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ABSTRACT: As part of the poverty reduction strategies and human developments, various levels of 

governments across the third world countries including Nigeria are now collaborating international 

organisations through some organs of the United Nations (UN) that focuses on  social programmes such as 

United Nation Development Programme (UNDP).To determine the awareness and the extent at which these 

programmes have impacted on the people in Nigeria particularly Ekiti state, the study adopted  survey research 

method where questionnaire were administered among the actors involved and the beneficiaries of the 

programmes from Ekiti state. The study found that, the impact of UNDP programmes on the people were not 

effectively felt because both the policies and projects of UNDP are not well articulated in the study area. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 
For some years now, aid practitioners had been struggling with how to address the impact of precarious states of 

developing countries especially the continued developmental failure in many parts of the third world nations like 

sub-Saharan Africa, sub-SouthAsia and Latin America;  where there werehigh level of poverty with lowest level 

ofsocio-economic development, socialsecurity and standard of living. This however has attracted the attention of 

World Bank groups to develop interest towards good governance and international assistance through 

international agencies such as UNDP. The concept of governance and international development assistance 

however convered broadly and centre around the idea of governance as the exercise of authority over a 

country’s economic, political, and social affairs. Governance is defined as the way the rules are made, norms are 

institutionalised and actions are being structured, sustained, regulated and also held accountable (Eminue, 2005). 

As such, governance may take many forms, as it may be driven by different motivations with many different 

results generation. For instance, a government may operate democratically where citizens have a right to vote on 

who should govern and control  public good, or by appointment to govern a small organisaton with a specific 

aims. 

 

The UNDPaccording to Brown, M.M. (2003) is the UN's global development network, an organisation 

advocating to help people build a better life.The UNDP was established in 1965 by the United Nations General 

Assembly, and became operational in January 1966. The overall mission of UNDP was designed to assist the 

third world contries to realise a sustainable  and human development, to help them develop national capacity by 

giving an overriding priority to eradicating poverty and building equity. 

 UNDP has a major  rolesit plays, one, it provides expert advice, training, and grant support to developing 

countries in order to help in achieving  ranges of national and international goals, such as the Millennium 

Development Goals (MDGs) DOI. (2001). In this context, it is being  regarded as the largest source of 

development funding and government technical assistance within the UN system. Secondly, UNDP on the other 

hand supports the coordination of UN activities at national level through what is called Resident Coordinator 

system that manages, and closely working with the national government as a development partners; and hence 

focused on the following core goal DOI. (2001). 
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 Achieving the MDGs and reducing human poverty; 

 Fostering democratic governance; 

 Managing energy and environment for sustainable development; 

 Supporting crisis prevention and recovery; 

 Responding to HIV/AIDS. 

How it can best respond to these focus areas are redefining from its framework on a regular interval. In any 

case, within the context of the priority areas, the UNDP supports projects and programmes at all levels (global, 

regional, national, states and local governments), in collaboration with numerous partners, providing advice, 

building capacity, and co-funding or funding innovative activities. Its annual Human Development Report is 

widely used and considered authoritative. 

 

However, the international community and domestic citizens expectstates to practice good governance, or at 

least to strive to improve the quality of governance inorder to meet the needs of their people. This expectation 

involves a wide variety of governancecomponents, including democratic elections, respect for human rights, and 

strong economicdevelopment. Today foreign aid with the purpose of improving governance is the most 

commonand significant tool for promoting democracyThomas (2009). According to the CBN (1999:63), the 

UNDP serves as a catalystin midwifing sustainable human development. It is also involved in 

technicaldevelopment of small and medium enterprises (SME) as part of its povertyalleviation programme in 

collaboration with state and localgovernments andvarious communities nationwide.The modus operandi of 

UNDP is to provide a counterpart funding whileparticipating states also provide their own counterpart and 

cooperation in support ofUNDP projects. The following are some schemes through which UNDPpresently 

undertakes its poverty reduction programmes across Africa and including Nigeria according to Hussaini, 

(2014).: 

(a) Short Term Advisory Resources (UNISTAR); 

(b) Transfer of Knowledge Through Expatriate Nationals (TOKENS); 

(c) African Project Development Facilities (APDF); and 

(d) Nigerian Project Development Facilities (NPDF) 

Development aid organizations began addressing a quickly overflowing basket of interrelated and overlapping 

issues under the general rubric-anticorruption, institution building, governmental accountability, transparency, 

legal reform, public sector management, and others (Hussaini,2014). Proponents of this argued that governance 

was not just one more priority in what seemed in those years a continually expanding arena of development aid 

enthusiasms. Rather, they held, poor governance was a central cause of underdevelopment, and remedying was a 

crucial key that would unlock progress across the developmental landscape. 

