Infrastructural Development as a Tool for Enhancing
Rural Development: Case Studies from Nigeria,
Tanzania and China

POPOOLA AYOBAMI"
HANGWELANI MAGIDIMISHA-CHIPUNGU?

ABSTRACT

Effective rural service delivery and improved infrastructure
provision have been identified as a driver towards improving the
livelihood conditions of rural people. Identifying this has resulted
in the development of infrastructure-driven policies for the
development of rural areas. This paper aims to explain the role
played by infrastructure in enhancing rural livelihood(s) in
Nigeria, Tanzania and China using a thematic review of literature.
This study examined rural livelihoods, infrastructure investments
and policy directions in Nigeria, Tanzania and China. The paper
concludes by making arguments for the adoption of several rural
development strategies that can trigger rural development. The
suggested triggers include agricultural financing, the promotion
of indigenous technologies, the encouragement of public-private
partnerships, and the adoption of robust agricultural policies.
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Introduction

One of the dilemmas of rural development in Nigeria is its neglect
at the expense of urban areas (Adamu, 2016). Todaro and Stilkind
(1981) report that the increasing rate of urbanisation in the
developing countries of the world has resulted in the total neglect
of their rural spaces. They aver that the rapid urbanisation of much
ofthe developing world is the outcome of a philosophy and a failed
strategy of development that has emphasised industrial and urban
growth, at the expense of agricultural and rural development.
Identifying the negative effects of the uncontrolled and unplanned
urbanisation in these regions, Todaro and Stilkind (1981) suggest
the need for the adoption of a policy for proper investments in rural
areas, as rural population distribution is now on the increase.
Buttressing assertions regarding limitations on the livability in
rural areas, Alston et al. (2006) report on issues relating to the
quality of and access to services in the rural areas in Australia,
classifying them as low or poor when compared to those in urban
areas, thus highlighting the high level of inequality between
service provision in rural and urban areas.

Wu, Lyu and Li (2019) report that the unbalanced development of
urban and rural areas in China influences the level and quality of
education in China's rural areas. Grgi¢ et al. (2010) and Khan
(2019) found this influence on education to be an issue in their
studies, stating that rural zones are subject to several socio-
economic problems, lack sufficient tangible and non-tangible
socio-physical infrastructure, and experience neglect despite large
rural populations. Mazibuko (2012) argues that despite the
abundance of resources in rural areas, their livability and
sustainability is still threatened owing to little or no physical
investments to sustain the rural populace's demands. In trying to
correct the rural neglect, governments across the globe have
introduced various policies to correct the rural disadvantage.
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Examples of such policies include: trade liberalisation; selective
rural engagement through the European Neighbourhood
Programme for Agriculture and Rural Development (Kourtelis,
2018); modern traditionalism or the building of socialism;
villagisation by order and collectivisation (Nyerere, 1977); the
National Accelerated Food Production Programme; the Nigeria
Agricultural and Cooperative Bank's 'Operation Feed the Nation';
and the Green Revolution Programme by the Directorate of Food,
Roads and Rural Infrastructure (DFFRI) (Uba, 2012; Sam, 2014;
Paul, Agba and Chukwurah, 2014).

Irrespective of rapid urbanisation, rural areas remain a part of the
human space. However, rural areas have been described as a place
of abject poverty and infrastructural neglect. Studies (Ashley,
2000; Ako, 2018; Osuagwu and Osabohien, 2018; Chikozho and
Managa, 2018; Arif, 2019) have established that resource
endowments in rural spaces have not translated to attention and
preference being given to rural areas in aspects of policy and plans
formulation and implementation which ought to translate into
development, and the need for enhanced rural sustainability. In
Nigeria, rural dwellers can be said to be under-developed due to
inequality in the provision of facilities such as unequal access to
education, health care, technology, institutional support and
markets (Oyekale, 2009; Okunola, 2016; Akinsola and Adewumi,
2018). It is generally inequitable and inefficient to deny basic
services to rural people.

