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ABSTRACT 

The study focused on the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in the development of thei’r communities 

within some selected communities in Enugu State of Nige ’ria. B’roadly, the pu’rpose of the study 

was to examine how the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs mobilize thei’r community membe’rs and ‘resou’rces, the 

level of collabo ’ration with the gove’rnment institutions, p’roblems they encounte’r, and how the 

community membe ’rs pe’rceive the developmental effo ’rts of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. The study was 

guided by the Pa ’rticipato ’ry Theo ’ry. A desc ’riptive su’rvey ‘resea ’rch design was used. Based on 

the sample size of 396 de’rived f’rom a population size of 45,000, 396 questionnai’res we’re 

dist ’ributed to the ‘respondents in six communities located in the selected communities. 

Desc ’riptive statistics and Pea’rson P’roduct Moment Co ’r’relation Coefficient we’re used fo ’r data 

analysis. Findings of the study show that; t ’raditional ‘rule’rs continue to play an active ‘role in 

mobilizing community membe ’rs and ‘resou’rces fo ’r development pu’rposes, collabo ’ration 

between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove’rnment institutions exists but ‘remains la ’rgely info ’rmal in 

natu’re, political inte ’rfe ’rence is the majo ’r challenge affecting the effectiveness of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs in community development, and community membe ’rs gene ’rally hold positive pe ’rceptions 

‘rega ’rding the developmental effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. The study concludes that 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs continue to occupy a vital position in the community development p ’rocess in 

Enugu State. On the bases of these, this study ‘recommends among othe’rs that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs 

should adopt mo ’re inclusive community mobilization st ’rategies, gove ’rnment should 

institutionalize collabo ’ration between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and fo ’rmal gove’rnance st ’ructu’res, 

measu’res should be int ’roduced to minimize political inte ’rfe ’rence in t ’raditional institutions, and 

adequate financial and institutional suppo ’rt should be p’rovided to t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background to the Study 

T’raditional ‘rule ’rs occupy a unique and endu’ring position in the gove ’rnance a ’rchitectu’re of 

Nige ’ria. Long befo ’re the coming of colonial administ ’ration, indigenous institutions of autho ’rity 

made up of kings, chiefs, emi’rs, and va ’rious catego ’ries of community heads stood as the 

p’rincipal agents of maintaining social o ’rde’r, dispute ‘resolution, ‘resou’rce allocation, and 

community mobilisation ac ’ross dive ’rse ethnic nationalities. Afte’r independence, the ‘role of 

these t ’raditional institutions has unde ’rgone impo ’rtant t ’ransfo ’rmation, yet they ‘retain 

conside’rable influence at the g’rass’roots level, pa ’rticula’rly in matte’rs pe’rtaining to community 

development (Nweke & Ezeibe, 2022). 

 

In the case of Enugu State, one of the states located in South-East geo-political zones of Nige’ria 

and whose majo ’rity ethnic composition is Igbo, the t ’raditional institution exists within the ‘rich 

cultu’ral t ’radition of Obi (palace of the t ’raditional ‘rule ’r), the Igwe (pa’ramount ‘rule ’r), and othe’r 

council of elde’rs. These institutions a’re not only a symbol of past t ’raditions but also the active 

pa’rticipants in the p’rocess of development of thei’r communities (Onah, 2021). In any 

community in Enugu State, Igwe holds high mo ’ral standing and enjoys significant social p ’restige 

and often functions as an inte’rmedia ’ry between diffe ’rent levels of gove’rnment and the people 

(Ugwu & Ani, 2023). Community development is unde ’rstood as a p’rocess in which communities 

seek to imp ’rove thei’r socio-economic and cultu ’ral conditions and actively engage in the p ’rocess 

of development, often on thei’r own initiative (United Nations, 1955 as cited in Lawal & Abe, 

2011). Nowadays, in Nige ’ria, community development is associated with the p ’rovision in 
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‘relation to p’rovision of basic inf’rast ’ructu’re like ‘roads, education, health ca’re, wate’r supply, 

elect ’ricity and ma ’rkets, as well as building social cohesion, envi’ronmental sustainability and 

empowe’rment of locals (Nwachukwu, 2019). In ‘ru’ral and pe ’ri-u ’rban a’reas such as the one found 

in Enugu State, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs act as the key agents fo ’r development activities by mobilizing 

labo ’r and ‘resou’rces which a’re not possible fo ’r fo ’rmal gove ’rnmental st ’ructu’res (Ejidike, 2020). 