UNDP, as being part of the extended organ of UN works as a global development network, that engages civil 

society organisations (CSOs) from all levels and promote the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) where it  

support every person in their efforts to build a better life through good governance and development 

programmesUN General Assembly (1974). CSOs do access certain UNDP funding mechanisms, including the 

Thematic Trust Funds, the Partnership Facility, and a Small Grants Programme. In practice, the UNDP at the 

national level strongly encourages governments  including reluctant governments  to build broad-based national 

ownership and to include the participation of civil society in its programmes this however promotes multi-

stakeholder dialogue on key policy and development objectives such as the MDGs, an approach also evident in 

global and regional level programmes. 

UN General Assembly resolution 3251 (XXIX) 1974; created a Special Unit for Technical Cooperation among 

Developing Countries (SU/TCDC) within the UNDP (UN General Assembly, 1974). The strategic aim of the 

Special Unit is to make developing countries effective partners with all other actors in achieving the Millennium 

Development Goals even at the incidence of extreme poverty by UNDP (2004a). 

Meanwhile,  the 2006 United Nation Development Programme (UNDP) report states that in reality most of the 

states in Nigeria especially the peculiarity of some region makes them suffer from administrative neglect, 

crumbling social infrastructure and services, high unemployment rate, social deprivation, abject poverty, filth, 

squalor and endemic conflict. This has led governance and international assistance taken a positive shape. Both 

DFID and the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) have carried out governance programs with 

state governments to sustained local  communities in which several such authorities are favored as aid 

recipients; UNDP programme has therefore been  acknowledged as a significant contributor to achieving the 

specific  Millennium Development  Goal  (MDG)  targetAgena J.E (2016). The programme had supported 

Nigerian government in their efforts to achieve sustainable human development,  the advancement of women, 

the regeneration of the environment, the creation of sustainable livelihoods to help people build a better 

life,achieving the MDGs and reducing human poverty, Fostering democratic governance, managing energy and 

environment for sustainable development, Supporting crisis prevention and recovery and responding to 

HIV/AIDSMolokwu N (2010). 
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II. THE PROBLEM 

The tasks of all societies remain how to create a system of governance that supports and sustains human 

development especially for the deprived and peripheral. And the quest for a clearly and articulated concept of 

governance to achieve this has however still inadequate (UNDP 1997a: 2) 

It has been known in Nigeria today that every government embarks on one form ofpoverty reduction strategy or 

the other. However, what has remainedunanswered is the extent to which these programmes have impacted on 

thepoor ; the target population.Recent studies on the subject poverty and its reduction agencies as well 

asprogrammes indicate that considerable gap exists between the target objectivealleviating or eradicating 

poverty and achievement. It seems that theefforts of various governments are ineffective and therefore not much 

hasbeen done to actualise the benefits. For poverty reduction agencies, theirresults do not seem to justify the 

huge financial allocations to themKwachukwu (2008). Poorpeople’s perceptions of formal poverty reduction 

institutions are largely thatof ineffectiveness and irrelevance in their lives as government povertyreduction 

activities contribute little in their struggles to survive and rarelyhelp them to escape poverty.More disturbing is 

the fact that despite the colossal amount of resourcescommitted to those programmes, the poverty situation 

aggravates, and morepeople fall into the poverty region instead of escaping.It has earlier been pointed out that 

the alarming rate of poverty in Nigeria hasnot come into being as a result of non-challant attitude and non-

recognition ofthe problem at handNdukwe C. (2015). It has also not come by as a result of lack of response 

tothe yearning of the poor people to be emancipated from their ratherdeplorable and frustrating state of near-

despair.The fact is that no Nigerian Government, be it military or civilian, has comewithout introducing and 

leaving behind one form of poverty alleviation orreduction programme meant to reduce the level of poverty, 

give hope andsuccour to the poor and, or move towards some sort of wealth creation.Strategies, policies and 

plans have been articulated; programmes and projectshave been formulated and executed over the years. For 

instance, atindependence in 1960, poverty eradication efforts in Nigeria centeredoneducation, while Operation 