Although over the last decade, international aid has rightly
stressed the importance of concentrating on the poor, it has
neglected rural areas and thus the majority of disadvantaged
people. This is an indication that the rural areas in Nigeria, which
currently accommodate over 60 per cent of the Nigerian
population, have long been neglected. Rural development which
includes the provision of infrastructure (Asian Development Bank
[ADB], 2007) is imperative for improving the rural economy
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(Stewart, 2010). It thus becomes a duty for planners to investigate
rural infrastructure investments and demands, and to assess how
much rural livelihoods have been enhanced.

Methods And Materials

Like Nigeria - a super-power in Africa and often viewed as a more
developed state within Africa, the People's Republic of China can
be described as a developing or developed country, depending on
what criteria are considered, and it is thus a great country or a
superpower in waiting (Akinterinwa, 2017). Nigeria is aptly
referred to as the 'Giant of Africa', based on varying criteria (Zulu,
2009), and continues to own her share of global interaction and
trading relationships with countries such as the USA, UK, Japan,
Ghana and China. China is an emerging Asian giant
(Ianchovichina, Ivanic and Martin, 2009), with great global
impact across African countries (Humphrey and Michaelowa,
2019). Nigeria is rapidly becoming China's second-largest trading
partner, with trade between the two countries reaching over $3
billion in 2006 (Taylor, 2007) and still on the increase (Okonkwo,
2018).

This study argues, without prejudice or neglecting the trade
relationship between the two countries, that there is a need for the
sharing of ideas (policies, monographs) that have shaped the
country (China) towards development. It further argues that the
rural policies that have been adopted in China and considered a
success towards the development of her rural areas should be
adopted by Nigeria and used as a yardstick for bilateral interaction.
The reason for considering China as an efficient rural
development example for Nigeria is borne from the views of
Akinterinwa (2017), who avers that China has over the years
improved its capacity through self-projected economic, political,
military, technological and cultural means.

While Nigeria is considered close to self-sustainability in the
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political, military and cultural sectors, it remains less
economically sustainable (Adisa, 1994; Deekor and Maekae,
2015; Osakwe and Audu, 2017). The study further considers
factors such as the population composition, the human
development index (0.72 and 0.49 respectively) (Aneki, 2016), the
heterogeneity of the people and the language, similar land masses,
military defeats and invasions, the history of civil unrest and
foreign occupations, improved living standards within all spaces,
and improved participation in governance by rural people (Royal
Oak, 2018) as arguments for considering rural China as a case
study. Marafa (2015) argues that while China and Nigeria both
have a vast population, China has been able to work towards
meeting the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which later
transformed into the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG); an
achievement yet to be achieved in urban Nigeria, let alone rural
Nigeria. Summarising the relationship between the two countries
is the currency swap recently introduced in Nigeria to ease the
flow oftrade and limit the need for dollars (Udo, 2018).

As with China, the relationship between Nigeria and Tanzania is
unique, and these two countries share some similarities. Hoel
(2008) investigated the military relationship that exists between
Nigeria and the United Republic of Tanzania. Nigeria moved its
capital city from Lagos to Abuja, and Tanzania has also
experienced the movement of its capital city, which moved from
Dar es Salaam to Dodoma. Tanzania was also colonised by the
British government like Nigeria, and it gained its independence in
1961, while Nigeria gained its independence in 1960. Nigeria and
Tanzania have a similar maximum rainfall level and the hottest
season in both countries falls between November and February.
Both countries formed a republic after their independence from
Britain, thus both countries have historical similarities in their
independence: Nigeria is characterised by the coming together of
three ethnic groups - the Hausa, Igbo and the Yoruba, while
Tanzania is characterised by two countries coming together.
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History World (2018) states that in 1964, the two leaders of two
different countries, Nyerere and Abeid Karume from Tanganyika
and Zanzibar respectively, came together to arrive at the United
Republic of Tanzania. Reports states that 69.1 per cent of Tanzania
and about 70 percent of Nigeria's populace resides in rural areas
(Brycesonetal.,2018; Bessong and Ojong, 2019).