The ‘relationship between t ’raditional ‘rule and community development is, neve ’rtheless, f’raught 

with p’roblems and complexities. Resea’rche ’rs have found that whe’reas some t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

a’re cha’racte’rized by commendable dedication to community development, othe ’rs exhibit 

elements of pe ’rsonalization of community ‘resou’rces, pat ’rimonialism, ma’rginalization of 

excluded individuals, and involvement in elite captu ’re of development activities (Acemoglu & 

Robinson, 2019; Eze & Eze, 2022). Fu ’rthe’rmo ’re, the constitutional ambiguity ‘rega ’rding the 

status of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in Nige ’ria they a ’re not constitutionally ‘recognized as one of the th’ree 

tie ’rs of gove’rnment poses difficulties ‘related to accountability, coo ’rdination and ‘resou’rce 

mobilization, which ‘reduces thei’r developmental potentials (Nweke, 2020). In the case of Enugu 

State, the’re has been an inc ’reasing gove’rnment inte’rest in the ‘role of t ’raditional institutions in 

the development planning since the post-2016 pe’riod. 

 

Enugu State has at va’rious at va’rious times, set up T ’raditional Rule’rs Councils, and invested in 

them an adviso ’ry ‘role in issues ‘relating to ‘ru’ral development, secu’rity management, and conflict 

‘resolution (Enugu State Gove’rnment, 2019). In spite of such institutional innovations, the 

empi’rical lite ’ratu’re on the actual involvement of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in selected communities of 

Enugu State in tackling issues of community development is spa ’rse and scatte’red. Most of the 

extant lite ’ratu’re focuses on mac’ro-level analysis o ’r looks at othe’r states, thus c’reating a 
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contextual knowledge gap which this ‘resea ’rch aims to fill (Ugwu, 2021). This study, the ’refo ’re, 

will investigate the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development in selected communities 

of Enugu State, looking specifically at how they sou ’rce fo ’r ‘resou’rces, act as inte’rmedia ’ries 

between gove’rnment and the communities, eithe ’r p’romote o ’r inhibit the pa ’rticipation of 

membe ’rs of the community, and handle the p ’roblems inhe’rent in thei’r institutional envi’ronment. 

The selected communities we ’re taken f’rom Enugu No ’rth, Enugu South, and Igbo-Eze South 

Local Gove’rnment A’reas in o ’rde ’r to give a compa’rative dimension to the study with a ‘range of 

u’rban f’ringe, semi-u ’rban, and ‘ru ’ral settings.  

 

1.2 Statement of the Problem  

While the significance of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in g ’rass’roots gove’rnance and community 

development in Nige ’ria, the’re ‘remain significant empi’rical gaps in ou’r unde’rstanding of the 

mechanisms th’rough which these ‘rule ’rs t ’ranslate into tangible developmental achievements, and 

the limitations that hinde ’r them f’rom doing so. In Enugu State, the combination of ‘rapid 

u’rbanisation, educated young populations, political inte ’rvention by elected ‘rep’resentatives and 

competition between the t ’raditional and mode’rn fo ’rms of gove’rnment has made the situation 

complicated fo ’r the developmental capacity of t ’raditional institutions (Ani & Ewoh, 2021). It 

appea’rs f’rom the lite ’ratu’re ‘review that community development initiatives in communities 

within Enugu State a’re usually cha ’racte’rised by low mobilisation, insufficient involvement of 

community membe ’rs, abandonment, and unsustainability even in the face of t ’raditional 

institutions that should be capable of secu ’ring the loyalty and pa’rticipation of the community 