Feed the Nation (OFN), the Green Revolution,War Against Indiscipline (WAI), Peoples Bank, Community 

Banks,Directorate of Food Roads and Rural Infrastructure (DFFRI), NigerianAgricultural Land 

DevelopmentAuthority (NALDA), Family EconomicAdvancement Programme (FEAP), Better Life for Rural 

Women, FamilySupport Programme (FSP), National Directorate of Employment (NDE),Mass Transit 

Programme (MTP), Guinea Worm Eradicating Programme(GWEP) and Petroleum (Special) Trust Fund (PTF), 

Sure-P existed in the past and presently N-Power by Buhari Administration.; Most of it with the intervention of 

international organisation likes UNDP. 

The role of these ideas has not achieved its objectives and most of the literatures were predominantly only 

focused on their features. In dealing with the issue of good governance, this paper has attempted to discuss the 

differences of conceptualisations flourishing in the good governance agenda. This work focused on empirical 

evaluating the progress of the UNDP programme and planning for its optimizationin Ekiti and OsunState. 

 

Research Objectives 

This work was conducted to: 

1.  find out how Nigerian government partners with UNDP in promoting good governance, resource 

control and local development in Nigeria 

2.  examine the impacts of UNDP programmes on the people in Ekiti. 

3. find out the challenges been faced by the state governments to access international donors for 

international assistance 

 

III. JUSTIFICATION FOR THE STUDY 
The demands by the third world countries for international assistance to assist in growth that is critical in 

bringing about transformations of the lives of both men and women, especially among the poor, mostly from the 

disadvantage local area. The growing importance of local governance is to capture human development that 

could enhanced servive delivery and standard of livingOdikamnoro (2014).UNDP, UNICEF, and other 

international donor organisations have through this focus areas of assisted local governance through poverty 

reduction, improving on environment and energy, provision of water and sanitation, providing logistics for crisis 

prevention and recovery and, supporting and creation of establish entitlements (UNICEF, W.H.O. 2010). This 

were being made especially for the poor and the marginalized local areas through enhanced system of 

democratic participation and representation; and however, using this to improve public provision of goods and 

services for local communities.UNDP operates with a broad conception of improved good governance to 

include civil societies and the private sectors. Good governance is a major agenda in UNDP thus, playing a 

leading roles especially in the promotion of good governance. Moreover, the rest of the UN system is adopting 

UNDP’s drives for good governance resulting from the  prominent roles UNDP has play in development policy 

debates (Weiss 2000: 804). 
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However, with UNDP’s programmes this research work offers solutions to thelingeringproblem of poverty and 

poor development in Nigeria and givea clear concept of the system of governance that supports and sustains 

human development especially for the deprived and peripheral. It is aswell, improve on the already existing 

knowledge about the availability, the accessibility and the roleof foreign assistance to the developing countries 

of the world. 

 

 Data Collection 

Data  for this study were collected  throughsurvey and documentary study across Ekiti State. In survey 

technique, the researcher visited the project sites of the UNDP in Ekiti state and  questionnaire were 

administered to collect information from the actors involved and the beneficiaries of the programmes.Secondly, 

the documentary study involved the data collection using relevant records on the programmes, the reports and  

relevantand related documents. This was facilitated throughaccess to official documents and periodic reports,  

the internet, newspapers, magazines, seminar papers, and conference papers. 

Population  

The population for the study were comprises of the beneficiary communities in Ekiti State, the benefiting local 

government area, Ekiti State Ministry of urban and regional planning and other public office involved in the 

implementation of UNDP programme in Ekiti State.One hundred and fifty (150) questionnaires were 

administered among the actors involved and the beneficiaries of the programmes across the study area.  

