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ABSTRACT
	A short proposal on the impact of infrastructural development in rural community of Kwara State. The study will begin from chapter one where background of the study where a background information will be given on the topic through visiting various papers written on the topic of discuss, statement of problem, research, question which will be derived from the statement of the problem . Then research hypothesis which will include the null hypotheses (HO) and the alternative hypothesis (H1). The Aim and objectives will then follow which will complement the background of the study and research questions. Then a clearly stated and articulated justification of the study ,scope of the study will be clearly stated and will be in line with the topic.
	The next step will be the study area which is Kwara state of which the geographical setting and historical background of study area will be discussed, location/sketch scaled map and construction details of Kwara state area will be extensively discussed in this chapter.
	Lastly under the subsection of definition of term, term such as impact, infrastructure,infrastructural development, rural and rural communities will be defined according to scholars and they will be cited.


TABLE OF CONTENT
TITLE PAGE 										i
CERTIFICATION										ii
DEDICATION										iii
ACKNOWLEDGMENT									iv
ABSTRACT											v
TABLE OF CONTENT									vi
CHAPTER ONE
1.0	Introduction………………………………………………………………………..…1
1.1   	Background of the Study ……………………………………………………………1
1.2   	Statement of the Problem ……………………………………………………………2
1.3    	Research Questions ………………………………………………………………….4
1.4	Research Hypothesis ……………………………………………………………….. 4
1.5   	Aim …………………………………………………………………………………. 4
1.6	Objectives …………………………………………………………………………… 4
1.7	Justification of the Study……………………………………………………………...4
1.8    	Scope of the Study……………………………………………………………………5
1.9	Study Area …………………………………………………………………………..6
1.10       Operational Definition of Terms……………………………………………………8
CHAPTER TWO
2.0	Introduction…………………………………………………………………………..9
2.1       Empirical Review……..…………………………………………………………..…9
2.2	Conceptual Framework …………………………………………………………….. 20
2.3	Theoretical Framework …………………………………………………………….. 22
CHAPTER THREE
3.0	Research Methodology …………………………………………………………..…26
3.1     	Introduction …………………………………………………………………………26
3.2	Research Design…………………………………………………………………….26
3.3     	Data Types and Source ……………………………………………………………..26
3.4	Instrument for Data Collection ……………………………………………………...27
3.5	Target Population …………………………..……………………………………….27
3.6	Sample Frame ….……….…………………………………………………………..27
3.7	Sample Size ……………….………………………………………………………...27
3.8	Sample Procedure ………………………………………………………………….. 28
3.9	Method of Data Analysis ……………………………………………………………28
CHAPTER FOUR
4.0	Introduction ..……………….…………………………………………………….30
4.1 	Sociodemographic Characteristics of Respondents ……………………………… 31
CHAPTER FIVE
5.0	Summary of findings, conclusion and Recommendation …………….………..…47
5.1       Summary………………………………………………………………..………...47
5.2       Conclusion ………………………………………………………………..………48
5.3 	Recommendations ………………………………………………………………….48
References 	