The effect of independence and the origin of urbanisation in
Tanzania is a reflection of migration from neighbouring villages to
Dar es Salaam. Just as Nigeria is characterised by regional variations
in development and immense pressure on urban land areas, so too is
Tanzania. In Nigeria revenue and in-country finance is mainly
dependent on oil (Odularu, 2008; Obi, 2010), while Tanzania's
revenue and in-country finance is mainly derived from agriculture
(Vuyisani, 2003), which indirectly means a heavy dependence on
rural areas in Tanzania. Nigeria as a country needs to consider
diversifying its revenue stream by including the agricultural sector,
and the Nigerian government continues to work towards the
diversification of the country's economy (Onoh and Ndu-Okereke,
2018). In Tanzania there has been heavy investment in infrastructure
development, with a focus on rural areas, and this has received
unfaltering political commitment over the years (Government of
Tanganyika, 1964). The Tanzanian government is thus actively
pursuing equality in the urban and rural spaces (Unterhalter and
Heslop, 2012), something which Nigeria needs to embrace.

The increasing relationship between countries and the undoubted
global integration among countries of the world have erased the idea
of an isolated state. In the face of internationalisation of policies and
cross country partnerships across the globe, nations of the globe,
including Nigeria, are faced with adopting ideologies from their
various neighboring countries and trading partners. Globalisation of
economies provides both positive and negative effects. With
increasing Chinese investment in Africa and most especially
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improved investment and trade volume in infrastructure,
commercial dealings and political alignment in Nigeria, China
continues to consciously and unconsciously influence and shape
Nigerian policy direction (Taylor, 2007). Likewise, Nigeria and
Tanzania's relationship continues to soar high (Channels Television,
2018; Premium Times, 2018). This study attempts to look at the case
studies of China (a developed country) and Tanzania (a developing
country) to explain the rural development approaches used in these
countries and consider what can be adopted in Nigeria towards the
development of rural areas. This article examines rural development
approaches in Nigeria, China and Tanzania and also proffers some
ideals that may be incorporated from China and Tanzania into
Nigeria. Secondary data from archives, journals, documents and
press releases are used for the study. The sub-topics are thematically
examined and explained.

Rural Livelihoods-development And Infrastructure

Although the term 'livelihood' has an early history, it began to enter
the development lexicon significantly in the 1970s. The foremost
definition of livelihood was given by Chambers and Conway
(1992), as comprising the capabilities, assets (including both
material and social resources) and activities required for a means of
living. The United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)
(1998) defines livelihood as the means, activities and entitlements
by which people make a living. This consists of a dynamic system
that integrates both the opportunities and assets available to a group
of people for achieving their goals and aspirations, as well as
interactions with and exposure to a range of beneficial or harmful
ecological, social, economic and political perturbations that may
help or hinder groups' capacities to make a living (UNDP, 1998).

Livelihood then encompasses the multifarious activities and sources
of support, especially for poor rural and agricultural households
(Chambers, 2005). That is, a combination of the resources used and
the activities undertaken by a household for the material
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provisioning of its members' needs (Department of International
Development, 2009). These resources consist of individual skills
and abilities (human capital), land, savings and equipment (natural,
financial and physical capital respectively) and formal support
groups or informal networks that assist in the activities being
undertaken (social capital) (Abiodun and Ayangbile, 2016). This
may involve information, cultural knowledge, social networks and
legal rights, as well as tools, land and other physical resources
(Blaikie et al., 2004). Within the purview of this study, the physical
resources way entail the physical infrastructure needs for improving
household livelihoods or promoting rural development.

