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Quite o variety ol meanings are attached to the concept of Rural
Developmert. One way is thinking of it in terms of the provision of
. : \, 1 ~ N 2 SEPTE [\1BEP _l 996 certain amenities in rural- areas. The other way is thinking of ruru] .
: OlL. o 0. \ development basically in terms of the fight of the war against poverty

ISS\[ 1 1 ] 7 41 .10 especial mmonyg the disadvantaged population of the country who are

l = generally in the majority and are located in the backward non-urban

_ . . L. . 5 g s arcas ol the country. In addition, rural development is a cell for rural

—= - =S = participation as well as the promotion ot the well being ol the rural

majority and the production ot a surplus ol a size and nature that will

ciable the Lultihiment ol reasonable part of those national development
requirements that are not exclusively rural.

In the light ot the conceptual difticulty and its applicability posed by
Ruril Development in much of the developing countries, the United
Nation, touched by the apparently trightening level of poverty, decided to
combat poverty and underdevelopment on a global scale through the
agency ob the United Mations Development programume (UNDP). In
discharging its duties, the UNDP sources for lunds for development from
the developed cconomies and allied organisations while at the same time,
it disburses the Tunds source for development to needy countries. The
main objective of the UNDP is to attack poverty and underdevelopment
and Lo some extent, it is achieving that in Nigeria, through the adoption
ol various strategies and approaches towards achicving a level ot poverty

alleviation, cmplovinent and capacity building at the local, state ad

B national levels.

INTRODUCTION AND CONCEPTUAL CLARIFICATION
A Jnum ¢ the Faculty ol Social qg‘iL‘l]\"(“% In the Social Scicnces gencrally, there is more or fess a0 vianiety ol
) l : e e ’ meanings attached ta the concept of Rural Development. There e aonumber
Universitv of Uvo
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. Rural Developient and Poverty Alleviation
THE UN AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT
In the light of the conceptual framework provided in the preceding
section that the United Nations. touched by the obvious [rightening rate/level
of poverty. especially in the rural arcas of developiug countrics, decided to
combat poverty and underdevelopruent on a alobal scale. To achieve this, the
UN sct up the United Nations Development Progranune (UNDP).
- The UNDP is found inall countries of the world. In disch
the UNDP sources for [uinds for deve
andallicd org

arging its dutics,
lopment fronr the developed cconomics
anisations while at the same time, it disburses the [unds sourced
tor development to needy countries. The programme aims at attacking
poverty and underdevelopment just as conceptualized by
Development Institute and Uma Lele o achieve this, the UNDP convened a
world summit from 11-12 March, 1995 tagged: WORLD SUMMIT FOR
SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT - which fundamentally sought to addre
suchas poverty. unemployment and social disintegration.
The summit, which took place in Copenhagen, Denmark, had the UN
General Assembly's mandate’objective of recommitting the world to:
(1} put the needs of people at the centre ol developinent;
(1)) put the needs of people at the centre of international co-operation;
(i) stimulate international co-operation through Governmental, P
Non-governmental initiatives:

Overseas

S ISsuCs

rivate and
(iv) assist countries in the iplementation of elficient social policics and
(v) address ways to achieve balan=e belween econontic efficiency

Justice in a growth, equitable wnd sustainable development. _

The Sunimit’s objectives as outiined above were based on Article 55 of
the United Nutions™ Charter - which secks to provide higher standard of living,
full employment and development to all nations and the

and social

Ircitizens,

THE SUMMIT'S RESOLUTIONS
The World Summit for Social Developiment holding

n Dennnk,
resolved among others to:

() identily common problens ol soctalls disadvantaged sroups,

promole
thewr integr

ation into society wod ensure o more effective deliv ¢ty of
social serviees to the disady antagad:

H
l
I
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s local, national, regional
(b) mobilize resources forsocial developmentat the local, national, regio
1 2 5
and international levels. o - e Nations
(¢) make recommendations for more etlecuive action by the Unite o]
‘ g i SCTOS | ~ FETRY 50C
System - an embracing name for all UN Agencies in the sphere o
development. . R
The UN Resolution No. 47/92 mandated the Summit fon the purposc
e ;

. 2 = o
jecti solutions - 0SS 3 COre 1SSUcs:
* achieving its objectives resolutions - to address 3

(1) Enhancement of social integration;
(2) Alleviation of poverty: and t

EXpanst oductivity Employment. .
3) Expansion of Productivity e o eelosing
o ltisnotcwonhyth;ulhismandalclstlngc,\LcutLdmman) de | ping

nations, including Nigera.