ii

CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1. 	Background to the study
	Rural infrastructure (RI) may be seen as the complex of physical structures or networks within which social and economic activities are carried out (Robert, 2019) but inspite of the importance attached to rural infrastructure, the rural areas have long been deprived and neglected of them. Infrastructural development is at crucial stage in the world today. Countries of the world ensure the provision of infrastructure to improve the livelihoods of their citizen and their quality of life (Khoza, 2009). Infrastructure plays a key role in both socio-economic and political development and enrichment of living standards. In the developing countries of Africa, especially Nigeria where about 50% of the population live and work in the rural areas, a sizeable proportion of the urban dwellers work and depend much of their livelihood on the surrounding rural districts. However, in terms of spatial development, more emphasis is placed on urban problems resulting in the relegation of the rural sector to the background. 
	Reports also indicates that closing the infrastructure quantity and quality gap could lead to increased growth of GDP by 2.6% per year. At the moment Africa’s infrastructural development is only about 24%, whereas it about 71% in Latin America, 56% in Korea and 48% in East Asia (AFDB, 2021) and this requires double commitment if the continent of Africa must progress to attain sustainable development.Nigeria is a country classified as a developing country, the government has initiated several efforts to improve the quality of the people’s life, be it those in the urban or rural areas. Nevertheless, there is a huge gap between the population living in the urban and rural areas. Geographical, educational, income, gender and ages, as well as language and race gaps are some of the gaps that need to be bridged in Malaysia (Mohamed, Mohamad Judi, Noor & Yusof, 2012).
	The majority of Nigerians are rural dwellers. Though inadequacies of statistics make knowledge of actual rural - urban population distribution inexact, unadjusted projections still shows that Nigerians predominantly live in rural areas. Rural areas in Nigeria are unquestionably characterized by debilitating material poverty and alarming decadence of infrastructure, arising from a long period of sad neglect by policy makers. The central place of infrastructure in development efforts need not be overemphasized. Indeed, rural infrastructures constitute the substance of rural welfare and progress.
	A major characteristic of rural areas is that they have large amounts of undeveloped land. The rural areas of Nigeria are the opposite of the urban areas mostly devoid of basic infrastructure such as good medical centers, accessible roads, good electricity network, good hygiene and sanitary conditions, communication facilities among others. Several factors have been identified as the cause of disparity between living in urban areas and rural areas. The main factor is none other than infrastructure development (Olufemi, Olatunbosun, Olasode&Adeniran, 2013). Urban areas are often synonymous with adequate facilities or fundamental infrastructure unlike rural areas that are still hampered with limited, inadequate infrastructure facilities. Rural areas also have distinctive demographic characteristics such as social aspects, infrastructure or basic amenities as well as economic production scales (Hlavsa, 2010). Basic infrastructural facilities such as roads, clean water supply and communication are the main keys to the wellbeing of a community, notably those in the rural areas (Yusoff, Talib, & Pon, 2011).
1.2. 	Statement of problem
	The matter of infrastructure development, specifically those that pertain to the provision and improvement of basic amenities in rural areas have long been considered by the government. Several policies have been advocated and implemented to ensure that the much- needed development takes place.
	Incessant and excessive rural urban migration has brought about a lot of socio-economic difficulties both in the rural and urban areas. McCarthy (2004), opined that ‘excessive urbanization, lead to crime and poor infrastructure such as proper sewage disposal system, safe and potable drinking water, electricity and other amenities, chronic unemployment with the attendant creation of large slums and shanty towns.
	Rural infrastructure (RI) may be seen as the complex of physical structures or networks within which social and economic activities are carried out (Robert, 2019) but inspite of the importance attached to rural infrastructure, the rural areas have long been deprived and neglected of them. The Nigerian rural sector performs far below the urban sector. Specifically, the rural unemployment rate, poverty count, access to clean water and electricity recorded 34.5%, 52.1%, 42% and 41% as against urban values of 31.3%, 18%, 75% and 86% respectively (NDP,2021- 2025). This evidence underscores the need for integrated rural development with rural infrastructure provision leading the way. According to Nwakeze (2004), the Nigerian population is growing at an annual rate of 2.8 percent that of the urban population growing at 5.5 percent, it is pertinent to note that this rate is among the highest in the world today.
	It is known that infrastructure is the pivot behind the developmental process of every society and this also helps in the process of the economy of a country, but in the case of most rural communities in Nigeria, especially most rural areas in Kwara State, these areas are known to lack public infrastructural facilities such as good roads, access to pipe borne water, good health facilities, railways, good and well equipped schools, good and well enticed buildings, and good electricity among others. The inability of both federal and state government in Nigeria and Kwara state simultaneously to see the provisions of these things may significantly have a great effect on rural developments of Kwara State.Therefore, this study will examine the impact of infrastructural development in rural community of Kwara State
1.3. 	Research Question:
	The following questions will be answered in the study
1. What is the prevalence of infrastructural development in rural communities of Kwara State?
2. What are the factors responsible for rural development in rural communities of Kwara State?
3. What is the impact of infrastructural development in rural community of Kwara State?
4. How can infrastructural facilities can be improved in rural communities of Kwara State?
1.4. Research Hypothesis: 
The following hypotheses will be tested
H0;There is no relationship between social challenges andrural transformation
H0; Infrastructural development has no significant impact on the economic growth of rural communities in Kwara State.
1.5. 	Aims
	The aim of the study is to 
1. examine the effects of infrastructure developments on the social-economic will being of rural a communities in Kwara states.
2. identify gaps: Determine the existing infrastructure gaps and needs in rural areas of Kwara State.
3. inform policy: Provide evidence based on recommendations to inform Policydecisions on infrastructure development in rural communities Kwara State
1.6. 	Objectives
	The general objectives is to examine the impact of infrastructural development in rural community of Kwara State, while the specific objective is to 
1. Assess infrastructure availability: evaluate theAvailability and Condition of infrastructure Such as roads,bridges,water supply,electricity,health care facilities,and school In Kwara state.
2. Analyze socio-economic impacts: examine the impact of infrastructural development on social economic indicators such as poverty reduction,employment generation, and access to basic services 
3. Identify community perception: general community perception and feedback on the effectiveness of infrastructural developments in addressing their needs
1.7. 	Justification of the study
	The population of the rural areas in Nigeria are predominantly small scale farmers who grapple with limited access to modern farming inputs, productive resources and basic infrastructural services including culverts, storage and irrigation facilities (World Bank,2015). The infrastructural facilities are therefore aimed at overall development of the rural areas and critical to the achievement of the sustainable development goals. Of note is physical infrastructure such as roads, electricity, pipe-borne water; social infrastructure like schools, hospitals, housing and; institutional infrastructures like land tenure, credits and loans facilities, local traditional banks and cooperative association
	The significance of increasing rural infrastructure, most especially rural roads infrastructure, is not new (Marie-Agnès, 2013). This matter has long been recognized as the hub of development policies, sustained by the common postulation of development theorists that remote areas disadvantageous position vis-à-vis the economic prospect and social well-being could be improved with road construction (Bryceson et al., 2008, Marie-Agnès, 2013). It has also been noted that the development of rural road infrastructure will have positive effects on agriculture. Governments and private organisations must invest in the advancement of rural roads infrastructure because that will facilitate agricultural development and improve the living standards of the rural dwellers (Marie-Agnès, 2013).
	By 2050, 70 % of the world’s population will live in cities, making cities critical in achieving a sustainable future for the world (UNDP, 2020). The explosion of cities occasioned by rising population and migration effects has contributed in no small measure to the proliferation of urban slums (UN-Habitat, 2021), therefore in achieving goal 11 of the sustainable development goals which seeks to make sustainable cities and communities, efforts must be made close the infrastructure gap between the rural and urban centers to curb the rate of rural-urban migration which accounts for more than 43% of urban population (Fox et al 2017).
1.8. 	Scope of Study:
	The study of the impact of infrastructural development in rural societies is a topic that concernsrural dwellers as they are the ones who could not only discuss the factors responsible for the continuation of rural communities even at this stage of the world and also the advocate of urban societies in all region of the world.
	Therefore, the study will be carried out among residents in selected rural communities in Kwara State. The study is intended to focus on the impact of infrastructural development in rural societies.
1.9. 	Study Area
	Rural areas of Kwara State is the study area in the study. Kwara State is a state in Western Nigeria, bordered to the east by Kogi State, to the north by Niger State, and to the south by Ekiti, Osun, and Oyo states, while its western border makes up part of the international border with Benin. Its capital is the city of Ilorin and the state has 16 local government areas.
	Kwara is the ninth largest state in Nigeria, but the sixth least populous, with an estimated population of about 3.2 million as at 2016. Kwara State has been inhabited for years by various ethnic groups, primarily the majority Yoruba people that live throughout the state,
	Kwara State was created on 27 May 1967, when the Federal Military Government of General Yakubu Gowon broke the four regions that then constituted the Federation of Nigeria into 12 states. At its creation, the state was made up of the former Ilorin and Kabba provinces of the then Northern Region and was initially named the West Central State but later changed to "Kwara", a local name for the River Niger, in the Hausa language (kwarastate.gov.ng).
	Kwara state has since 1976 reduced considerably in size due to further state creation exercises in Nigeria. On 13 February 1976, the Idah/Dekina part of the state was carved out and merged with a part of the then Benue/Plateau state, to form Benue State. Kwara state has numerous mineral resources such as tourmaline, tantalite, and many mineral deposits in the northern part. Cocoa and Kolanut in the Southern parts Oke - Ero, Ekiti and Isin LGA. Agriculture is the main source of the state's economy and the principal cash crops are cotton, cocoa, coffee, kola nut, tobacco, sesame and palm produce
	Kwara State consists of sixteen Local Government Areas. They are: Asa, Baruten, Edu, Ekiti, Ifelodun, Ilorin East, Ilorin South, Ilorin West, Irepodun, Isin, Kaiama, Moro, Offa,,OkeEro, Oyun and Pategi. Kwara State is characterized by rural areas found within the 16 local government aforementioned.
1.10. Definition of term
ImpactThe term "impact" refers to the effect or influence that a particular action, event, or phenomenon has on something or someone else; In other words, impact is the result or consequence of a particular action or set of circumstances
Infrastructurerefers to the basic systems, structures, and facilities needed to support economic growth, quality of life, and overall development of a community or society.
Infrastructural development refers to the process of building, upgrading, and maintaining infrastructure to support economic growth, improve quality of life, and enhance overalldevelopment.
Ruralcommunity; A rural community is a geographic area located outside of urban areas, characterized by: low population density, agricultural land use, limited access to services, and close-knit community
Urban community; refers to a group of people living in a densely populated urban area, sharing common characteristics, interests, and social bonds (Knox & Pinch, 2010)
Rural dwellers; rural dwellers are "people who live in rural areas and who are often engaged in agriculture, small business ownership, or other forms of entrepreneurship (Johnson, 2007)
Socio-economic development; is a multidimensional process that aims to improve the quality of life of individuals and communities, encompassing economic growth, social justice, and environmental sustainability (Todaro & Smith, 2015)
Political development;is the process of institutionalizing democratic governance, promoting political participation, and ensuring the protection of human rights and the rule of law (Grugel, 2015)
Basic amenities;the fundamental necessities required for human well-being, including access to clean water, sanitation, energy, healthcare, education, and shelter (Moser, 2017)
Development;a multidimensional and sustainable process aimed at improving the quality of life of individuals and communities, encompassing economic growth, social progress, and environmental protection (Todaro & Smith, 2020)



CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK
2.0	Introduction
	This chapter gives us a detailed insight into the impact of infrastructural development in rural community and various literatures on the assessment, social economic impact and perception of people on the availability of infrastructure and its development especially in rural areas. Basically, under this chapter, the following literatures will be discussed:
2.1. 	Empirical review
2.1.1. 	Factors responsible for infrastructural development
2.1.2. 	Assessment, availability and conditions of infrastructure in Nigeria
2.1.3. Social Economic impact of infrastructural development on social economic 	indicators
2.1.4. 	Effectiveness of infrastructural development in addressing community needs
2.1.5. 	Strategies for Tackling Rural Infrastructure Deficit
2.2. 	Conceptual Framework
2.2.1. 	Concept of infrastructural development
2.2.2. 	Concept of rural community
2.3. 	Theoretical Framework
2.1. 	Empirical review
2.1.1. 	Factors responsible for infrastructural development
	Nigeria is experiencing a stunted growth due to sluggish infrastructure development. Resources channelled to the provision of infrastructure services were largely inadequate and sub optimal. However, funds directed to the provision of infrastructures were either embezzled or out rightly diverted to less productive needs which are susceptible to corruption. This, however, created a lacuna in infrastructure development process (Oladipoand Fatoku, 2018). Also, Adenuga, (2012) findings, shows that the state of the road infrastructure in the study area Oyo is poor, as only 12% of the roads are tarred. Cost of input fertilizer, farm size access to fertilizer, labour and access to good roads were identified as the factors influencing farmers output in the area.
Factors affecting the infrastructure development in Nigeria are
Poor Leadership: Leaders are the builders of a new dawn, working with imagination, insight, and boldness. They present a challenge that calls forth the best in people and brings them together around a shared sense of purpose. Visionary leaders are change agents. Nigeria contains few change agents and therefore lacks the needed infrastructure to develop the nation (Oyedele, 2012). 
Inadequate Funding: Infrastructure development projects in Nigeria suffer from capital flight, capital sink and capital stagnancy. A lot of materials and managerial services are procured outside the country. The contracts are full of loop-holes that allow leakages of funds. In some cases, there are over-design for the designers to earn more professional fees which are percentage of the contract sum. Capital stagnancy due to abandoned projects is also rampant (Oyedele, 2012). 
Corruption: Corruption does not only raise the price of infrastructure, it can also reduce the quality of, and economic returns from, infrastructure investment. The corruption in Nigeria is very high and unbearable for effective infrastructural development. The Bureau of Public Procurement (BPP), the Independent Corrupt Practices Commission (ICPC) and Economic and Financial Crimes Commission (EFCC) have not been able to eradicate corruption in the country. The BPP has saved the country a whopping sum of N216.6 billion during the 2010 Appropriation year from its review of contract process before the issuance of Certificate of No Objection (Oyedele, 2012).
Inefficiency of Operations: The broadest indicator of inefficient performance by an infrastructure system is the extent of output lost in delivery. Unaccounted for water (that portion of supply for which consumption is not recorded, largely because of technical and managerial failures) is typically two to three times higher in developing country systems than in countries that achieve the industry standards (Meng et al, 2013). 
Inadequate Technology: Technology environment deals with the machineries which are used for the execution of projects (Meng et al, 2013). Nigeria as a country lack sufficient equipment for the construction of infrastructure facilities. 
Inadequate Maintenance: Closely related to operating inefficiencies is lack of maintenance: roads deteriorate, irrigation canals leak, water pumps break down, sanitation systems overflow, installed phone lines fail, and power generators are not available when needed. Capacity is then lost, output declines, and substantial additional investment is needed simply to sustain existing levels of service. In the road sector, inadequate maintenance imposes large recurrent and capital costs. Neglect of (relatively inexpensive) routine maintenance can compound problems so much that the entire surface of a road has to be replaced (Meng et al, 2013). There are a number of issues related to poor maintenance of the available infrastructure (Wan-Rozaini et al, 2007). 
Little Provision: Performances of most past leaders in the area of infrastructure provision, the agitation for infrastructure development overwhelm the provision. With a land mass of 9,110,000 square kilometres of land and over 150,000 million people, Nigeria has a total road network of 193,200KM. This comprise of 34,123KM federal roads, 30,500KM state roads and 129,577 KM local government roads. Unfortunately, over 70% of the federal roads are in bad state of repair. In the area of housing, Nigeria requires about 17 million housing units and 60 trillion naira in order to meet its housing needs. 
Procurement Method: Procurement problems are often a factor in weak operational performance. Systematic delays in purchasing by sector entities and inadequate supervision of contracts are estimated to increase costs of imported materials to some African countries by 20 to 30 percent. Contracting and bidding procedures may also favour large-scale enterprises, which tend to use more equipment-based methods of construction and maintenance than is appropriate given relative factor costs. Some methods being adopted are prone to criticisms. The Public Finance Initiatives, especially the Concession Method and Public/Private Partnership (PPP) are questionable and seems to mortgage others who are not part of the arrangement to the scheme’s future. The 105-kilometre Lagos-Ibadan Expressway which, under the PPP scheme, the federal government did concession to Bi-Courtney Consortium in 2009 for N89.53 billion for 25 years is not the best arrangement possible and has not change the situation of the road. (Oyedele, 2012). 
Poor Economic Environment: Economic environment deals with issues like interest rate, inflation, currency exchange rate, price fluctuation etc. Social environment has to do with workforce diversity including cultural difference, age difference etc. (Oyedele, 2012).
2.1.2. 	Assessment, availability and conditions of infrastructure in Nigeria
	Infrastructure plays a crucial role in the economic growth and development of any nation. Nigeria, being the most populous country in Africa, requires a robust and well-maintained infrastructure to support its growing population and economy. This literature review aims to assess the availability and conditions of infrastructure in Nigeria, highlighting the challenges and prospects for improvement.
	A robust infrastructure forms the backbone of any society, delivering essential services encompassing energy, water, waste management, transport, and telecommunications (Thacker et al., 2019). In the context of an economy's functionality, infrastructure comprises economic and social components, making it indispensable for economic competitiveness. Infrastructure encompasses many facilities and services, including highways, mass transit, hospitals, education institutions, utilities like electricity and water supply, and waste treatment systems (Thacker et al., 2019). The global increase in investments in infrastructure projects, particularly in low- and middle-income countries, has been driven by a growing body of evidence supporting a positive correlation between infrastructure expenditure and economic growth (Babatunde, 2018; Toader et al., 2018). Studies indicate significant disparities in infrastructure quality across Nigeria's LGAs. Akintoye et al. (2019) observed that urban LGAs tend to have better infrastructure compared to rural areas, which suffer from inadequate road networks, poor healthcare facilities, and insufficient educational institutions.
	Nigeria's transportation infrastructure is inadequate and in poor condition. According to the World Bank (2019), Nigeria's transportation network is characterized by poor road conditions, inadequate port facilities, and limited rail connectivity. The Federal Roads Maintenance Agency (FERMA) reported that over 50% of Nigeria's federal roads are in poor condition, with many roads requiring urgent maintenance (FERMA, 2020).
	Nigeria's energy infrastructure is also inadequate, with the country facing significant challenges in generating and distributing electricity. The Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation (NNPC) reported that the country's power generation capacity is approximately 7,000 MW, which is insufficient to meet the country's growing energy demands (NNPC, 2020). Furthermore, the Transmission Company of Nigeria (TCN) reported that the country's transmission infrastructure is in poor condition, with many transmission lines requiring urgent maintenance (TCN, 2020).
	Nigeria's water and sanitation infrastructure is also inadequate, with many Nigerians lacking access to clean water and sanitation facilities. According to the World Health Organization (WHO) and the United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF) (2019), approximately 60 million Nigerians lack access to improved sanitation facilities, while over 40 million Nigerians lack access to improved water sources.
2.1.3. 	Social Economic impact of infrastructural development on social economic 	indicators
	Socio-economic local communities can experience significant changes in response to infrastructure development (Ford et al., 2010; Below et al., 2012; Madon, 2000). Improved accessibility, potential for new job creation, as well as expanded connectivity with external markets are among the expected benefits (Zaheer & Bell, 2005). However, along with these positive impacts, there are also some complex issues that need to be considered carefully (Sweller, 1994). Relocation of people, changes in traditional livelihood patterns, environmental impacts, and unequal distribution of benefits are issues that require deep understanding (Walker et al., 2001; Cernea, 2000; Dauvergne& Neville, 2013).
	The impact of infrastructure development is not limited to certain sectors, but penetrates into various aspects of local community life (Koutroumpis, 2009). Engagement in these projects can affect lifestyles, livelihoods, social interactions, and access to basic services such as education and health care (Weijs et al., 2012 and Gelsdorf et al., 2012). Therefore, an in-depth and balanced analysis of these impacts is needed to ensure that infrastructure development not only provides economic benefits, but also improves social welfare and justice (Loewe, 2004 and Hao et al., 2020).
	Infrastructural development is a crucial driver of economic growth and social progress. The development of infrastructure such as roads, bridges, airports, seaports, and telecommunications has far-reaching consequences that affect various aspects of society. According to the World Bank (2019), infrastructure development is essential for promoting economic growth, reducing poverty, and improving living standards.
	On the social front, infrastructural development improves access to essential services such as education and healthcare. The construction of schools, hospitals, and clinics enables communities to access these services more easily, leading to improved health outcomes and educational attainment. A study by the World Health Organization (2019) found that access to healthcare facilities is a critical determinant of health outcomes, and that infrastructure development can improve access to healthcare services.
	Furthermore, infrastructure development creates jobs, both during the construction phase and in the long term, contributing to poverty reduction. According to the International Labour Organization (2019), infrastructure development can create employment opportunities in the construction sector, as well as in industries that rely on infrastructure, such as transportation and logistics.
	From an economic perspective, infrastructural development stimulates economic growth by increasing productivity, improving competitiveness, and facilitating trade. The development of transportation networks, energy systems, and telecommunications infrastructure enables businesses to operate more efficiently, leading to increased productivity and competitiveness. A study by the World Bank (2019) found that every dollar invested in infrastructure generates approximately two dollars in economic growth.
	Additionally, infrastructure development attracts foreign investment, stimulates commerce, and promotes entrepreneurship and small business development. According to the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (2019), infrastructure development is a critical determinant of foreign direct investment, and that countries with well-developed infrastructure are more attractive to investors.
	The impact of infrastructural development on economic growth is well-documented. Studies have shown that infrastructure development has been identified as a key driver of economic growth and poverty reduction in developing countries (World Bank, 2019; International Monetary Fund, 2020). Road infrastructure serve as the main link between rural community and the mainstream urban areas for transportation of goods and conveying passengers, the importance of road cannot be overemphasized in terms of its importance to rural development, because without road conveying goods to the market be not be possible as such road serve as a catalyst for rural development. Research on the impact of road on rural development supported this assertion, for example, a study by Olagunju (2014) on the Effect of rural road and markets infrastructure on income of farming house hold in Osun States implication for sustainable development, revealed that most essential infrastructures such as road, market, pipe borne water electricity bank are lacking
2.1.4. 	Effectiveness of infrastructural development in addressing community needs
	The rapid growth in the rural economies and communities are determined by the accessibility and the delivery of essential infrastructures such as fine roads. The importance of road infrastructure to thrive the economy in certain areas has been emphasised specifically in the rapidly developing areas (Na, Han & Yoon, 2013; Hong, Chu & Wang, 2011; Brooks & Go, 2011 & Owen, Terence & Green, 2012). Kadir (2013) who examines the impact of land transport infrastructure development on Malaysia’s economy growth found that the investments in the land transport infrastructure give a significant impact on the country’s long-term economic growth. The study also emphasised the importance of the development in infrastructure in thriving several important sectors in the country such as manufacturing, service, international trade, production and agriculture sectors. This shows that the development of basic infrastructures like road infrastructure is essential in order to increase the rural communities’ life well-being through the provision on amenities for the community use (Simkova, 2008; Zivelova& Jensky, 2008; Hlavsa, 2010; Rozema & Martens, 2010; Mascarenhas, Coelho, Subtil& Ramos, 2010; Yilmaz, Dasdemir, Admis&Lise, 2010)
	The importance of the infrastructure development for the rural communities is more focused on the growth of agriculture sectors which is synonymous with the rural community’s major economic resources (Ndulu, 2006; Calderon & Serve, 2008; Egbetokun, 2009; United Nation, 2011). The advancement in the aspect of basic infrastructure for rural communities is seen as an accelerator for the growth of the rural communities’ economy which n turn will give a positive impact for the quality of life for the community as a whole (Ale, Abisuwa, Olagunagba&Ijarotimi, 2011). At the same time, the development of the infrastructure such as road infrastructure is seen as the key for the development in the rural areas because by having these developments, basic amenities such as clean water, electricity and communication network will be brought into the rural areas as well (Straka&Tuzova, 2016).
	The need to develop the basic amenities for rural areas should be considered as a part of an overall development which needs to include the economic growth, the increase in the health services, access to education and the community development itself. The provisions of sufficient and good quality of infrastructure can maintain the balance in the quality of life between rural and urban areas (Bulus&Adefila, 2014). The provision of sufficient and efficient basic infrastructure is the basis of a good quality of life among rural communities. The development of basic infrastructure in the rural areas such as roads can be considered as the medium of communication between the rural communities with the outside communities (Sangwan, 2010). The development of efficient basic infrastructure will enhance the access for social communication devices, the growth in economy and the environment sustainability (Lokesha&Mahesha, 2016)
	Authors also emphasize the importance of the infrastructure development towards the village communities which is to change the policy of isolation and seclusion. This can be realised with the availability of road network that allows contact to other people. Access to communication devices such as telephones which will enhance the rural community’s communication with the outside world, including borderless world.
	The supply of treated clean water is one of the necessary facilities for rural communities. An observation study conducted by Taylor, Kahawita, Cairncross&Hensick, (2015) revealed that the provision of basic amenities such as clean water supply is essential as it will determine the communities’ health level. The consumption of untreated water can cause users to be infected with cholera which is an infectious disease that is brought by a bacterium called Vibrio choler. This is supported by studies done by Huq, Yunus, Sohel, Bhuiya, Emch & Luby (2010); Lantagne & Lasen (2012); Patrick, Berendes, Murphy, Bertrand, Husain, & Handzel. (2013); Etienne, Tappero, Marston, Frieden Kenyon & Andros. (2013) who also found that water that are untreated, unfiltered and not chlorinated, can cause users to be infected with diseases than are brought by water such as cholera and usually the infected are from the rural areas with the absence of basic amenities and treated clean water resources. Apart from this, electricity supply is also vital in ensuring the quality of life among rural communities. This is in line with previous studies done in this area, for example a study by Bose, Uddin & Mondal (2013), who examined the impact of the development of electric facilities for rural communities in Bangladesh. They found that the villages that are selected to be supplied with electricity demonstrated positive results in the aspects of production, profit margin, development and business modernisation, women empowerment, quality of life and human capital development. On the other hand, Waeli& Mahdi (2017) felt that the use of alternative power resources that is environmental friendly such as solar power is a good and effective way to help the rural communities in Malaysia to have access to the electricity supplies in substitute with the use of electric generators that are costly and could cause air pollution. The use of environmental-friendly solar power is more beneficial as the resource is renewable.
	The development and effectiveness of basic amenities is essential for a better quality of life. The inefficiencies in the provision of basic infrastructure such as roads, clean water supply, electricity supply and communication systems can affect the quality of life of the rural communities. It is pertinent to develop the network of basic amenities in the rural areas in order to reduce the gap between rural and urban areas community. 

