used to determine tlabability that a respondent will use community driv
development project.

The result of the logit model is given in TableThie logit regression reveals that only two explanatariables,
accessibility of community driven development podjéX,) and attitude of personnel manning community drive
development project (¥, are significant at 1%. However, attitude of pa&rsel manning community driven
development project is significant at 5%. Only asilility of these community driven developmentjpcts is not
significant. This suggests that irrespective otplaf location, community dwellers will still patrze it.
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Logit regression as obtained in Table 6 revealddviing results:

e Quality of community driven development projectXs negatively related to the probability of
patronizing community driven development projedteTesult indicates that as the quality of communit
driven development project increases, the prolighilf patronizing government owned infrastructures
decreases by -0.482 at 1% level of significant.

» Affordability of community driven development projg(Xs) is also negatively related to the probability of
community driven development project. The resultiGates that as the affordability of community ériv
development project increases, the probability atfgnizing government owned infrastructures de@as
by -0.639 at 1% level of significant

» Attitude of personnel manning community driven depenent project (¥ is also positively related to the
probability of patronizing government owned devehgmt project. The result indicates that as théudti
of personnel manning of government owned developnpeoject becomes poorer, the probability of
patronizing community driven project increases 886 at 5% level of significant.

Table 6: Parameter Estimates

Parameter Estimate Std. Z Sig. 95% Confidence
Error Interval
Lower Upper
Bound Bound
REGR factor score quality -.482 120 -4.001 .000 -.718 -.246
REGR factor score accessibili -.067 .095 -.705 481 -.252 119
REGR factor score affordabilit -.639 115 -5.544 .000 -.865 -413
LOGIT® REGR factor score attitude .235 112 2.096 .036 .015 454
government 1039 187 5564 000  -1.225 852

owned

Intercept community

-1.794 159 -11.310 .000 -1.953 -1.635

owned

a. LOGIT model: LOG(p/(1-p)) = Intercept + BX b. @esponds to the grouping variable patronage.

Conclusion

In factor analysis, four major factors were extealctQuality, accessibility, affordability and aitie are the factor
influencing the utilization of community-driven dgdepment projects in southwestern Nigeria. Theaetéd four
factors influencing community driven developmenbject in order of magnitude are quality, accessybil
affordability and attitude. The study also concldidbat there is significant variation in utilizatigpattern of
community driven development project. While respamtd would defile all odd against the utilizatidrcommunity
driven development project irrespective of distarqeality, affordability and attitude are stronglgnsider before
utilization decision of community driven developrmenoject is taken.

The identified community-driven development progebtive had favorable socio economic impacts orpdople.
This has proven that community development assonidt given a proper management and administragkié at

the local government level or state could functieny well in the provision of amenities for its pdace. This study
has corroborated Olowu (1991), Oyedele (1998) Ged¢a®00) Apkomuvie (2010) and Oguzor 2011. That is,
community-driven development projects are very tal/do the socio economic development of the local
communities. As rightly pointed out by Onibokun aAdbola (1994), development is of two stages namely
reduction in societal poverty and human backwarsliasswvell as economic development and its indisator

The study also affirmed this concept of developmidentified by Onibokun and Agbola that derivablecie
economic impact of community-driven developmentjgots revolved around quality, affordability of Hee
facilities and attitude of man power managing tHesdities.

Planning Implication

In spite of the lofty advantages accruable from emmity development association, it is sad that gavent had
not given it the necessary attention and recognitiodleserves. The various national developmemspleave got no
place for community development association. A lgtiet and a policy statement should be made atdkpense so
that activities of all the community associationghhe community could be unified and monitored. dliqy should
be formulated in that respect.
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Statutory allocation should also accommodate conityevelopment association. Just as it is cortgtibally
mandatory for federal government to remit certaitoant of money to states and local government dtsusame
should be done to all the federal government agetdommunity development associations. Commetmaalks
and other financial institutions should also partveth various communities and their community-eériv
development projects.

At the tertiary institution level, community devploent studies should be taught as a course. THigwe room
for research and the dissemination of latest inftiom in the area of community-driven developmerdjgrts
execution, funding, management and implementation.

The constitution should also be amended to accorateodommunity development association. Its redistia
should be done at corporate affairs commissiont as being done to other companies and non-govemtathe
organization. A large database should be made ablailcommunity development association its offiaeshe
federal, states, local government areas, developareas offices braches at different towns anégés should be
instituted and as such be put under the direct rsigben of department of town planning authorities the
respective local government areas.