membe ’rs (Nweke & Ezeibe, 2022). 
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This is puzzling and b’rings about c’ritical issues such as; do t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs take advantage of 

thei’r autho ’rity to initiate development within thei’r communities? What dete’rmines the ability of 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs to become development agents? And if ‘refo ’rms a ’re ‘requi’red, which ‘refo ’rms 

would make them mo ’re efficient in initiating development? The issue becomes mo ’re challenging 

by the absence of empi’rical studies at the community level that can offe ’r detailed answe ’rs to the 

above questions. Without these studies, inte ’rventions will be gene’ralisations that will not be able 

to captu’re the developmental context of pa ’rticula ’r communities in Enugu State. This study 

add’resses this p’roblem by gene’rating empi’rical data f’rom selected communities which b ’ring to 

light the ‘reality of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and communities’ developmental inte’ractions in Enugu State. 

 

 1.3 Objectives of the Study  

The ove’rall objective of this study was to assess the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in the development 

of communities in selected communities of Enugu State. Specifically, this study sought to: 

1. Examine the extent to which t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs mobilise community membe ’rs and ‘resou’rces fo ’r 

development in the selected communities of Enugu State. 

2. Assess the level of collabo ’ration between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove ’rnment agencies in 

foste’ring the development of communities in the selected communities. 

3. Asce ’rtain the majo ’r challenge faced by t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in thei’r developmental ‘roles in Enugu 

State. 

4. Evaluate the community membe ’rs’ pe ’rception on the pe’rfo ’rmance of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in 

foste’ring community development. 

1.4 Research Questions 

 In o ’rde’r to achieve the objectives stated above, this study was guided by the following ‘resea ’rch 

questions:  
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1. To what extent do t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs mobilise community membe ’rs and ‘resou’rces fo ’r 

development in the selected communities of Enugu State? 

2. To what extent do t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove ’rnment agencies collabo ’rate to foste’r community 

development in selected communities of Enugu State?  

3. What is the majo ’r challenge faced by t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in discha ’rging thei’r community 

development ‘roles in Enugu State? 

4. How do community membe ’rs pe’rceive the pe’rfo ’rmance of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in p’romoting 

community development?  

 

1.5 Hypotheses  

The following null hypotheses will se ’rve as the f’ramewo ’rk fo ’r the study:  

H01: The’re is no significant mobilization of community membe ’rs and ‘resou’rces fo ’r 

development by t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in the selected communities of Enugu State. 

H02: The’re is no significant collabo ’ration between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove ’rnment agencies in 

foste’ring community development in selected communities of Enugu State. 

H03: The’re a’re no significant challenges faced by t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in discha’rging thei’r 

community development ‘roles in Enugu State. 

H04: Community membe ’rs have negative pe’rception on the pe’rfo ’rmance of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in 

p’romoting community development. 

 

 1.6 Significance of the Study  

This ‘resea ’rch will have seve’ral implications fo ’r both theo ’ry and p ’ractice. In te’rms of theo ’ry, it 

will cont ’ribute to the existing body of knowledge about indigenous systems of gove ’rnance and 
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pa’rticipato ’ry development th’rough community-based evidence f’rom the case of selected 

communities in Enugu State. The study will cont ’ribute to discussions on the ‘role of indigenous 

institutions in meeting development objectives in ‘relation to mode’rn institutional plu ’ralism 

(Osaghae, 2022). In te’rms of p’ractical impo ’rtance, the findings of this study a’re ‘relevant fo ’r 

policy make’rs at the level of the Enugu State Gove ’rnment and the fede ’ral gove ’rnment who a’re 

inte ’rested in leve ’raging t ’raditional institutions fo ’r sustainable development objectives (SDGs), 

including SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities and Communities) and SDG 16 (Peace, Justice, and St ’rong 

Institutions). Fo ’r t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs themselves, the study offe’rs as a self-assessment of thei’r 

development pe’rfo ’rmance and how best to inc’rease thei’r pa’rticipation in the community 

development p’rocesses. This ‘resea ’rch will se ’rve as an impo ’rtant case study fo ’r students and 

‘resea ’rche ’rs in Public Administ ’ration, Political Science and Development Studies on how fo ’rmal 

and info ’rmal institutions of gove’rnance wo ’rk togethe’r in the context of community development 

in Nige’ria.  