2.1.5. 	Strategies for Tackling Rural Infrastructure Deficit
1. Up scaled commitment to RI investment by governments at all level, including development partners to eradicate abandoning of projects 
2. Improved leverage with government/RI providers through organization, representation and capacity to speak on issues of concern, which is the people’s participatory approach (PPA). This PPA approach allows communities to initiate their infrastructure needs, while Government through relevant agencies will take care of logistics in the area of investigating the genuineness of need and articulation of proposals, allowing target population to participate through the process engendering sense of ownership, among other things forestall vandalism and promote sustainable development. 
3. There should objective spatial distribution and location of RI to maximize comparative advantage 
4. There should be improved and well-coordinated system of technical competence for adequate and proper maintenance, repairs and monitoring of projects/programmes
5. It is very important for policy makers to establish a system perspective that links the agricultural and non-agricultural sectors in the rural area as present situation reveal that the agricultural Ministry under which you find Rural Development has its mandate related to farming per se, thereby excluding the non-agricultural sector.
2.2. 	Conceptual Framework
2.2.1. 	Concept of infrastructural development
	Infrastructure development is also the key aspect that is used to measure leader’s performance in a country (Oyedele, 2012). Therefore, discussions on the concept and definitions of infrastructure development has to consider the viewpoints of researchers from different backgrounds. Such consideration is vital to facilitate understanding of the concept of infrastructure development. According to Sullivan &Sheffrin (2003), infrastructure could be defined as organisational structure and physical amenities that are needed by the community in general. These infrastructures include industries, buildings, roads, bridges, health services, governance, and many others. Sullivan and Sheffrin argue infrastructure development is needed as economically it affects the demand and supply as well buy and sell activities.
	The concept of infrastructure development also refers to the provision of fundamental infrastructure facilities such as the construction of roads and highways, availability of transportation, bridges, and ports and telecommunication systems (Cronin, McGovern, Miller & Parker, 1995; Madden & Savage, 1998). The basic physical development mentioned is considered important as it serves as an indicator to the progress and developmental process of a particular country. Lack of basic facilities shows that the country or region can be categorised as underdeveloped and is left behind by progress and modernisation.
	Other researchers argue that infrastructure development requires investment if such development is to take place in any country. Alleman, Hunt, Michaels, Muellers, Rappoport& Taylor (1994) and Ghafoor (2000), for instance, view infrastructural investment as an investment that can contribute the increase of economic growth. Infrastructure development is none other than a mechanism that increases the living quality of a society. In terms of economy, infrastructure development can impact the employment rate, productivity, and income as well as give an added value. Infrastructure development can also boost political integration and reduce societal geographical gaps
2.2.2. 	Concept of Rural Community
	The concept of ‘rural communities’ is notoriously difficult to define.  Despite critiques, rural and urban continue to be portrayed, if not as polar opposites, then at least as distinctly different entities.  A dominant discourse is the notion of the rural as epitomising the good life and being the antithesis of change; a category defined in opposition to modernity (Ward and Ray 2004). Attempts to define rural are often set against the supposedly creative, dynamic, innovative and fluid nature of urban relations. Whilst some have argued that the city is a reserve of creativity, ideas, enthusiasm, diversity and differentiation which helps to nurture a good quality of life (see for example Vega 2001), such approaches tend to be overshadowed by the dominant narrative of the rural idyll, places dominated by supposedly stable and secure social relations (Bengs and Schmidt-Thomé 2005).
	Rural: According to the United Nation Organisation (UNO) standard refers to rural settlement as an area with less than 20,000 population. Rural settlements engage on primary activities such as farming, hunting, fishing, weaving, blacksmithing and other informal occupations.
	A rural community therefore refers to a group of people living in a rural area, typically characterized by a low population density, limited access to services and amenities, and a strong sense of community and social cohesion. According to the United Nations (2017), rural communities are defined as "areas with a low population density, typically less than 100 people per square kilometre, and often located outside of urban areas." Rural communities can be found in various parts of the world, including developing and developed countries.
	According to Green (2018), rural communities are economic systems characterized by limited economic opportunities, low incomes, and limited access to resources, often relying on agriculture, natural resources, or tourism for economic survival. Rural communities are areas with a low population density, limited access to services and infrastructure, and a strong sense of community and social cohesion, often characterized by agricultural or natural resource-based economies (European Commission, 2019).
	The population of the rural areas in Nigeria are predominantly small-scale farmers who grapple with limited access to modern farming inputs, productive resources and basic infrastructural services including culverts, storage and irrigation facilities (World Bank,2015). The infrastructural facilities are therefore aimed at overall development of the rural areas and critical to the achievement of the sustainable development goals. Of note is physical infrastructure such as roads, electricity, pipe borne water; social infrastructure like schools, hospitals, housing and; institutional infrastructures like land tenure, credits and loans facilities, local traditional banks and cooperative association.
Characteristics of Rural Communities:
1. Low population density: Rural communities typically have a low population density, which can make it difficult to access services and amenities (OECD, 2016).
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]Limited access to services: Rural communities often have limited access to services such as healthcare, education, and shopping (World Bank, 2019).
3. Strong sense of community: Rural communities often have a strong sense of community and social cohesion, with residents knowing and supporting each other (Putnam, 2000).
4. Agricultural-based economy: Many rural communities have an agricultural-based economy, with residents engaged in farming, livestock production, or other agricultural activities (FAO, 2017).
2.3. 	Theoretical Framework
	Theory of Infrastructure and Commons Management (2007)
	Brett Frischmann propounded the theory of infrastructure and is adopted as the theoretical framework for this study. The theory explains the importance of public accessibility to infrastructure. Frischmann (2007) argued that, public access to infrastructure would generate values for a society. A major thrust of the theory is the fact that, open access to infrastructure would generate significant positive result for a society. Infrastructure is known to impact welfare in three basic respects. It has basic Consumption value, and, as such, affects utility derivable from existing and budgeted incomes. Its availability affects productivity and capacity to earn income, which is of concern in rural agriculture. It also affects households and national stock real wealth in the entire the economy, it has multiple effects on health and quality of life (Adepoju, 2013). 
	The theory also stipulates that infrastructure should be utilized productively to promote development because it is critical to the nation fabric of a society. In line with Frischmann theory of infrastructure, the state is generally responsible for the provision of the infrastructure through diverse revenue sources including state resources, and tax from citizen and organizations.
	The most essential component of theory is that infrastructural resources should be socially and economically shared in an open and non-discriminately manner when possible, i e not to privatize its ownership and control. 
i. That the value of infrastructure extends well into the future and should not be neglected because of its complexity technologically and economically. 
ii. That infrastructure has important spill over effect that accrues to the third party in accidental, incidental and unexpected ways. 
iii. That, infrastructure induce people‘s empowerment. 
iv. That, infrastructure constitute very important resources on which society should place a very high value on public access. 
v. That, many infrastructures act as input into a wide range of variance socially and economically valuable activities which include the production of goods and service and non-market goods.
	The Applicability of this theory to the study is based on the assumption that infrastructure such as schools, market, road, communication water and electricity when sufficiently provided could serve as input that can metamorphose into value in the productive processes either in the form of final goods for human consumption or as input for industrial processes. Infrastructure has spill over effect that in the long run that affect almost all aspect of human endeavour for example provision of electricity will lead to the stimulation of economic activities such operation of grinding machine, barbing services as well as irrigation farming. The economic activities that are facilitated due to provision of road and market will invariably induce socio-economic activities which foster better service delivery and by extension stimulate development. Whilst the rural people are empowered through the provision of socio-economic infrastructure to engage into varieties of socio-economic activities that will improve their living standard, the ministry strived to provide the necessary socio-economic infrastructure adequately in order to speed the pace of rural development in Kwara State.
	Another relevancy of the Frischmann theory to this study lies on the on its total view of infrastructure and the relatedness of infrastructure to rural development as asserted by Smith (2012) and a couple of other scholars. In line with the Frischmann theory of infrastructure, the state is generally responsible for the provision of infrastructure at all governmental levels through diverse revenue sources including state resources, tax from citizen and corporate organization both indigenous and foreign one.
Summary of literature
	This chapter explores the multifaceted impact of infrastructural development in rural communities, focusing on empirical evidence, conceptual understanding, and theoretical perspectives. The empirical review identifies several critical factors hindering infrastructure development in Nigeria, including poor leadership, corruption, inadequate funding, inefficient operations, outdated technology, insufficient maintenance, and suboptimal procurement practices. Nigeria’s infrastructure—especially in rural areas—is underdeveloped, with roads, electricity, water, and sanitation systems often in poor condition. This infrastructure deficit affects economic growth and social well-being, limiting access to markets, education, and healthcare.
	The socio-economic impacts of infrastructure are profound. Development in transportation, energy, and communication facilities contributes significantly to poverty reduction, job creation, improved health, and educational outcomes. However, challenges such as displacement, environmental impacts, and unequal benefit distribution must be managed. Addressing community needs effectively requires participatory planning, equitable distribution, and sustainable maintenance strategies.
	The conceptual framework defines infrastructure as essential facilities and services needed for societal functioning, such as roads, power, and communication networks. Rural communities are described as low-density populations primarily engaged in agriculture and often lacking basic services. Understanding their unique characteristics is key to tailored infrastructure interventions.
	The chapter adopts Brett Frischmann’s Theory of Infrastructure and Commons Management as its theoretical lens. The theory emphasizes open, non-discriminatory access to infrastructure, arguing that public infrastructure generates broad societal value, fosters empowerment, and promotes long-term development. It concludes that inclusive, well-maintained infrastructure is vital for sustainable rural development and equitable national progress.



CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1 	Introduction
	This chapter discussed the various methods and techniques that will be adopted to conduct the research. Basically, the following subsections are discussed in the chapter.
i. The research designs
ii.  Data types and source
iii. Instrument for data collection
iv. Target population
v. Sample frame, 
vi. Sample size
vii. sampling procedure
viii. Method of data analysis
ix. Summary of data analysis for each objective
0. 	The research designs
	The descriptive survey research will be adopted for the study. A descriptive survey is concerned with description and establishment of relationship that exist between variables. The survey research design will be adopted because it could afford the researcher the opportunity to collect data without manipulation of any variable of interest in the study. Also, the survey research design is appropriate for the study because it could afford the respondents the opportunity for equal chances of participation in the study.
0. 	Data Types and Source
	Using a survey questionnaire as a primary data source involves collecting original data directly from respondents in rural communities of Kwara State. This approach provides firsthand information on the impact of infrastructural development, allowing for a deeper understanding of the issue.
0. 	Instrument for Data Collection
	Questionnaire will be the instrument for obtaining the quantitative data in the study. The questionnaire will be an unambiguous and simple language. The questionnaire will be divided into five (5) sections of two parts of which Part A will be based on the characteristics of respondents, while part B will be framed based on the objective of the study. 
0. 	Target population
	The target population consisted of all young adult and adult male and female in selected rural areas in Kwara State. People between the ages of 18 years and above resident in selected rural areas in Kwara State will be used as the population for the study. This is so because, constitutionally, persons below 18years are regarded as under age and therefore have no capacity for rational thinking. However, questionnaires will be given to adult members both male and female aged 18 years and above will be considered.
0. 	Sample Frame
	 The sample frame for this study consists of residents of rural communities in Kwara State, Nigeria. The population of interest includes households and individuals residing in these rural communities. To be included in the study, participants must be aged 18 years and above and be willing to participate in the study. Conversely, non-residents of rural communities in Kwara State, individuals under 18 years old, and those unwilling to participate in the study will be excluded.
0. 	Sample Size
	A total of two hundred and ten (210) respondents will be selected from the sample frame and will be selected from selected rural settlements in Kwara State.