The World Health Organisation (2010) and the International Fund
for Agricultural Development (IFAD) (2010) report that the
remoteness of rural areas owing to mobility challenges and limited
access by rural people to infrastructure has resulted in increasing
poverty, with over 1.4 billion poor in developing countries alone.
Zegar and Floriaficzy (2012) aver that the dichotomy of rural-urban
infrastructure provision is mainly due to the high cost of service
delivery associated with rural spaces. Infrastructure remains
relevant and an essential ingredient for the success of a modern
economy (Stewart, 2010), likewise it stands as one of the
complementary factors for economic growth. Infrastructure is seen
as a heterogeneous term which can be classified as physical
structures, and social and economic infrastructure includes
servicing facilities such as schools, hospitals, network utilities,
energy, water, transport, and digital communications (Chan et al.,
2009; Bottini, Coelho and Kao, 2013). Rural infrastructure is a
broad term covering the basic facilities and services needed for rural
communities and rural development (Food and Agricultural
Organisation [FAQO], 2006). Rural areas are grossly neglected as far
as development projects and infrastructure are concerned (Adebayo,
2014). They remain marginalised in terms of the most basic
elements of development (Chinsman, 1998) and are characterised
by high infant and maternal mortality, low life expectancy due to a
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lack of potable water, poor electricity supply, poor health care,
inadequate educational and recreational facilities and insufficient
motorable roads (Oyeranti and Olayiwola, 2005). It thus remains
pertinent to enhance the development of rural areas in terms of the
level of economic development, quality of life, access to
opportunities, facilities and amenities, standard of living, and
viability, since a large percentage of the population is found in the
rural areas (Adebayo, 2014).

The quality of services for many rural people is considerably poor
(Ogeidefa, 2010). Coupled with a social infrastructure dearth, rural
areas are characterised by high levels of exhaustion, exploitation of
the rural natural resources, and pollution of the rural environment
(Jiangetal., 2017; Xiao etal., 2017; Yokohari et al., 2017). For over
four decades in Nigeria, all attempts to put the rural areas on course
for development have failed (Abiola, 2017; Agwu, 2017; Chimela et
al., 2017). Studies by Oyeranti and Olayiwola (2005); the National
Bureau of Statistics of China (2014); and Zhu, (2015) point out that
rural areas are a major concern to governments, multilateral
institutions and policy makers in different countries, as the
conditions in the areas continue to worsen and poverty is a major
issue in the rural areas despite their potential.

The relationship between rural development and access to quality
and affordable education has been reiterated by Hinzen (2000).
Mabogunje (1980); Wen (2012); and Zhu (2015) have identified the
role that rural education plays in increasing household enterprises
and businesses, bringing about improved and increased human
resources and social change. The goals of rural development
embrace, in addition, a systematic improvement of the other
institutional, physical and social infrastructures in such rural
communities (Titilola, 2008). The World Bank (2004) states that
there exists an indirect relationship between rural infrastructure
provision and household health conditions and communal levels of
mortality. Studies by Hernandez and Taningco (2010); and Portugal-
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Perez and Wilson (2012) point to the relevance of transport
infrastructure in enhancing mobility, promoting trade, and
generating more income for households. Ismail and Mahyideen
(2015) assert that differences in the quantity and quality of
infrastructure may account for differences in transport costs, and
hence, variations in competitiveness. Summed up, the Department
for International Development (DFID) (2001) and Abiodun and
Ayangbile (2016) report that social and physical amenities remain
adriver of improved livelihoods conditions.

In attempting to explain the infrastructure-livelihoods nexus,
Abiodun and Ayangbile (2016) have identified that livelihood can
be improvised by the physical, ecological, social, and economic
environment in which people find themselves. For example,
livelihood can be determined by education (defined by education
infrastructure access, affordability and availability) and training/
apprenticeship, migration and exposure (which is explained by the
availability of training facilities and the training conditions). The
potential of arriving at a sustainable livelihood condition is
dependent on the livelihood assets available to a given individual,
household or group that can be used in livelihood activities. These
assets (tangible and intangible) such as food stores, cash savings,
resources in the environment, claims and access to materials,
information, education, health services and employment
opportunities all provide households with options to earn a living.
According to Eldis (2010), using physical capital (basic
infrastructure) such as roads, buildings, energy, communications,
water and sanitation, schools and ICT, and using producer goods
including tools, livestock and equipment enables people to pursue
their livelihoods. It includes facilities that people own and those
that they have access to (roads, irrigation systems, telephone
networks, etc.), whether provided by the government or by the
private sector (and whether free or paid for).
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The German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and
Development (BMZ) (2017) in Nepal reports that food security
has been achieved for 14,830 families through infrastructure
provision and collaborative initiatives with the government and
the people. A total of 33 kilometres of the planned 48 kilometres of
road infrastructure have already been completed and an additional
17,000 pupils have been registered in the 58 schools offering basic
education. The educational infrastructure's proximity has led to
increased female children's registration and enrolment for the
geographically and economically disadvantaged potential
students. Brushett and John-Abraham (2006) identify that one way
of improving rural people's income in Peru is with infrastructure
bundling. In Tanzania, Ghana and Cameroun, Steel and van
Lindert (2017) report that increased rural infrastructure
investments in ICT, communication, and transport have led to
increased household income, increased urban food security,
increased trade connectivity between urban and rural spaces, less
and effective use of remittance and finally local and regional
development which promoted local development livelihood
transformation for households and rural communities at large.