: PROGRADMME IN NIGERIA _ ‘ | »
THENli(l'cri'l is a country with $8.5 million people as at the 1991 puggl \tllgll
Census :'l'his fieure no doubt has grown higher probably to between
¢ : g

i A
Jore than 70% of this figure arc n
illi 95 annual growth rate. More than 7
million at 2.5 - 3% annual gr¢

only found in rural arcas
activitics. Nigeria, though
resources - has all the polcnlmls‘us
pushed herselt into the greup fﬂ poor n o
graded as the 13th poorest nation of the world. ——
) As is evident in studizs of (lcVClnpl;\c;}ll ;mdl Ul:“t..:]l (;.h “,llmm a,rc-

. —— stick for measuring the level ot develop c‘ Famations 3

:‘(ll(llx!:‘l‘llu)n‘\“-l :\'lxcl‘c the indicators are Literacy Rate, (1‘:‘05.5 Larolment in

but are engaged predominantly in agricultural
a country with a vast area of natural a.ud human
a ercat nation, but she has un(on.unallcl_y
. ations. At the last count, Nigeria is

dmary. Secondary and Tertiary Institutions: s N .
T e aternal mortality, Infant mortality, Life

OS5 % SEVICSS M
-' - Acceess to health Sz ot
-~ aceess to hiealth Serviees.

: - Fovf i
Lixpectaney po[ml;llmn Crrowth Rate.

[ “tor, cnergy and proteim
hospital bed. population per doctor, energy and |

Population per
consunmption level, ete. B,
Micro and Macro Econonic b ariables such
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6 ' . Rural Development and Poverty Alleviation
INDICATORS OF NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT IN NIGERIA
Education: - Literacy Rate - §%0 (lemale 419¢)

(Male 64%)
‘rimary schools - 72%
- Sceondary Schools - 20%
- Tertiary Institution - 35%
Health - Access to health services - 12% S1% Urban
62% Rural
Population per hospital bed - 1,277 people;
Infant mortahity Rate 97/1000
Maternal Mortality 750/100,000 live birth;
Life Expectancy - 32 years
Population Growth Rate - 3.3% P.A.
Water/Sanitation Environment: Access to safe water -
- average o 50% - S1% Urbun
30% Rural.
Insomeareas, the only 153% of the Ucban and 5.56% of the rural dwellers

have access to bore hole or pope borae walter. Statistics show that 74.08% ol

Nigerians usc pit hole latrines, 3.02% usce the pail system, 4.02% usce the

hiliside (c.g. much of Northern Nigeria ases this hillside approach) and only

14.6% the water system. Trends in Macro - cconomic variables ol Export

Lamings% ' :

Petroleum - ™4.9 billion in 1990, This figure declined to
133 billion i 1993 and provided 25% of GDP, $5%
Government Revenue and 93% ol the Export valuc.

Agriculture: - Growth rate in this scctor was 5.3% in 1986/88 and 4. 1% in 1982.

The Industrial Scctor had a growth rale of 8% in 1989/90 and 2/1% in

1991792, Interms of'the manutucturing Index. an index of 16%6 in 19871993

period was obtained - (Akun, 1990 in Business Trend).