0. 	Sampling Procedure
	The respondents will be selected through multi-stage sampling method. In the first stage, Idofian, Jimba and Edidi will be purposively selected from the rural areas of Kwara State because of its rurality nature in Kwara State. Secondly, stratified sampling was used divide the population into different equal stratas of three (3), seventy (70) respondents to a selected area. Third, cluster sampling (single-stage) will be used to select residents in accordance to wards in the selected areas of study. Lastly, random sampling was used to select respondents who falls between the populations in the areas selected
0. 	Method of data analysis
	The data will be presented and analyzed using simple frequency tables and percentages. Simple frequency tables are used in presenting the number of questionnaires administered as well as those collected and utilized in the analysis. The computer software-Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 20 will be used in analyzing the data and testing the hypotheses with a non-parametric statistical test instrument-the Chi-Square.
3.10. 	Summary of data analysis for each objective
	Sections
	Objectives
	Data Analysis Used

	Section A
	Socio demographic characteristics of respondents
	Use descriptive statistics (e.g., means, standard deviations) to summarize respondents' Socio demographic characteristics

	Section B
	Assessment, Availability, and Conditions of Infrastructure in rural areas of Kwara State
	Use descriptive statistics (e.g., frequencies, percentages) to summarize the availability and conditions of infrastructure (e.g., roads, schools, healthcare centers, water supply systems).

	Section C
	Social Economic Impact of Infrastructural Development on Social Economic Indicators
	Use descriptive statistics (e.g., frequencies, percentages) to examine the relationship between infrastructural development and social economic indicators (e.g., poverty rates, unemployment rates, access to education and healthcare).

	Section D
	Effectiveness of Infrastructural Development in Addressing Community Needs
	Use descriptive statistics (e.g., means, standard deviations) to summarize respondents' perceptions of the effectiveness of infrastructural development in addressing community needs.



While for the hypotheses to be tested, the two hypotheses will be tested using chi-square.


CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSES AND INTERPRETATION
4.0. 	Introduction
The chapter deals with the presentation and interpretation of the findings. A total of hundred (100) copies of questionnaire were administered among residents in Kwara State rural settlement and were retrieved and analysed. The results of the findings were presented in this chapter.
4.1. 	Socio demographic Characteristics of Respondents
Table 4.1: percentage distribution of respondents based on Gender 
	Gender
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Male
	55
	55%

	Female
	45
	45%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Males constitute 55% of the total respondents, while females account for 45%. This connotes that there is a relatively balanced gender distribution in the study, allowing for fair representation of both male and female perspectives on infrastructural development in the community.
Figure 4.1: percentage distribution of respondents based on Gender 

Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.2: percentage distribution of respondents based on Age 
	Age 
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	18–25
	10
	10%

	26–35
	25
	25%

	36–45
	30
	30%

	46–55
	20
	20%

	56 and above
	15
	15%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Respondents aged 36–45 constitute the highest proportion at 30%, followed by those aged 26–35 at 25%, and 46–55 at 20%. This connotes that the majority of participants are within the economically active age group, and are likely to be directly involved in or affected by infrastructural development efforts in their community.

Figure 4.2: Percentage distribution of respondents based on Age 

Sources; Field Survey, 2025



Table 4.3: percentage distribution of respondents based on Educational Level 
	Educational Level
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	No Formal Education
	20
	20%

	Primary School
	40
	40%

	Secondary School
	25
	25%

	Tertiary Education
	10
	10%

	Others
	5
	5%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Respondents with primary school education form the majority at 40%, followed by secondary school holders at 25%, and those with no formal education at 20%. This connotes that a significant portion of the respondents have low formal education, which may influence how they perceive, interact with, and participate in infrastructure-related decisions and services.

Figure: Percentage distribution of respondents based on Educational Level 

Sources; Field Survey, 2025


Table 4.4: percentage distribution of respondents based on Occupation
	Occupation
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Farmer
	45
	45%

	Trader
	20
	20%

	Artisan
	10
	10%

	Civil Servant
	10
	10%

	Student
	10
	10%

	Others
	5
	5%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Farmers make up the largest group of respondents with 45%, followed by traders at 20%. This connotes that the community is largely agrarian, and any infrastructural development (e.g., roads, electricity, water) is likely to have a direct impact on agricultural productivity and rural livelihoods.

Figure 4.4: percentage distribution of respondents based on Occupation

Sources; Field Survey, 2025


Table 4.5: percentage distribution of respondents based on Duration of Residence in the Community
	Years Lived
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Less than 5
	8
	8%

	5–10 years
	20
	20%

	11–15 years
	32
	32%

	Over 15 years
	40
	40%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Respondents who have lived in the community for over 15 years account for 40%, while those with 11–15 years of residence make up 32%. This connotes that the majority of respondents are long-termresidents, and thus, possess deep insight and lived experience regarding infrastructural changes and challenges in the area.

Figure 4.5: Percentage distribution of respondents based on Duration of Residence in the Community

Sources; Field Survey, 2025



PART B: Perception of Infrastructural Development
Table 4.6: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Poor Leadership Hinders Infrastructural Development in My Community
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	6
	6%

	Disagree
	10
	10%

	Neutral
	14
	14%

	Agree
	40
	40%

	Strongly Agree
	30
	30%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.6 shows that respondents who agreed that poor leadership hinders infrastructural development constitute 70%, while those who disagreed constitute 16% and 14% remained neutral. This connotes that the majority of respondents believe that ineffective leadership plays a significant role in the underdevelopment of infrastructure in their community.

Figure 4.6: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Poor Leadership Hinders Infrastructural Development in My Community











Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.7: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Corruption Affects the Quality and Completion of Infrastructure Projects
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	5
	5%

	Disagree
	8
	8%

	Neutral
	12
	12%

	Agree
	35
	35%

	Strongly Agree
	40
	40%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.7 shows that respondents who agreed that corruption affects infrastructure projects constitute 75%, while those who disagreed constitute 13%, and 12% were neutral. This connotes that most community members perceive corruption as a major factor affecting the quality and timely completion of infrastructure.