In Nigeria, Oyseola (2007) in his study in the Akinyele LGA of
Oyo state reports that poor education infrastructure conditions
have led to increased travel times and distances to school for
children and this limits their households' human development
index. He concludes that the level of infrastructural development
is a significant determinant of the ability of rural dwellers to
improve their productivity and standard of living. Likewise the
Community and Social Development Project's Micro Projects in
the rural areas of Edo state in Nigeria show an average drop in
travel distance from home to school 0f 29.72 minutes and a 47 per
cent reduction in the cost of buying water following infrastructural
improvements. Improved access to quality water sources has
reduced the average distance to such sources by 5.82 kilometres
and the travel time to these water sources has been reduced by
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10.56 minutes (Emokaro and Oyoboh, 2016).

RURAL DEVELOPMENT: NIGERIA, TANZANIA AND
CHINA

Rural Policy Attempts in the Nigerian Experience

Currently only 20 per cent of Nigeria's rural population has access
to electricity (Lawal, 2014). Ipingbemi (2008) observes in the
Amuro district in Kogi State that passengers pay three times more
per kilometre for transport on untarred rural roads, compared to the
cost of travel on tarred roads, and the Central Bank of Nigeria's
survey in (2002) confirms that most rural roads are in bad
condition. A survey conducted by Hall (2006) reveals insufficient
provision of pipe- borne or potable drinking water, as 50 per cent of
the city dwellers and 90 per cent of the rural dwellers lack access to
potable water. As a result, a large proportion of households have
resorted to drawing water from unhygienic sources. This has led to
the interrogation of the relevance of local government to the
people. Within the local government, Oyesola (2007) identifies
that programmes such as the Local Empowerment and
Environmental Management Programme, the Second National
Development Project and the Community-based Agricultural and
Rural Development Programme have only limited success in many
cases because of the lack of structural support, changing of the
government and failure to recognise the diversity in the livelihood
activities of rural dwellers across the ethnic and ecological zones
of Nigeria.

Studies on rural development approaches in Nigeria have revealed
mixed results, as the various policy attempts in rural Nigeria have
been marred by both successes and failures. Abdullahi, Jahun and
Sabo (2016); the Directorate for Food, Roads and Rural
Infrastructure (DFRRI) (1989); Okon (2016); Oladipo (2000); and
Sam (2014) report that Nigeria has had many Development Plans
over the years to try and improve the state of the country's
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infrastructure. These include the 1st National Development Plan
(1962-1968); the 2nd National Development Plan (1970-1974);
the 3rd National Development Plan (1975-1980); the 4th National
Development Plan (1981-1985); and three Rolling Plans from
1990-1992, 1993-1995 and 1996-1998 respectively. There was
also Vision 2010, the National Economic Empowerment and
Development Strategy and currently Nigeria 20:2020.

According to Sam (2014), there have been attempts by successive
regimes in Nigeria at poverty reduction and rural development;
and the approaches have usually been determined by the
interpretation given to rural development by the different regimes
or interventionists. Prominent among these programmes, as noted
by Sam (2014), are: 1972 — the National Accelerated Food
Production Programme and the one by the Nigeria Agricultural and
Cooperative Bank; 1976 - Operation Feed the Nation to teach the
rural farmers how to use modern farming tools; 1979 - the Green
Revolution Programme to reduce food importation and increase
local food production; 1986 —the DFFRI; 1987 — the National
Directorate of Employment; 1993 — the Family Support
Programme and the Family Economic Advancement Programme;
2001 — the National Poverty Eradication Programme that replaced
the failed Poverty Alleviation Programme; and 2004 —the National
Economic Empowerment and Development Strategy which was
meant to achieve poverty reduction through wealth creation,
employment generation and value re-orientation. While many of
these programmes have failed, the DFFRI (1986) remains a policy
that greatly influences the livelihoods and the physical
infrastructural demands of the rural people, as the policy embarked
on the construction of access roads from farming locations to
markets and the provision of irrigation services where needed.