 

IV. DISCUSSIONS 
Arising from the responses gotten through the questionnaire administered across the study area, the essential 

information derived is interpreted and discussed as follows 

A. Partnership of Ekiti State government with UNDP in promoting good governance, resource control and 

local development across Ekiti state. 

S/N Description  Frequency % 

1 Through Private Public 

partnership 

5 3.3 

2 Through the Government 

Agencies 

10 6.6 

3 Through Non-

GovernmentalOrganizations 

5 3.3 

4 Through International 

Organizations 

10 6.6 

5 Through Civil Society 02 1.3 

6 Through Philanthropist 6 4 

7 Not Visible 140 93.3 

 

From the table above , it was inferred   that the respondent who took part in the question had negative 

assessment about the way Ekiti state government partner with UNDP in promoting good governance, resource 

control and local development in Nigeria, specifically, 140 or 93.3% respondent out of all indicated that the 

programme is not viable nor visible The Civil  Society  are not even aware of the UNDP Development 

programmes nor what their activities are and what they do to promote good governance, since there is no 

awareness from the government there cannot be participation neither can people benefit from the 

programme.Collaboration and implementation that should be through government agencies, Non-governmental 

Organisations, Philanthropist are not taking any active part in the UNDP programme to enhance growth and 

development particularly at the local level and so their effect is not felt in the society.  The summary is as 

follows: 

1.  That the Private Public Partnership with UNDP in promoting good governance is not visible and as 

such, not realistic 

2. That there has not been awareness from the government, collaborations and implementation that should 

come from the government has not taken any active part. 

3. That the International Organisation are not monitoring the effectiveness of UNDP programme in 

Nigeria society, the effect is felt.  

4. That the Non-governmental organisations and the Philanthropist are indifferent to the issue of UNDP in 

enhancing good governance. 

5. That a large number of people responded to the invisibility and unawareness of the programme in the 

society. 
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B. The impact of UNDP programme on the targeted population in Ekiti State to alleviate poverty 

S/N Description Frequency % 

1 The programmeisnot spread across Ekiti State 140 93.3 

2 No grantmade available to students through the 

programme 

145 96.6 

3 the programmedoes not have provision for  women 

especially to accesssoft loan  

145 96.6 

4 The programme has not reduced  poverty  since their 

collaboration with Ekiti State government 

148 98.6 

5 Majority of the members of communities have not  

benefitted from UNDP programme in Ekiti State 

145 96.6 

6  UNDP has adequately helped in development of Ekiti 

State to alleviate poverty 

148 98.6 

7  There is no adequate awareness of UNDP in Ekiti State 140 93.3 

8 The supposed UNDP programmehasnotfostered 

development in Ekiti state 

145 96.6 

  

UNDP is basically designed to improve the quality and standard of living of the people in the state, but, sequel 

to the  information provided through  the table above,it was well established that the impact  of UNDP has  not 

being felt at every quarter.  93% of the respondent said the programme is not known in the state, 96% of the 

women denied ever been empowered by UNDP, In summary, the government failed to create adequate 

awareness of the programme therefore the purpose was defeated since it has not foster any meaningful 

development in the state. The summary is as follows: 

1.  That the programme is not all over Ekiti State and the impact is never felt in the growth and 

development of the state. 

2. That scholarship was never given to student neither were the women been empowered to alleviate 

poverty. 

3. That there has never been any noticeable effect of the programme in reducing the level of poverty in 

the society. 

4. That many people responded not to have benefitted from UNDP programme. So, the programme has 

never lessen nor ease the rate of poverty in the state.  

5. That there is no awareness of the programme in the state and therefore, has never in any way foster 

development. 