The low manufactunng index fed o the laying ot ol many workers,

Gross enroliment ratio

'

1

- which led partially to the eise m unemploviment. 1is to be noted it aboual
70% of the Nigertan population nade up the available work force and those
between 15 years to 60 years of age consbitute about 40% nulhon (Al
19906:1-4: S, O Olayide 1972:1975)  the Gross Domestic Produet (GDIP)
growth was S.4% between TUSS - 1993 as against 8 - 1270 newls

Ctowards  poverty  alleviation, sustainable humian and
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industrialised countrics. The result of all of these, as any cactul and
painstaking analystwould see.is increase i poverty fevel, which Thalambos,
(1980:140-144) categorises into three:- absolute, relative and subjective.

A journey mto all statistical benchmarks, would cursorily show that
Nigeria is a poor country which needs help. In terms of Macro-Liconomic
level of development. which basically ts characterised by:

(1) agrowmng cconomy:

(i) fullemployment:

(iif) pricestability:

(iv) cquitable resource allocation;

(v) foreign trade balance a.k.a. balance of trade and

(vi) management development -, ng,c.rn can at best still be referred to or
described as a poor nation - considering the dlsmalty poor state of
application on a national frame/scale of the above six characteristics.

THE FOURTH COUNTRY PROGRAMME

In order to achieve any meaningful socio-cconomic growth, it was
envisioned that there is the need for the development of skills that would lead
to the creation of self-employment, self reliance and entreprencurship. The
development of this kind of situation or condition requires unusual creativity
and boldness - a condition which the National Directorate of Employment
(NDE) fits and attempted to fulfil in Nigeria during the 1980s and carly 1990s
under General Babaginda's regime. The worldwide economic depression of
the 1980s and carly 1990s, compared to those of the 1930s, which like the 80s
and 90s was global, caused rapid deterioration in Nigeria’s economy, leading
to shrinkage in industrial outpat, reduction incommercial activities, loss of or
reduction inemployment opportunities - has finally ereated a situation ol high
unemployment rate, especially among young school leavers including even
untversity graduates.

As i consequence ol this, the government ina bid o create cuabling,
cnvironment tor the development of <kill, has had to put in place ditlerent
strategivs ceared at reducing her numation amongst the comity ol poor
nations of the world. 1Crs i this Hght that one can appreciate the role and
contribution of the United Nations Development Programumes (LINDIY)
antiietiuc bl
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development in Nigeria. Against this bag Kground, the UNDP approved some’

Rural Devetepment and Poverty Alieviation
P )

73.6 million U.S. dollars (aboul N0,038.2 mullion) for nine difterent
programmes aimed at poverty alleviation, sustamable houschold food
seeurity, provision of income generating uctivities and - employuent
opportunitics in what is reivrred to as The UNDP Fourth Country Programme
in Nigeria from 1992,

These programumes are:

(1) Agriculture and Rural Deveiopment; nthis, [3.7 million U.S. dollars

(3)

(4)

had been approved which is specifically focused on the most vulnerable
groups in the rural communities. Five states, selected on the basis of their
poverty profile, are slated to benefit from the agricultural activitics
component of the programme, while six other states were slated for
support in artisanal fisheries development activitics. _
Assistance to the Small and Medium Scale Enterprises Scctor:
Under this, the sum of 13.7 million U.S. dollars was carmarked which
was cssentially designed to facilitate the developmient of Industrial
Development Centres (1DCs). industrial estates and industrial incubators
on a sustainable basis as well as facilitate entreprencurial developmient
for the small - scale and medium industrialists sprawled all over
populationg® regarded as urban ia Nigeria.

Management Development: This sub-sector under the UNDP whicl,
attempts to alleviate poverty in Nigeria, bad 9.5 million U.S. dollars
allocated to it. This was aimed at assisting government to improve the co-
ordination ol'external aid resources in the country. The cmphasis in this
sub-sector is on what is termed capacity butlding through expensive
management training programme as well as other assistance to various
institutions at the Federal, State and Local Governnient levels.