4.2 Rural Developmentin China
Since the Republic of China was founded in 1949, its regional
policy has undergone several major adjustments in line with the
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changes to its environmental and national development strategies
(European Union, 2011). China's imbalance between its urban and
rural spaces cannot be ignored (Kanbur and Zhang 2003; Khan
and Riskin, 2004) as there exists disparity and income inequality
between the rural and urban spaces and the rural areas are plagued
by poor service delivery (Ghosh, 2011; Yusuf and Tony 2008),
leaving rural residents vulnerable (UNDP, 2013) with uneven and
diversified development conditions (Zhu, 2015).

China has actively embarked on reforms (land and financial),
ranging from intensive use of land to increased financial access to
policy-based support in the rural spaces (European Union, 2011).
These reforms serve as a means to rural employment and the
optimisation of resource allocation (Scientific Development
Research Group, 2012; Shanghai Academy of Development and
Reform [SADR], 2013; GOVCN, 2015; Wang, 2005) and have
resulted from improved agricultural investments, a household
responsibility system and liberalised agricultural product markets
and prices. These have encouraged the development of operational
systems and township enterprises (Cheng, 2006; National Bureau
of Statistics of China, 2014), improved public services (Gu, 2006),
increased rural education investment and increased social capital
flow (SADR, 2013; Shi and Chen, 2008; Zhu, 2015). All of this has
given birth to improvement in the general living standard in China
(Zhu, 2015) and the improvement of the social safety net (Wen,
2012). Achieving the coordinated development of urban and rural
areas has been the focus of the Chinese government since the new
millennium (Hualou et al., 2011), with the introduction of a
dualistic economic structure and a formulated rural development
mechanism (Ghosh, 2011), improved infrastructure provision and
agricultural modernisation (Wang et al., 2005; Wang,2013).

In China, it has been observed that decades of reform have changed
the economic landscape of the country (Sonntag et al., 2005).
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These authors opine that this change has led to increased farm
employment (40% of rural residents), improved agricultural
income and rural industry, and the transformation of domestic and
international markets, all of which have changed the face of rural
China.

The Tanzanian Approaches to Rural Development

The merger of regions - Tanganyika and Zanzibar - to form the
United Republic of Tanzania remains important to the regional
development of the country. At independence in 1961, Tanzania as
a nation, like Nigeria, was still considered poor in terms of the
traditional criteria of per capita production for the market
economy and consumption. An imbalance in development was
also evident, as the physical and social infrastructure was
concentrated in towns and export or cash crop-producing areas.
The remainder of the agriculture and the rural population was
largely left alone, and these rural people were sometimes called
upon as a labour reservoir for labour-demanding estates. The
government introduced the Self-Help/Village Settlement Scheme
from 1961 to 1966. This self-help scheme was intended to make
rural communities and households self-sustaining, and it was
intended that the increasing rural populace would go through an
incremental process to improve their living standards. The
government introduced the scheme in phases and invested in basic
initiatives to support the process.

Coulson (1982) informs that rural development in Tanzania was
based on rural self-reliance with communal arrangements in
ownership, work effort and the sharing of benefits; in other words,
modern traditionalism or the building of socialism (Nyerere,
1977). The post-independence era was marked by continued
global support, and the bulk of the support and cooperation came
from European countries. Germany's Ministry for Economic
Cooperation and Development engaged in intensive and
productive cooperation with the government of Tanzania to bring
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about visible development in rural areas. The Tanga region was
one of the focus areas of the bilateral co-operation between the two
countries, with the formation and operation of the Tanga
Integrated Rural Development Programme (TIRDP) between
1972 and 1991. The TIRDP, classified as a bilateral capital and
resources intensive project, was required to improve the living
standards of the rural population of the Tanga Region, and this was
carried out in three support phases: the Infrastructural Support
Phase (1975-1979); the Institutional Support Phase (1977-1983)
and the Target Group Orientation Phase (1983 onwards).