Recommendation

Community Driven Development projects (CDDp) haeer found to be of greatest importance not onlyrb@an
setting but to rural areas in the area of socionemoc amenities provision. These laudable effoftproperly
harnessed could go a long way in bridging the gapiéen the perceived infrastructures inadequathesefore the
following would improve its efficiencies if propgrput into action:
e« Community Driven Development projects (CDDp) shobkl of the people, for the people and by the
people and as such the local people should be etldevparticipate fully actively.
* Planning rules and regulations should be obsemehet latter in the implementation of communityven
development projects
* Indigenous technology should be always be usebaanaintenance cost would be affordable
» Banking services and facilities should be usedthfriin the collection of development levies ane th
disbursement of money for community-driven develeptprojects.
» Community development board should be instituticzed in villages, towns and cities
*  Private-Public-Partnership (PPP) concept shoulcetpellated as it was put forward in the ministry of
education during the former minister of educatioder Chief Olusegun Obasanjo as this will allow
community-driven development projects be open tdipwand private scrutiny.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This research was supported by both the staff &ndests of the Department of Urban and Regionahrithey,
Obafemi Awolowo University, lle Ife. Most particuly, part five students of the department who wesed as field
officers in the course of administering the questare on the selected household heads in all dlexted local
government area in the senatorial districts ing&epolitical zone.

REFERENCE
[1] Adepoju, A. G. (2006): “The Operational RelationsBietween Technical Officers and Technologists aama

to ensuring Sustainable Development in Osun StaPelper presented at a Workshop on “Sustainable

Development in Local Governments in Osun State.Rble of Technical Officers and Technologists ajeMia
Union of Teacher (NUT) Secretariats, May 17-194@g61.

[2] Adetoso, R. B. (2007): “Infrastructures AdequacySasategy for Rural development in Nigeria: Theeca$
Odo Otin Local Government Area of Osun State”, AcBthesis of department of Urban and Regional
Planning, OAU lle-Ife

[3] Adeyinka, S. A. (2007): “Multivariae of Health CaBervice Utilization Factors in Ife Region, Nigéridfe
Planning Jurnal, Vol 3:1 pp 60 — 70

[4] Ajani Y. 1(2008) Determinants of an effective sblvaste management in Ibadan metropolis, Oyo State,
Nigeria Journal of Food, Agriculture & Environmerml.6(1):152-157.

[5] Akinola, L. M. (1997): “The Impacts of Rural Roadis Physical Development in Ife Region”, A PhD Tlsesf
Urban and Regional Planning, OAU lle-Ife

[6] Akpomuvie, O. B. ( 2010):Self-Help as a StrategyRural Development in Nigeria: A Bottom-Up Apprbac
Journal of Alternative Perspectives in the Soc@éfces Vol 2, No 1, 88-111



Adeyinka and Adetoso / OIDA International JouroSustainable Development 08:02 (2015) 119

[7] Alaba, A, Olufunke (2001) Economics of Water Healttd Household Labor Market Participation Final &ép
Submitted to the African Economic Research consertiAERC, Nairobi, Kenya.

[8] Barbara Tabanick and Linda, S. Fidell (1996) USINWltivariate Statistives’ Harper Coins College
Publishers, New York"3Edition pp677.

[9] Bernstein, H. (1978): Under Development and Develept ; The Third World Today, Richard Clay Ltd,
Suffolk, England.

[10]Comrey A. L. and Lee H. B. (1992): A First Couraeractor Analysis Hillsdale New Jersey; ErlbaffhEts.

[11]Cook, James B, (1985) Community Development Thebrgining Material, University of Missouri-Columbia
Department of Community Development

[12]Crano, W, B and Brewer, M. B (1986) Principle andtihbd of Social Research: Boston Allyn & Becon

[13]1Dove and Mars (1981): Essence of community Develepnm the Nation

[14]Fatunde, S. S. (1978): Planning and Administratitdncommunity Self-Improvement Programme”. Paper
presented at the Training Pogramme for planningce®f§ NISER, Ibadan.

[15]FGN (2007): Federal Government of Nigeria Officidzette Vol. 94, No 24 of 2007

[16]Friedman, J. (1981): Regional Planning for RuralbMpation in Africa, Rural Africana, African Stuek
Centre, M. A, Cl No 312-313.

[17]George, C. K. (2000): “The Challenges of achieviBgstainable Development in Rapidly Urbanizing
Metropolitan Lagos”, Paper presented at Environmemigeria 2000, an International Conference held b
Lagos State Environmental Protection Agency (LASER®Muson centre, Lagos

[18]George, C. K. (2002): Basic Principles and Methoidgirban and Regional Planning, Libro-Gen Book, asg
Nigeria

[19]Katz, D., and Kahn, R. L. (1966): The Social Psyobg of Organization, New York, John Wiley and Sons

[20]Kenneth, S. Bordens and Bruce, B. Abott (2002)eaesh Design and Methods, A process Approach, MevGr
Hill, New York, 5" Edition.