 

1.7 Scope of the Study 

Geog’raphically, the study will cove ’r selected communities in Enugu State, pa’rticula ’rly those in 

Enugu No ’rth, Enugu South and Igbo-Eze South Local Gove’rnment A’reas. Thematically, the 

study will focus on the functions of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in ‘relation to ‘resou’rce mobilization, 

gove’rnment-community inte ’rface and p’roject facilitation fo ’r community development. The 

scope of the study spans f’rom 2015 to 2024, which is a decade of notable changes in 

development policy f’ramewo ’rk in Enugu State, ma’rked with the int ’roduction of the Enugu State 

Community Development Policy of 2018 and inc ’reased involvement of t ’raditional institutions in 

development planning at the state level. The ‘roles of info ’rmal community o ’rganizations, women 



9 

 

g’roups and NGOs in community development will not be conside ’red in the study, save fo ’r 

whe ’re the’re is inte’raction of such activities with those of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs. 

 

 1.8 Limitations of the Study  

As with all empi’rical social science ‘resea’rch study, the ’re a ’re limitations to this ‘resea ’rch study. 

Fi’rst of all, accessing t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs fo ’r inte’rviews was somewhat p’roblematic at times due to 

palace p’rotocols and busy schedules. This limitation was ove ’rcome by pe ’rsistent scheduling and 

use of cultu’ral b’roke’rs who we’re well-ve ’rsed in palace p’rotocols. Mo ’reove’r, the potential social 

desi’rability bias in ‘responses to su’rvey questions, whe’reby community ‘respondents may have 

given ove ’rly positive ‘responses conce ’rning thei’r t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs than what they t ’ruly think 

was handled using confidentiality assu ’rances and su’rvey data t ’riangulation with qualitative 

inte ’rview data. Again, choosing just th’ree Local Gove’rnment A’reas fo ’r the study means that the 

‘results cannot be gene ’ralized to the enti’re Enugu State, although the selective choice of 

communities f’rom diffe ’rent socioeconomic backg ’rounds makes the study mo ’re inte’resting.  

 

1.9 Definition of Key Terms  

Traditional Ruler: Fo ’r the pu’rposes of this ‘resea’rch study, t ’raditional ‘rule’r can be defined as 

an individual whose powe’r ove’r a pa ’rticula ’r community emanates f’rom histo ’rical and cultu ’ral 

p’ractices, and who has been fo ’rmally ‘recognized by the state gove’rnment acco ’rding to laws that 

gove’rn t ’raditional institutions. It includes Igwes (pa ’ramount chiefs), Ezes and and ‘recognised 

community heads in Enugu State (Enugu State Gove ’rnment, 2019).  

Community Development: Community development is seen as a delibe ’rate p’rocess whe ’reby 

the social, economic, physical and institutional conditions of a community a ’re enhanced by the 
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conce’rted effo ’rts of its inhabitants, with the help of gove ’rnments and othe’r development 

agencies (Nwachukwu, 2019). It is composed of inf’rast ’ructu’re development, p’rovision of social 

se’rvices, management of the envi’ronment and local economy development. 

Grassroots Governance: G’rass’roots gove’rnance may be seen as the p’ractice of leade ’rship, 

administ ’ration of community affai’rs, and p ’rovision of se ’rvices at the lowest level of the society 

using customa’ry institutions which ope’rate below the fo ’rmal st ’ructu’res of the local gove ’rnment 

(Lawal & Abe, 2011).  

Resource Mobilisation: Resou’rce mobilisation involves the identification, att ’raction and 

o ’rganisation of manpowe’r, financial and mate’rials fo ’r developmental pu ’rposes at the community 

level (Onah, 2021)  
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CHAPTER TWO 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

 2.1 Conceptual Review 

 2.1.1 The Concept of Traditional Rulers 

 The concept of ‘rule’rship is gene ’rally viewed as a fo ’rm of autho ’rity based on histo ’ry, cultu’re 

and custom and not as an elected one o ’r one appointed officially (Chi’roma & Jalingo, 2020). 