Losch and Michaud (2016) provide a post-2000 analysis of rural
development in Tanzania. They opine that the 2000s was a decade
of strong investment in designing visions and development plans.
Following the formulation of the Development Vision 2025
(2000), the National Rural Development Strategy was drafted in
2001, followed by the Agricultural Sector Development Strategy
(ASDS) in 2003, and its operationalization through the
Agricultural Sector Development Programme (ASDP), adopted in
2006 (Losch and Michaud, 2016). As such, actions in the
agricultural sector progressively became a major component of
the new National Strategy for Growth and Reduction of Poverty
(NSGRP I and II). The proliferation of strategies, plans and
programmes on one side, and the reality of the government's
organisation on the other side — with five ministries in charge of
agriculture or dealing with agricultural issues - led the government
to adopt crosscutting approaches to manage the growing
coordination problems. In 2009, the Kilimo Kwanza Initiative (or
Agriculture First) was launched by President Kikwete as a
national resolution to accelerate agricultural transformation.
Formulated under the patronage of the Tanzania National
Business Council (TNBC), it proposes a holistic approach based
on a public—private dialogue with discussion groups and the direct
involvement of the private sector for the modernisation of the
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agriculture sector (Losch and Michaud, 2016).

Hella et al. (2006) highlight that the government is mandated to
support national and non-governmental establishments to
research and extend programmes to improve their effectiveness,
and to promote public-private partnerships in the process of
product manufacturing, innovation and commercialisation. The
researchers are required to present an overview of the strategies
used by their research establishments to improve the productivity
of resource-poor farmers by using cheap and locally available
material in the Kyela and Matombo sites in Tanzania. This strategy
has been instituted by the Tanzanian government to capture the
existing situation in the research areas, to promote the prevailing
macro-economic policies, and to stress the need for the
sustainability of technology.

CONCLUSIONAND LESSON FORNIGERIA

Conclusion

Rural areas' experiences cannot be explained in isolation. They
remain a part of the human space, thus rural development remains
a necessity as rural sustenance remains critical for urban survival
and sustainability. The aspect of rural development is significant
to and rests squarely within the purview of the planning profession
as the planners' focus is geared towards facility location, service
delivery, liveability, equity and quality of life for all.

As stated by the Cork Declaration (1996), rural development
consists of different activities, which help rural areas maintain
their economic, ecological and social functions. Targeting rural
migration into urban areas, combating household poverty,
stimulating employment, providing equal opportunities and
improving service delivery in rural areas are some of the suggested
ways to uplift rural communities. Rural development and
resettlement will play an increasingly important role in mobilising
the continent's latent resource (mineral, human, cultural, social
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and economic) base (Neumeier 2017; Rogge, 1977; Shariati and
Dadfar, 2017).

Khan (2001) highlights that economic stability, competitive
markets and public investment in physical and social infrastructure
are widely recognised as important requirements for achieving
sustained economic growth and a reduction in rural poverty. In
addition, because the rural poor's links to the economy vary
considerably, public policy should focus on issues such as their
access to land, credit, education, health care and support services,
and their entitlement to food. Most of these activities are within the
planners' routine planning responsibilities, but before planners can
proffer infrastructural solutions to rural areas and bring about
sustainability within households, they need adequate and relevant
data on the rural household characteristics and livelihoods. This
will facilitate the required investigation into the outlook of the rural
environment, the infrastructural demands and the livelihoods
opportunities that can be adopted towards enhancing rural
settlement sustainability.

The relevance of rural areas cannot be under-emphasised, as the
livelihoods of the dwellers within these areas cannot be of less
relevance to environmentalists. The promotion of equity and social
inclusion to translate them into improved livelihoods, enhanced
productivity and improved quality of life remains the focus of
planners. The rural areas are important operational theatres for
urban and regional (physical) planners to bring about sustainable
development that translates into improved livelihoods and
enhanced quality of life of rural households.