Women In Development Programme: The UNDP voted the sum of
H.5 million ULS. dotlars in this sector wlueh was designed specitically 1o
benelitrural and urban poor among Nezerim women. The supportat s
level is geared towards arousing conse rousiess ol being in wonmen ol
was intended to be pivenat the conmmny level to help women unite wio
purposelul interest rroups, deselog and secure their eeonotiie miedis

through the generation olineome and improvedaccess (o Cred it Greldies

R —
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Mass Literacy: The sum of § million U.S. dollars was given tor this
programme, which is expected to be used as seed money to mobilize an
additional 220 million (Twenty million Naira) from the Federal
Government and N20 million (Tweaty million Naira) from cach state
vovernment Lo significantly reduce illiteracy in Nigeria.
}hc Health Scetor: Here, some $6.1 million was approved lor use
particularly to benelit Kano and Katsina States where the {ollowing have
been identified as target arcas;
(1) Primary health care, ' o
(ii) Control, prevention and treatinent ol'Vcsxlco Vegina hst-ula (VVI)
(iii} Recto Vaginal Fistula (incontinence of Urine and faeces in women)
and : . c o :
(iv) Conmmmunity based vocational relmbihlaho'notdlsablcd pcrsc'ms. .
Nigeria National Statistical and Information _S}.'stcm: Thixs unit
received additional strength with ¢he sumof $5.1 mitlion. The k".zssrslancc
which the UNDDP extended to this arca was considered very nnpcl)rmm
because Nigeria, like many developing countrics, faces problems in Fhe
production, co-ordination and use of timely, reliable a'nd comprehensive
statistical data rcquiréd for decision making - for national development
formulation and sound economic management. .
Environment and Natural Resources Management: ".l'lns Sl’lb-SCClOl'
received $2.0 million to ginger the eflorts of government i environiment
and natural resource management. The assistance granted by the UNDP
i llvxis direction is expected to act as seed money foran Environmcn.t zmd_
Natural Resources Management Programme in which the UNDP itsell
assisted covernmment in designing initially. -
The Urﬂ:m taformal Sector: This scctor received $2.4 mlllxonv in
stipport of government ¢ffort to build national capacitics to _p.mvxflc-
whan informal scetor workers with better and more opportunities l(?l
frainine, aeeess to marketand creditas wellas to sustain :mld c_\.p:md therr
l\u.\inc;ws. The voal of the UNDP in this sub-scctor is Tocused on
ifornal sector \\\url\crs in the arcas ol atomechanics, metal work and

wood worl in the Lazos. Aba and Kano metropolis,
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THE IMPLEMENTATION

Inabid to bring to fruition the lutty ideals aimed at alleviating poverty in
Nigeria, the UNDP chose to use s hiat it calls The Programme Approach. To
thedesigners ol the programimes. ts approach is geared at allowing nationals
of cach of the countries where it is found, to be fully involved in the
programme, right from the coneeption through to the planning and to final
implementation. Both The Programme Approach and what it calls National
Execution (NEX) arc new concepts introduced into the UN Technical Aid
framework. This, UN agency believes that “there is no country or people that
1s totally without capacity. Each person, each country has - a certain capacity
that is the ability to perfortnany given function. The capacity may be adequate
or inadequate” (Akan, 1996:16). ‘

» From the above, we can deduce that the UNDP, hLad decided to help in
building up capacity where such a capacity was inadequate or virtually non-
existent. To address the aspect of tmiplementing what it believes in various
countrics, the UNDP approaches s, beside the two approaches above, with
“The Bottom Up - Approach which contrasts with “Top to Bottom or Bottom
Down™ Approach. Allthe "Bottom™ up or down™ approaches imply is that the
UNDP aid scheme involves or are directed primarily to the rural poor, who
should be party to the inttiation, planning and implementation aspects inall the
stages of developmental elforts. :

The Bottom Approach, it is reasoncd, provides the rural poor the
opportunity to have a say in activivies that concern them. It also provides the
privilege for them (o be involved in the coneeptualisation, the planning and
implemientation or execution of the programmes. By this action, this thus
helps them (the rural poor to build ap their capacity in the arca of programime
conceptualisation, programme planoing and progranmme iplementation.
This stage by stage involvement of the rural poor consequently provides
further opportunitics for National Execution (NEX). This vision agrees
with the prescriptions provided vy Abasickong (1982:48-70; 106-127)
and to Ekong’s Rural Developmant and the persistence ol Rural poverty
(1991:9-27).