T’raditional ‘rule ’rs in sub-Saha ’ran Af’rica came into existence p ’rio ’r to the eme ’rgence of the 

contempo ’ra ’ry nation-state and continue to exist as in post-colonial societies. As Osaghae (2022) 

puts it, "the t ’raditional ‘rule ’r is the most ‘resilient political institution in Af’rican societies, de’rived 

f’rom the cosmological and socio-cultu’ral pe’rspectives of thei’r peoples." T ’raditional ‘rule’rs in 

Nige ’ria a’re institutionally hete’rogeneous, as in a multi-ethnic society like Nige ’ria. In Southeast 

Nige ’ria, whe ’re the state of Enugu is located, and among the Igbo-speaking people, the 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’r who is known by diffe ’rent names including Igwe, Eze, Obi, o ’r Onowu, 

exe ’rcises his political powe’r th’rough a council of titled men and elde ’rs (Ejidike, 2020). 

 

While in some othe’r ‘regions of Nige’ria, t ’raditional institutions such as the No ’rthe’rn emi’rates 

and the Yo ’ruba Obafemi model a ’re hie ’ra’rchical and cent ’ralized to a ce’rtain extent, the 

t ’raditional political institutions among the Igbo people of South-East Nige ’ria ope’rate on 

decent ’ralized and consultative p’rinciples (Nweke & Ezeibe, 2022). The fact that the ’re is a 

st ’ructu’ral diffe ’rence in the t ’raditional political institution is of significance when analyzing the 

‘roles of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in Enugu State with ‘rega’rd to community development since decision-

making is based on consultation. Academic lite ’ratu’re has distinguished de ju ’re and de facto 

t ’raditional political institutions, with the fo ’rme ’r ‘rep’resenting the ones fo ’rmally ‘recognized and 
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institutionalized in state law, and de facto t ’raditional autho ’rity, which may exist and command 

community legitimacy even in the absence of fo ’rmal state ‘recognition (Acemoglu & Robinson, 

2019). In Enugu  State, the Enugu State T ’raditional Rule ’rs Edict togethe’r with the subsequent 

amendments p’rovide the necessa ’ry law that ‘regulate the ‘recognition and ‘regulation of the 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs with a hie’ra ’rchy of positions sta’rting f’rom the Igwe of a pa ’rticula ’r community 

up to diffe ’rent g’rades as p’rovided in the gazettes of the gove’rnment (Enugu State Gove’rnment, 

2019).  

 

The O’rji & Olali (2010) definition of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs is the cultu’ral system whe ’reby leade’rs 

with p’roven ‘reco ’rd of thei’r leade ’rships, a’re nominated and/o ’r enth’roned acco ’rding to the 

p’rovisions of thei’r customa ’ry laws and no ’rms. T’raditionally, t ’raditional ‘rule’rship is the 

custodians of the people’s cultu’re, no ’rms, belief and customs p’ractices and it is the symbol of 

‘rights, t ’raditions, laws and p ’rivileges of the native people that include chiefs in council, elde ’rs, 

title holde ’rs and age g’rades, elected o ’r appointed due to thei’r cont ’ributions towa’rds the g’rowth 

and development of va’rious communities and fusion of powe’rs amongst the legislative, 

executive and judicia ’ry. In addition, The Dasuki Committee Repo ’rt (1987) defines a t ’raditional 

‘rule ’r as “the pe’rson who by vi’rtue of his ancest ’ry occupies the th’rone o ’r stool of an a’rea and 

who has been appointed to it in acco ’rdance with the custom and t ’radition of the a’rea”. 