Figure 4.7: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Corruption Affects the Quality and Completion of Infrastructure Projects

Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.8: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Inadequate Funding is a Major Issue in Rural Infrastructure Development
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	4
	4%

	Disagree
	6
	6%

	Neutral
	10
	10%

	Agree
	45
	45%

	Strongly Agree
	35
	35%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.8 shows that respondents who agreed that inadequate funding is a major issue in infrastructure development constitute 80%, while those who disagreed constitute 10%, and 10% remained neutral. This connotes that the majority of respondents believe that limited financial resources significantly hinder infrastructural progress in rural areas.

Figure 4.8: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Inadequate Funding is a Major Issue in Rural Infrastructure Development
Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.9: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Lack of Maintenance Worsens the Condition of Existing Infrastructure
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	3
	3%

	Disagree
	7
	7%

	Neutral
	10
	10%

	Agree
	48
	48%

	Strongly Agree
	32
	32%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.9 shows that respondents who agreed that lack of maintenance worsens infrastructure constitute 80%, while those who disagreed constitute 10%, and another 10% were neutral. This connotes that respondents largely attribute the deterioration of infrastructure to poor or non-existent maintenance efforts.

Figure 4.9: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Lack of Maintenance Worsens the Condition of Existing Infrastructure













Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.10: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Modern Technology is Not Adequately Utilized in Infrastructure Development
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	10
	10%

	Disagree
	15
	15%

	Neutral
	20
	20%

	Agree
	30
	30%

	Strongly Agree
	25
	25%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.10 shows that respondents who agreed that modern technology is underutilized constitute 55%, while those who disagreed constitute 25%, and 20% were neutral. This connotes that more than half of the respondents believe that modern methods and innovations are not sufficiently applied in local infrastructure projects, possibly affecting quality and sustainability.

Figure 4.10: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Modern Technology is Not Adequately Utilized in Infrastructure Development










Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.11: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on the Condition of Roads in the Community
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	22
	22%

	Disagree
	30
	30%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	20
	20%

	Strongly Agree
	13
	13%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.11 shows that respondents who disagreed that roads are in good condition constitute 52%, while those who agreed constitute 33%, and 15% were neutral. This connotes that the majority of respondents are not satisfied with the condition of roads, indicating a significant gap in transportation infrastructure in the community.

Figure 4.11: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on the Condition of Roads in the Community

















Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.12: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Access to Electricity
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Agree
	25
	25%

	Agree
	28
	28%

	Neutral
	10
	10%

	Disagree
	22
	22%

	Strongly Disagree 
	15
	15%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.12 shows that respondents who agreed that they have regular access to electricity constitute 53%, while those who disagreed constitute 37% and 10% were neutral. This connotes that the majority of community members good electricity supply, which could hinder both household welfare and economic activities.

Figure 4.12: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Access to Electricity














Sources; Field Survey, 2025



Table 4.13: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Availability of Clean Water in Their Household
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	18
	18%

	Disagree
	20
	20%

	Neutral
	12
	12%

	Agree
	28
	28%

	Strongly Agree
	22
	22%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.13 shows that respondents who agreed that clean water is readily available in their households constitute 50%, while those who disagreed constitute 38%, and 12% were neutral. This connotes that although half of the population enjoys access to clean water, a significant proportion still faces water scarcity or poor water quality, highlighting the need for expanded water infrastructure.

Figure 4.13: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Availability of Clean Water in Their Household












Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.14: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Accessibility of Health and Educational Facilities
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	12
	12%

	Disagree
	20
	20%

	Neutral
	10
	10%

	Agree
	35
	35%

	Strongly Agree
	23
	23%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.14 shows that respondents who agreed that health and educational facilities are accessible constitute 58%, while those who disagreed constitute 32%, and 10% were neutral.
This connotes that most respondents have access to essential public services, but there remains a significant group with limited or noaccess, likely due to distance or inadequate facilities.

Figure 4.14: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Accessibility of Health and Educational Facilities










Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.15: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Effectiveness of Telecommunication Networks
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	10
	10%

	Disagree
	15
	15%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	32
	32%

	Strongly Agree
	28
	28%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.15 shows that respondents who agreed that telecommunication networks work effectively constitute 60%, while those who disagreed constitute 25%, and 15% were neutral. This connotes that most respondents enjoy fairly stable network services, suggesting that the telecommunications sector is more developed compared to other infrastructure in the area.

Figure 4.15: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Effectiveness of Telecommunication Networks










Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.16: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Infrastructure Projects Meet the Specific Needs of the Community
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	12
	12%

	Disagree
	20
	20%

	Neutral
	18
	18%

	Agree
	30
	30%

	Strongly Agree
	20
	20%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.16 shows that respondents who agreed that infrastructure projects meet their community’s needs constitute 50%, while those who disagreed constitute 32%, and 18% were neutral. This connotes that although half of the respondents are satisfied, a notable portion believes that current projects do not fully address the specific infrastructural needs of their community.

Figure 4.16: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Infrastructure Projects Meet the Specific Needs of the Community










Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.17: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Roads and Bridges Have Improved Connectivity
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	10
	10%

	Disagree
	12
	12%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	38
	38%

	Strongly Agree
	25
	25%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.17 shows that respondents who agreed that roads and bridges have improved connectivity constitute 63%, while those who disagreed constitute 22%, and 15% were neutral. This connotes that the majority of the respondents acknowledge positive changes in connectivity, likely due to improved access roads or bridge construction in the area.

Figure 4.17: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Roads and Bridges Have Improved Connectivity










Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.18: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Infrastructure Development Has Made Daily Life Easier
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	8
	8%

	Disagree
	15
	15%

	Neutral
	14
	14%

	Agree
	40
	40%

	Strongly Agree
	23
	23%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.18 shows that respondents who agreed that infrastructure development has made their daily life easier constitute 63%, while those who disagreed constitute 23%, and 14% were neutral. This connotes that the majority recognize practical improvements in their daily routines, possibly through better access to water, roads, electricity, or health services.

Figure 4.18: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Infrastructure Development Has Made Daily Life Easier










Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.19: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Social Infrastructure (Schools, Hospitals) Meets Community Demand
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	15
	15%

	Disagree
	18
	18%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	32
	32%

	Strongly Agree
	20
	20%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.19 shows that respondents who disagreed that social infrastructure meets demand constitute 52%, while those who agreed constitute 33%, and 15% were neutral.
This connotes that while most respondents are not contented with the schools and hospitals available,

Figure 4.19: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Social Infrastructure (Schools, Hospitals) Meets Community Demand











Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.20: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Community Involvement in Infrastructure Planning
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	20
	20%

	Disagree
	30
	30%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	25
	25%

	Strongly Agree
	10
	10%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.20 shows that respondents who disagreed that their community is involved in planning infrastructure projects constitute 50%, while those who agreed constitute 35%, and 15% were neutral. This connotes that many residents feel excluded from decision-making processes, suggesting a need for more participatory governance and inclusive project planning.

Figure 4.20: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Community Involvement in Infrastructure Planning













Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.21: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Government Commitment to Improving Infrastructure
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	15
	15%

	Disagree
	25
	25%

	Neutral
	18
	18%

	Agree
	30
	30%

	Strongly Agree
	12
	12%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.21 shows that respondents who agreed that government has shown commitment to infrastructure improvement constitute 42%, while those who disagreed constitute 40%, and 18% were neutral. This connotes that opinions are divided, and while some respondents perceive visible efforts by government, others see little or no commitment, possibly due to unmet promises or delays.

Figure 4.21: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Government Commitment to Improving Infrastructure













Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.22: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Community Participation in Infrastructure Decision-Making
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	22
	22%

	Disagree
	28
	28%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	25
	25%

	Strongly Agree
	10
	10%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.22 shows that respondents who disagreed that their community participates in infrastructure decisions constitute 50%, while those who agreed constitute 35%, and 15% were neutral. This connotes that community engagement remains low, and many residents feel sidelined in project planning and policy formulation.

Figure 4.22: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Community Participation in Infrastructure Decision-Making










Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.23: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Maintenance and Monitoring Are Regularly Carried Out
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	18
	18%

	Disagree
	30
	30%

	Neutral
	12
	12%

	Agree
	25
	25%

	Strongly Agree
	15
	15%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.23 shows that respondents who disagreed that maintenance and monitoring are regularly carried out constitute 48%, while those who agreed constitute 40%, and 12% were neutral. This connotes that maintenance efforts are perceived as inadequate or inconsistent, possibly leading to faster deterioration of infrastructure over time.