 

C. The challenges faced by governments and individuals in assessing international donors for assistance 

S/N Description Frequency % 

1 Inadequate information for the people 148 98.6 

2 unaware of the plight or quest of the state for 

development by the UNDP 
145 96.6 

3 Inefficiency of the government in educating the 

indigenous people 
145 96.6 

4 Lack of accessibility of the Donors 148 98.6 

5 Inability of the government of the state to reach out to the 

International Donors? 
145 96.6 

 

From the above information provided in the above table, many of the respondent talked about lack of adequate 

information on the programme, they are not aware of the International Donors who are willing to support the 

state to enhance development, Donors are not accessible, the state itself did not make their plight or quest for 

development known to the International Donors, hence, there is no sensitivity from them on the need to promote 

good governance and local development in the state.  The summary is as follows; 

1.  That there has not been adequate information on the programme.  In view of this, International donors 

could not be assessed for assistance. 

2. That the UNDP Organisers are not aware of the plight or quest of the state for assistance in order to 

promote development. 

3. That the indigenous people who actually need empowerment to solve the problem of poverty are not 

adequately educated on the programme. 

4. That the State government is not doing anything to reach out to the International Donors for assistance 
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V. CONCLUSIONS 
The contribution of major donors and international organisations now including governance programs to their 

portfoliosthrough the international assistance are more becoming policy towards supporting governance in 

developing countries to allivate thedearth ofthe third world countries, including Nigeria; this has 

howeverassisted most of the developing countries with low level of socio economic development using 

international agencies such as UNDP. This concept is being used to assist the government of the concern 

countries to improve their economic, political, and social affairs. UNDP has been acknowledged as a significant 

contributor to achieving millennium developmental goals (MDG) thoughthe flowing of the good governance. 

Despite the significant roles plays by UNDP in socio-economic development across the developing countries, 

much has not been felt in Nigeria especially in Ekiti state. The impact of UNDP programmes on the people were 

not effectively felt because the policies, projects and programmes are not adequately channel, informed and 

articulated. 

In sum, the definition of international supporting organization and its core mission has to well understand by the 

people, from this, people would be able to access the programme and a sustainable development can be 

adequately guaranteed. 

 Furthermore, we need to know more about the relationship between the international organizations, the national 

and the states governments in the multilateral development system so to be able to identify the opportunities 

programmes of the aiding donors towards local governance and project execution.     

 

REFERENCES 
[1]. Agena, J.E. (2016). “The Politics of Poverty Reduction in Nigeria: A Study of the Activitiesof Ebonyi 

State Community Based Poverty Reduction Agency” African Journal of Political and Administrative 

andStudies (AJPAS)  

[2]. DOI. (2001). Accenture, Markle Foundation and UNDP Release Findings of Digital  

[3]. Opportunity Initiative [online]. Press release. Available from: <www.opt- 

[4]. Brown, M.M.( 2003) (n.d.) The Way Forward: The Administrator’s Business Plans 2000 –  

[5]. 2003 [online]. UNDP (unedited draft). Available from: <www.undp.org>. 

[6]. Eminue, O.E. (2005). Public Policy Analysis and Decision Making Lagos: ConceptPublications. 

[7]. Hussaini, A.H. (2014). “An Appraisal of the Performance of National Poverty Eradication 

[8]. Programme (NAPEP)on Poverty Reduction in Bauchi State”. Journal of  

[9]. Humanitiesand Social Sciences (IOSR – JHSS), vol.19, Issue 1, Ver. III Pp. 49 

[10]. Molokwu, N. (2010). The Challenges of Reducing Poverty in Nigeria: Repositioning HomeEconomics 

for”.Department of Home Economics Ebonyi State University Abakaliki. 

[11]. National Bureau of Statistics (2010). Nigeria Poverty Profile: The Harmonized NigeriaLiving Standard 

Survey.Abuja: National Bureau of Statistics. 

[12]. Ndukwe, C. (2015). Issues in Rural and Community Development. Enugu: John Jacob’sClassic 

publishers Ltd. 

[13]. Nwachukwu, L. and Onwubiko, O. (2008). “Poverty Alleviation as a Policy Problems inNigeria: 

Lessons of Experience and Perspective For Solution”. African  

[14]. Journal of Political and Administrative Studies (AJPAS) vol. 4 No. 1 pp. 251-270. 

[15]. Odikamnoro, O.O., Ikeh, I.M., Uhuo, C.A., Akpan, J.I., and Azi, S.O. (2014). “A survey of parasites in 

drinkingwater sources in rural communities of Ohaukwu local government area of Ebonyi State, 

southeast Nigeria–implication for Public  

[16]. Health” Journal of Public Health and Epidemiology Vol. 6(4), pp 165-168.  