Specifically, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rship can be summed up as “the agencies and custodians of 

t ’raditional p ’ractices, the customa’ry ‘regulato ’ry autho ’rities that ‘regulate the eve ’ryday affai’rs of 

life in an ethnic g ’roup. T’raditional ‘rule ’rship is p’redominantly constituted by t ’raditional ‘rule’rs 

and such institutions play a ve ’ry impo ’rtant ‘role in the development of the communities. 
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This explains why Egw ’rube (1988) desc ’ribes the t ’raditional ‘rule’rship as follows; “T ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs can be desc ’ribed as pe’rsons occupying communal political leade ’rship positions 

sanctioned by immo ’rtality, and a ’re th’rough the consent of community membe ’rs g ’ranted 

autho ’rity and legitimacy to gove’rn the affai’rs of pa’rticula’r ethno-cultu’ral o ’r linguistic g’roups in 

an o ’rganized fashion” The t ’raditional leade ’rs a’re thus legitimized because of thei’r t ’raditional 

autho ’rity and not by cha’risma o ’r legal- ’rational fo ’rm of autho ’rity. It is in this context that the 

cu’r’rent ‘resea’rch wo ’rk defines t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as those institutions that have been in existence 

in Nige ’ria p’rio ’r to colonialism and still exist in mode ’rn Nige ’ria that have p’rese ’rved and 

t ’ransmitted the customs and t ’raditions of thei’r people f’rom gene ’ration to gene’ration. T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs exist in many fo ’rms, acco ’rding to Umezulike, and Mba’ra (2021) citing Webe ’r (1964). 

They include:  

1. Gerontocracy: This is the t ’raditional ‘rule’rship whe’re the “Elde ’rs” come into p’rominence. 

The Elde ’rs a ’re knowledge and expe’rience. Thei’r g’rey hai’r in thei’r head ‘rep ’resents a symbol of 

matu’rity, old age, and the capacity to guide, di’rect, cont ’rol, and the younge ’r gene ’ration on how 

decisions should be made and executed fo ’r the development of ‘ru’ral communities o ’r villages. 

2: Patrimonial Traditional Rulership: This ‘refe ’rs to “t ’raditional domination.” It is a t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rship which is cha ’racte’rized by administ ’ration and milita’ry fo ’rces. They a ’re pe’rsonal means 

of domination fo ’r the maste’r. Examples a’re the Oyo Empi’re du ’ring and befo ’re the colonial e’ra. 

The t ’raditional patte’rn of domination was unde’rmined du ’ring the colonial e ’ra, in Lagos, Ekiti, 

Ondo, Osun and Ogun whe’re g ’reate’r autho ’rity existed. 

3: Patriarchal Traditional Rulership: This is de ’rived f’rom “inhe ’ritance”. It involves 

t ’raditional ‘rule’rs who inhe’rit thei’r positions of autho ’rity. Examples a ’re Obi of Onisha, Obong of 

Calaba ’r, Oni of Ife, Sultan of Sokoto, Shehu of Bo ’rno etc. Thei’r o ’rigin can be t ’raced to a male 
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po ’rtative ancesto ’r who was the founde ’rs of va ’rious clans and dynasty founde’rs. In the South 

East pa’rt of Nige ’ria (Igbos), the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rship is not inhe ’rited but ‘rounded achievement 

and ‘rotational. One should win th’rough an elected keen competition and pass the th’rone to his 

son unless he finds him in o ’rde ’r to hand down the th’rone to anothe’r pe ’rson. 

4: Feudal Traditional Rulership: It is “mode’rn t ’raditional autho ’rity” whe ’re the ’re is a limit to 

the maste’r th’rough the evolution of a mo ’re ‘reusable cont ’ractual type of ‘relationship between the 

subo ’rdinate and supe’rio ’r. In Eu’rope, in the middle ages, people got land and p’rotection f’rom the 

owne’r of the land and in exchange used to wo ’rk and fight fo ’r the same. In Nige ’ria, especially in 

No ’rthe’rn and Southe’rn Nige ’ria, the tenants a’re conside’red to be feudal (Nokuzola, 2014).  