Figure 4.23: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether Maintenance and Monitoring Are Regularly Carried Out










Sources; Field Survey, 2025


Table 4.24: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Fairness in the Distribution of Infrastructure
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	20
	20%

	Disagree
	22
	22%

	Neutral
	15
	15%

	Agree
	28
	28%

	Strongly Agree
	15
	15%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.24 shows that respondents who disagreed that infrastructure is fairly distributed constitute 42%, while those who agreed constitute 43%, and 15% were neutral.
This connotes that perceptions of fairness are almost evenly split, indicating possible concerns about inequitable allocation of resources across different parts of the community.

Figure 4.24: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Fairness in the Distribution of Infrastructure










Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Table 4.25: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether There is a Clear Strategy to Address Infrastructure Challenges
	Response Option
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Strongly Disagree
	18
	18%

	Disagree
	25
	25%

	Neutral
	20
	20%

	Agree
	25
	25%

	Strongly Agree
	12
	12%

	Total
	100
	100%


Sources; Field Survey, 2025
Table 4.25 shows that respondents who disagreed that a clear strategy exists to address infrastructure challenges constitute 43%, while those who agreed constitute 37%, and 20% were neutral. This connotes that many community members are unsure or unconvinced that a well-defined or effective approach exists to tackle infrastructural issues.

Figure 4.25: Percentage Distribution of Respondents Based on Whether There is a Clear Strategy to Address Infrastructure Challenges













Sources; Field Survey, 2025

Discussion of findings
	A recurring theme in the findings is the belief that poor leadership and corruption significantly hinder infrastructural development. This aligns with the work of Akinola (2020), who emphasized that infrastructural delivery in rural Nigeria is often undermined by leadership inefficiencies, lack of accountability, and politicization of project selection. Similarly, Olasupo and Ajayi (2019) argue that corrupt practices—such as diversion of public funds and inflation of contracts—erode public trust and lead to abandoned or substandard infrastructure projects. The findings support these assertions, reflecting widespread public dissatisfaction with governance and the handling of development initiatives.
	Another critical barrier identified by respondents is the inadequacy of funding and the lack of maintenance culture. According to Nwachukwu and Ugwuanyi (2021), rural infrastructure is often deprioritized in national budgets, and when projects are initiated, there is rarely any provision for long-term maintenance. This neglect results in rapid deterioration of facilities, even when they are initially well-constructed. The respondents’ perceptions validate this scholarly position, suggesting that infrastructural challenges in rural areas are not only rooted in poor planning but also in the failure to allocate resources for sustainability.
	Many respondents felt that modern technology is underutilized in infrastructure projects within their communities. This perception is consistent with studies like that of Olajide and Adebayo (2020), who highlight the digital and infrastructural divide between urban and rural Nigeria. While smart technologies and durable materials are increasingly applied in urban infrastructure, rural projects still rely on outdated, manual methods. The implication is that innovations that could improve efficiency and resilience are largely inaccessible or unknown to rural populations.
	The findings also show varying levels of satisfaction with infrastructure such as roads, electricity, clean water, and public services. This supports the assertion by Ezeokoli et al. (2022) that infrastructure in Nigeria is “spatially skewed,” with urban centers receiving more consistent investment and attention. In rural areas, access is often fragmented, unreliable, or entirely absent. This infrastructural imbalance, according to Iwuagwu (2021), further entrenches rural poverty by limiting access to education, healthcare, and economic opportunities.
	Despite the challenges, respondents acknowledged that infrastructure—where available—has positively impacted their lives. This aligns with the position of Omole and Wole-Adeyi (2020), who found that improved road networks, electricity supply, and access to water directly enhance quality of life and promote rural productivity. Similarly, Afolayan and Taiwo (2021) conclude that rural infrastructure is essential not only for improving standards of living but also for facilitating agricultural value chains and local markets. The findings from this study affirm that infrastructure is a necessary foundation for rural transformation.
	A particularly striking outcome of the study is the perception that community members are not adequately involved in infrastructure planning or decision-making. This supports literature emphasizing the importance of participatory development. According to Adediran and Oni (2021), rural development programs in Nigeria often adopt top-down approaches that exclude local voices, leading to poor alignment between community needs and project outcomes. Effective infrastructure requires inclusive planning, and its absence—as highlighted in this study—undermines project sustainability and ownership.
	In summary, the findings confirm the continued relevance of key theoretical and empirical insights in rural development literature: governance quality, funding, equity in access, and community participation are central to infrastructural success. The study contributes to ongoing discussions about the rural-urban development gap and calls attention to the need for more inclusive, transparent, and sustainable infrastructure strategies in rural Nigeria.



CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION
5.0 	Introduction
	This chapter presents a summary of the key findings from the research on infrastructural development in rural communities of Kwara State. It offers an interpretation of the major results, draws general conclusions based on respondents’ perceptions, and provides practical recommendations to guide future infrastructure policies and actions in similar rural contexts.
5.1 	Summary of Findings
	The findings revealed that poor leadership and corruption are widely perceived as major obstacles to the progress of infrastructural development in the community. Many respondents believed that mismanagement of resources, lack of accountability, and political interference have hindered the effective implementation and completion of infrastructure projects.
	Inadequate funding was another critical issue identified by respondents. They emphasized that most development initiatives suffer from poor financial support, which affects the scale, quality, and sustainability of infrastructure. Additionally, the lack of regular maintenance was noted as a significant factor contributing to the rapid decay of existing infrastructure.
	Respondents also indicated that modern technology is not being adequately applied in rural infrastructure projects. This underutilization was seen as a barrier to the adoption of more durable and efficient methods of construction and service delivery.
There was a general expression of dissatisfaction with the condition of roads, the reliability of electricity supply, and the availability of clean water. Many felt that although infrastructure exists in some areas, it does not consistently meet the needs of the population. Access to health and educational facilities varied, with some respondents acknowledging improvements, while others noted that distance and poor quality still limit effective use.
	One of the most prominent issues raised was the lack of community involvement in the planning and decision-making processes for infrastructure development. A considerable number of respondents believed that projects are often imposed without consulting the local population, leading to outcomes that do not align with the community’s priorities.
	Despite these challenges, many acknowledged that the presence of infrastructure, where available, has brought some level of improvement to their daily lives. Improved access to transportation, basic services, and communication were highlighted as positive outcomes of development efforts, even if such benefits were unevenly distributed or insufficient.
5.2 	Conclusion
	The study concludes that the challenges facing rural infrastructural development are largely rooted in systemic governance issues, inadequate funding, poor maintenance culture, and weak community engagement. While some infrastructural gains have been made, the overall delivery and quality remain inconsistent and poorly aligned with local needs. For infrastructure to be truly effective in improving rural livelihoods, it must be planned, executed, and managed through a more inclusive, transparent, and sustainable approach.
5.3 	Recommendations
Based on the issues identified, the following recommendations are proposed:
i. Improve Leadership and Governance:Efforts must be made to promote transparency, accountability, and effective leadership in infrastructure planning and execution.
ii. Increase and Properly Manage Funding:Infrastructure projects should be backed by adequate financial resources, and budgets must be transparently monitored to avoid misuse.
iii. Promote the Use of Modern Technology:Government and stakeholders should integrate modern construction and monitoring technologies to improve infrastructure quality and longevity.
iv. Institutionalize Maintenance Practices:Routine maintenance should be made a standard part of infrastructure management to ensure long-term functionality.
v. Encourage Community Involvement:Residents should be actively involved in identifying priorities, planning projects, and monitoring implementation to ensure relevance and ownership.
vi. Address Inequities in Infrastructure Access:Efforts should be made to ensure that infrastructure projects are fairly distributed across communities and that vulnerable or underserved areas receive attention.
vii. Establish Clear Development Strategies:A comprehensive policy framework should guide infrastructure development in rural areas, with clear goals, responsibilities, and community-driven plans.
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