[17]. Thomas Carothers (2009), Aiding Democracy Abroad: The Learning Curve (Washington,D.C.: The 

Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, ),  

[18]. UN. (2006). Delivering as one. Report of the Secretary-General’s High Level Panel [online].  

[19]. Available on www.un.org.  

[20]. UN General Assembly (1965).Resolutions adopted by the General Assembly 

during its twentieth session [online]. Available from: www.un.org. 

[21]. UN General Assembly (1974) “NGA Resolutions on new dimensions of Technical 

Cooperation”. In TCDC – Basic Documents [online]. Available from: tcdc.undp.org. 

[22]. UNDP (2004a). Sustainable Development Networking Programme, Report of an independent external 

assessment [online]. Available from: www.sdnp.undp.org. 

[23]. UNDP (2004b). Bridging the Gender Digital Divide. A Report on Gender and ICT in Central and 

Eastern Europe and the Commonwealth of Independent States [online].  

[24]. Bratislava, Slovak Republic: UNDP. Available from: europeandcis.undp.org. 

[25]. UNDP (2005). Gender and Diversity in Management Gender Scorecard [online]. Available from: 

www.undp.org. 

http://www.undp.org/execbrd/pdf/dp00-8.PDF
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/20/ares20.htm
http://tcdc.undp.org/knowledge_base/basics1.asp#Item4
http://www.sdnp.undp.org/sdnpeval/SDNP-assessment-report-Final.pdf
http://europeandcis.undp.org/files/uploads/ICTD/Gender%20and%20ICT.pdf
http://www.undp.org/execbrd/PowerPoint/UNDP%20gender%20policy%20-%20%20EB%20Annual%20Session%2015%20June%202005%20v4.ppt


American Journal of Humanities and Social Sciences Research (AJHSSR) 2018 
 

 A J H S S R  J o u r n a l                     P a g e  | 40 

[26]. UNDP/UNFPA (1999). Financial, Budgetary and Administrative Matters. Multi-year Funding 

Framework, 2000-2003 [online]. Available from: www.undp.org. 

[27]. UNDP/UNFPA (2003). Second multi-year funding framework, 2004-2007 [online].  

[28]. Available from: www.undp.org 

[29]. UNICEF, W.H.O. (2010) Joint Monitoring Program for Water Supply and Sanitation. 

[30]. United Nations Development Report (2001), Nigeria Human Development Report 

2000/2001Millennium editedUNDP Lagos. 

[31]. Uzondu, J. (2012) “NAPEP” How not to fight poverty  

[32]. (on-line: www.nigerianewworld.com)  

[33]. Weiss, Thomas (2000): “Governance, good governance and global governance: conceptual and actual 

challenges”, Third World Quarterly, Vol. 21, No. 5, pp. 795-814. 

[34]. Weiss, Thomas G. and Tatiana Carayannis (2000): “The UN, Its Economic and Social Ideas, and Their 

Agents: Toward an Analytical Framework”, Paper presented at the Thirteenth Annual Meeting of the 

Academic Council of the United Nations System (ACUNS) hosted by the Norwegian Institute for 

International Affairs (NUPI) “The Erosion of Traditional Paradigms. Transnationalism versus 

Sovereignty in the New Millenium”. Oslo, Norway, 16-18 June 2000. 

[35]. WHO, U. (2010) Joint Monitoring Program for Water Supply and SanitationWASH in schools. 

[36]. in Nigeria (2008) (on-line:www.wsmpnigeria.wordpress.com). 

[37]. World Bank (2011). Nigeria: Poverty in the Midst of Plenty. Washington DC: World BankGroup. 

[38]. World Bank (2004) Millennium Development Goals for health rising to the challenges. 

[39]. Multi-country Evaluationof IMCI effectiveness, cost and impact progress report 

 

 

 

 

http://www.undp.org/execbrd/pdf/dp99-30.pdf
http://www.undp.org/execbrd/pdf/dp03-32e.pdf