 

2.1.2 Community Development 

 As a fo ’rmal concept and policy f’ramewo ’rk, community development eme ’rged in the colonial 

pe’riod when the B’ritish and Ame’ricans sta’rted using it as a method of managing and imp ’roving 

the conditions in the ‘ru’ral a ’reas and colonies (Lawal & Abe, 2011). The definition of the te ’rm 

‘community development ’ offe ’red by the United Nations (1955, cited in Nwachukwu, 2019) is 

that it is “a p ’rocess by which the effo ’rts of the people themselves a’re united with those of 

gove’rnmental autho ’rities to imp ’rove the economic, social and cultu ’ral conditions of 

communities, to integ’rate these communities into the life of the nation, and to enable them to 

cont ’ribute fully to national p ’rog’ress”. The Contempo ’ra’ry unde ’rstandings of community 

development have evolved conside ’rably beyond this ea ’rly fo ’rmulation. Schola ’rs such as Ife and 

Teso ’rie’ro (2006, as cited community development effo ’rts in Ani & Ewoh, 2021) a’re pa’rticula ’rly 

conce’rned about its emancipative and pa ’rticipato ’ry cha’racte’r, which implies that t ’rue 

community development should be initiated by community membe ’rs and aimed at ove’rcoming 
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st ’ructu’ral inequalities instead of solving thei’r symptoms only. This pe ’rspective has g’reat 

‘relevance in Nige ’ria due to the ‘repeated failu’re of top-down app’roaches to community 

development that did not involve locals in decision-making and implementation of the 

developmental p’rocess (Ugwu, 2021). In p’ractical te’rms, community development in Enugu 

state includes dive ’rse activities such as ‘road const ’ruction and ‘rehabilitation of ‘ru’ral ‘roads, 

development of community health cente ’rs, wate’r supply systems, educational institutions 

including schools and colleges, ma’rkets; conducting of ag’ricultu ’ral coope’ratives and ente’rp’rises, 

sanitation p ’ractices, and, finally, p ’rovision of inte’rnet access to ‘ru’ral a ’reas and vocational 

education fo ’r youths (Nweke & Ezeibe, 2022; Enugu State Gove ’rnment, 2019). T ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs can pa ’rticipate in each aspect of the community development mentioned above but thei’r 

level of involvement in each case va ’ries g ’reatly.  

 

2.1.3 Resource Mobilization in Community Development 

Resou’rce mobilization is the key to successful community development. If the ’re a’re not enough 

human, financial and mate’rial ‘resou’rces available fo ’r ‘realization of development plans, nothing 

can be done.  T ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in Nige ’ria have histo ’rically played a c ’ritical ‘role in mobilizing 

the community th’rough customa ’ry means such as communal labou’r ("Otu"), community taxes, 

cont ’ributions f’rom the indigenes living in the diaspo ’ra ("sons and daughte’rs of the soil") and 

assistance in p’rocu’ring lands fo ’r community p’rojects (Onah, 2021). Diaspo ’ra ‘resou’rce 

mobilization has become a notable featu ’re of the development initiatives unde ’rtaken by 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in Enugu State as a ‘result of the many people of Enugu State o ’rigin living in 

Lagos, Abuja and ove ’rseas. Acco ’rding to findings by Eze and Eze (2022), in communities whe’re 

the’re existed an effective diaspo ’ra netwo ’rk, t ’raditional ‘rule’rs with good lines of communication 
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with the netwo ’rk we’re able to p’rocu’re significantly mo ’re funding fo ’r development p’rojects than 

those whose funding was solely dependent on state gove’rnment allocations. The above findings 

emphasize the social capital and ‘relational netwo ’rk of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as development assets 

extending beyond the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ physical ju ’risdiction.  