Lesson for Nigeria from the Chinese and Tanzanian
Experiences

One major lesson to be learnt from regional and rural development
efforts in China is that Nigeria's government should always imbue
the culture of a bottom-up approach towards planning, which is also
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known as 'planning with the people'. It has been discovered from
the review of literature that China has begun the process of paying
much more attention to its rural areas. Nigeria's government should
focus more on developing its rural spaces that are far behind when
compared to the country's urban areas in terms of development.
This will always be a benefit for the country as it decongests its
urban areas which have become centres for various social and
economic vices.

It has been discovered that China is now making frantic efforts to
further develop its agricultural and industrial sectors, aimed at
addressing poverty across all its regions. This is laudable and
Nigeria should take a cue from the People's Republic of China in
this regard, as this will make development permeate through all of
its regions or spaces. It has also been discovered in this study that
there have been consistencies in policy making in China; reflected
in their five-year development plan, where one development plan
leads to another. There has also been focus and political will across
regimes in all their regional development efforts, which has
translated into the economic growth of the nation, most importantly
for the rural Chinese. This should serve as a lesson to Nigeria that
changes policies like clothes, as with each regime change there is a
change in policies and this lack of consistency does not benefit the
average man on the street.

China is today one of the leading producers of different industrial
and agricultural products across the world. The country does not lag
behind in the areas of science, technology and education, and
Nigeria would do well to follow this practice Studies by Ugwuanyi
and Chukwuemeka (2013) and Madu, Yusof and Suyatno (2015)
identify that the role of governance, policies and political will
cannot be ignored in the rural development of Nigeria.

This study identified policy inconsistencies, poor policy
implementation, a top-down approach, limited political will, local
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government corruption, unpopular government leaders and the
imposition of leaders, which are borne from the lack of local
government autonomy, to be some of the limitations to the
development of rural areas. This study argues that for the potential
of rural areas to be maximised and for household capacity to be
improved, as in China, a consistent rural government must be put in
place, which is autonomous and has the political will and strength
to propel the rural space's capacity and development through
policies that enhance physical and social infrastructure provision.

Farm mechanization and a tax-free agricultural system could be
adopted as the means of embracing rural household farming. It is
also imperative that rural infrastructure provision and household
financing remain viable routes to sustainable livelihoods, as proven
in the case of China. Rural areas in Nigeria remain deficient in
infrastructure and improved technology. The Nigerian government
can learn from China, which encourages growth through local-craft
industrialization; investment in agricultural infrastructure;
improved accessibility across all regions and public service
provision. It is hypothesized that this will translate into improved
rural household capacity. The place of community participation
cannot be over-emphasized in rural planning and development.
Nigeria should as much as possible incorporate the local populace
in development issues about their localities, as was adopted by the
Tanzanian government in the Tanga Integrated Rural Development
Programme. Tanzania's policies and development remain a source
of great interest to both academics and policy makers. The lack of
relationships between political intention, implementation and the
results achieved remain a major setback towards rural development
in Nigeria.

Halfway through the first five-year planning period in Tanzania it
became clear that the strategy chosen was unsuccessful. The main
objectives listed above were not achieved. It was a centre-down
strategy with capital, technology and expertise expected to come
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largely from abroad. The central government failed to supply
enough input, and some inputs which arrived were used
inefficiently, resulting in limited spreading of the effects. This was
the case with the settlement schemes. Growth was patchy and slow;
but more importantly, development in the country was influenced
more by external factors than by the Tanzanian authorities. This is
also an issue peculiar to Nigeria's rural developmental strategies
and Nigeria, like Tanzania, is also being influenced by external
factors which dictate the state of development in the country.

Nigeria and Tanzania both remain blind to the ideology that all that
is needed to trigger development in the rural areas is investing in
agriculture and creating policies relating to agriculture. This issue
remains an ideal that needs to be revisited by both countries. The
place of indigenous technology financing and promotion remains
relevant to rural development in Nigeria and it needs to be
integrated into the rural development strategies in the country. As
such, encouraging private investments through improved public-
private partnerships for rural development cannot be ignored by the
government of Nigeria, as it will help to bring about the rural
modernization embraced by the Tanzanian government.
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