CONCLUSION '
The United Nations Development Progennie (UNDP) serves an all

embracing tunction meontempoiary developing societios of the sorld. 1 has
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virtually taken over a number of functions hitherto performed by specialisec

acencics of the United Nations. ‘

)} Gripped by the alarming level of un
the UN resolved in Resolution 4792 Fo man
on Social Development to address 3 issues.
quthor that Nigeria could move away subst :
of rural societies, population and economic
(1973:129-l35), and Ekong (1983:45 ft) into

i by still less privileged nations. - . .
e lel acts olt' the UNDP in collaboration with state and national
¢

ciated wi ' and
committees in tackling the problems associated with rural de\,elopmeu‘t y
it is hoped, will free it from the somnabulence an

ral masses which the pen of an anonymous writer levels

derdevelopment and rural poverty,
date the UNDP through a summit
In doing 50, it is the belicfofthis
antially from the characterization
s as identitied by Chitamber
a force that could be looked

poverty alleviation.
{rustration of the ru

thus: .
[ was hungry, and you formed a committee to investigate my

hunger: ) . e
[ was homeless, and you filed a report o my pHST -
| was sick, and you held a seminar on the situation ol the
under-priviteged:

You investigated all aspect

[ am still hungry, homeless ‘
l . o~
of Food Policy in Abasickong 1982:1x).

s of my plight and yet |
and sick (Excerpted from Journal



cers wesctupracnt and toverty Alleviation™

REFERENCES/BIBLIOGRAPHY

| AT,

ABASIEKONG. E. M. (1952): Mass Participation - An Essential Clement
For Rural Development Programme {u Developing Countries,
Calabar, Scholars Press [,

]

-

AKAN, 1. D. (1990): Special Report On Poverty Alleviation In Developing
Nations. Uyo. Business Ticad, Vol 1. No.]. :

CHITAMBER, J. B. 91973): Introductory Rurai Sociology New Delhi,
Welley Eastern Ltd.

EDUONGO, EMMAN (1996): Editorial View Point - “A Great Challenge”
Uyo. Business Trend, Vol.1 No.l.

EKONG, E. E. (1991): “Rural Development And The Persistence of Rural
Poverty™. Uyo Inaugural Lecture, University of Cross River State
- Government Printer,

EKONG, E. E.(1983): An Introduction to Rural Sociology Calabar, Scholars
Press Litd.

FISK, E. K. (19723: "Development Goats In Rural Melanesia™ Paper
Presented For The Fifth Waigani Seminar on Change and
Development In Rural Mctanesia, New York, The Agncultural
Council Inc., iebruary. '

LELE, UMA (1975): The Design of Rual Development, Lessous FProm
Aflrica. Washington D.C., ntecuational Baok For Reconstruction
and Development.

OLAYIDE, S. O. (1972): (W) - :
Employment and Foud |
of Nigeria™. Ibadan Rur
Ibadan - 1972.

L . }- .l I
l sl 1 | N\ ] 0“ 1] l U kh.‘ BN
AR \ Ll ()ll 1l |l h\l\' AR} ) Yes o

i i Y ohe
roduction i the Gitnea Savannah /7

al Developinient paper University ol

i 5 :nt Prowotion In
2 \al Economic Policies and Employment I 1oll‘ o
ST - e
© LT\M « NIS Conference  procecdings  on ;1') "
UCrd & =HIES : ety
Blh topment and Employment Generation i Nig
cve

University of lbadan, November, 1975.
i 270.
Overscas Developent Institute, Cmnd 627

) & - “ L I )

l Y ‘- ‘- B eV aner l..\br”r"-y 19 g
ll\- W Of ld B’dn I{L”ﬂl [)C\'L‘lﬂpl“h‘ll . SCC[O‘ [)Ol ICY P‘ p ! 2 i
. 7

;l'llc 1995 UNDP Annual Review, Lagos.

The 1996 UNDP Mid - Term Review, Lagos.
C