[21]Lapping, M. B., Daniels, T. L., and Keller, J. WL989): The planner and the Rural Community”. Rural
Planning and Development in the United States. Mevk; The Guilford Press.

[22]Natural Planning Commission (NPC) (2006): The Ecoizoand Statistical Review, NPC Office Abuja.

[23]Neill, J. T. (1994).The effect of Outward Bound high school programsadalescents' self-concept, mental
health, and coping strategie®)npublished honour's thesis, Australian Natiodaiversity, Canberra, ACT,
Australia.

[24]0guzor N.S. (2011) A spatial analysis of infrastimes and social services in rural Nigeria: Imgiiens for
public policy. GeoTropico, 5 (1), Articulo 2: 283

[25] Okafor, R. (2002): “Rural Service Centre and Setdat in Nigeria” Habit International Vol. 10 pp +178.

[26] Olayiwola, L. M. (1990): “A Study of the Adequacy mfrastructural Facilities in Rural Areas of Oraiyan
Local Court” A PhD Thesis, Obafemi Awolowo Univeisille Ife.

[27]10lowu, Dele; Ayo, B. D.; Akande, B. (1991): “Loc#bstitutions and National Development in Nigeria”,
O.A.U. Press, lle-Ife.

[28]0ni, O. O. (2005): The Role of Community Based Qigations (CBO) in the provision of Infrastructural
Facilities in Oluyole Local Government Area, Oyat®t Unpublished B. Sc Dissertation URP O. A. U.

[29]Onibokuin, G. A. (1997): “The EPM Process in thestainable Development and Management of Nigerian
Cities” “Keynote Address presented at the Worksloopthe Application of Environmental Planning and
Management Process to Urban Planning and ManagemBligerian held at the conference Centre, Uniters
of ibadan, Ibadan, Dec. 15-17.

[30] Onibokun, A. G., And Agbola, T. (1994): “Mega CiidUrban Environmental Problems and Community based
Initiatives: The Case of Lagos: “A Paper Commissibrby; the Mega-Cities Project in New York in the
Documented Comparison of Urban Community Initiagive Solving Urban Environmental Problems in the
World’s lkeja Cities.

[31]Onokerhoraye, A. G. and Okafor, F. C. (1994): “Ruavelopment and Planning for Africa”, Universiby
Benin, Benin City, Nigeria.

[32] Osun State Government (2005): SEED Documents, Mynif Finance and Economic Development, Osun
State, Osogbo.

[33]Oyedele, A. (1998): “The Role of Community Develagrh Association in Orolu Local Government Area of
Kwara State of Nigeria” Unpublisged Ph.D Thesis RJB. I.) Ibadan.

[34] Sanders, I. T. (1958) “Theories of Community Depeh@ent and Rural Sociology”, New York, The Ronald
press pp 27-35.

[35] Sanders, Irwin (1958): Theories of Community Depabent, Rural Sociology



120 Adeyinka and Adetoso / OIDA International Jaliof Sustainable Development 08:02 (2015)

[36] Smith R. W. (1973): “A Theoretical Basis fro Paigiting Planning” Policy; Sciences Vpl. 4 pp. 272
[37]Velicer W. F. and Fava J. L. (1998) Effects of \&htes and Subject Sapling on Factor Pattern Regover
Psychological methods, 3, 231-251.

About the authors

Dr. Adeyinka Samson is a senior lecturer in theadi@pent of Urban and Regional Planning in Obafemiofowo
University lle Ife, Nigeria. He specializes in laftructural Planning, Landuse Design Planning, ridten
Adminstration and Development Control. He can bmmuoinicated to via the address

Department of Urban and Regional Planning,

Obafemi Awolowo University lle Ife,

Nigeria

Tel: +2348033885647

e-mail: adeyinkasa@yahoo.co.uk

Adetoso Raphael Babatunde is a post graduate dtinlgahe department of Urban and Regional Planrimg
Obafemi Awolowo University lle Ife, Nigeria. He spalizes in Infrastructural Planning, QuantitatiVechniques
and Rural Development Planning. He can be commtedda via the address

Department of Urban and Regional Planning,

Obafemi Awolowo University lle Ife,

Nigeria

Tel: +2348030433182

e-mail: raphaeladetoso@yahoo.co.uk