 

2.1.4 Historical Background of Traditional Rulership in Nigeria 

 An app’reciation of the cu’r ’rent ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as agents of development in Enugu State 

‘requi’res an unde ’rstanding of these institutions in thei’r histo ’rical backg ’round. Befo ’re the advent 

of B’ritish colonialism in the last pa’rt of the nineteenth centu’ry and ea’rly twentieth centu’ry, the 

Igbo-speaking people of what is now Southeast Nige ’ria we ’re o ’rganized into independent village 

societies (ama) administe’red by councils of elde’rs, age g’rades (otu ogbo), and titled societies 

like the Ozo title holde ’rs (Ejidike, 2020). Pa’ramount chiefs with the powe’rs of “kings” we ’re not 

common in many Igbo societies; the ’re was a mo ’re diffuse and consensus-based system of 

gove’rnance. Int ’roduction of the Indi’rect Rule system by the B’ritish colonial gove ’rnment, which 

was bo ’r’rowed, albeit less effectively, f’rom the well-developed Indi’rect Rule system in the 

hie ’ra’rchical No ’rthe’rn p’rotecto ’rate, ma’rked the ‘radical t ’ransfo ’rmation of t ’raditional gove ’rnance 

systems in Igboland.  

 

The wa’r ’rant chiefs who we’re appointed by colonial powe’rs c’reated a’rtificial hie’ra ’rchical 

systems with little o ’r no t ’raditional legitimacy (Nweke & Ezeibe, 2022). This colonial 

inte ’rvention led to social un’rest, including the Women’s Up ’rising (also known as Aba Women ’s 

Riot of 1929) which opposed the autho ’rity of the wa’r’rant chiefs and the tax bu ’rden associated 

with them (Eze & Eze, 2022). The post-colonial Nige ’rian state adopted this institutional legacy 
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f’rom colonial Nige ’ria. T’raditional ‘rule ’rs became an integ ’ral pa ’rt of the gove’rnance st ’ructu’re, 

but the political powe’rs of these ‘rule ’rs we’re g’radually cu ’rtailed, especially afte ’r adoption of the 

1979 and 1999 constitutions, which did not envisage the position of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in the 

gove’rnance st ’ructu’re. Yet thei’r social, cultu’ral, and developmental influence ‘remained intact, 

sustained by the deep  impo ’rtance of the t ’raditional stool in Igbo cultu ’re and its ‘relevance in 

issues ‘relating to the dist ’ribution of lands, dispute ‘resolutions in the community and g ’rass’roots 

mobilization (Ugwu, 2021).  

 

2.1.5 Legal Framework Governing Traditional Rulers in Nigeria 

The legal f’ramewo ’rk gove’rning t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in Nige’ria mainly takes the fo ’rm of statutes 

enacted by the states in the absence of constitutional p ’rovisions that would deal with t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs within the context of a fede’ral constitution. Each of the states in Nige’ria has enacted 

statutes that lay down the ‘rules fo ’r ‘recognizing the stools, hie ’ra’rchy of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs, powe’rs 

and duties of the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and p’rocess of ‘removing them f’rom thei’r offices. In Enugu 

State, the ‘relevant legislation is the Enugu State Chiefs Law (Cap 17, Laws of Enugu State) and 

subsequent enactments which have defined the g ’rades of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in the state, thei’r 

allowances and adviso ’ry ‘role in development p’rog’rams in the state (Enugu State Gove ’rnment, 

2019). The Fede’ral Republic of Nige ’ria Constitution of 1999 (as amended) ‘recognizes 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs neithe ’r as pa’rt of the o ’rgans of gove’rnment no ’r does it fo ’rbid thei’r existence.  

 

Howeve’r, va’rious fede ’ral policies such as the National Policy on Community Development 

(2003) and NEEDS documents acknowledge the developmental ‘roles of t ’raditional integ ’rating 

them into gove’rnment-sponso ’red development p’rog’rams.  The gap in the constitution 
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conce’rning t ’raditional ‘rule’rs is an issue that has always been a cause of discou ’rse between 

expe ’rts and p’ractitione ’rs. Acco ’rding to Chi’roma and Jalingo (2020), the non-constitutionally 

‘recognized status of the t ’raditional ‘rule’rs makes them enti’rely at the me’rcy of the will of the 

gove’rno ’rs when it comes to the powe’rs, ‘resou’rces, and even the stools they hold. This 

vulne ’rability is likely to affect the capacity of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs to act independently as 

development facilitato ’rs. The’re a’re othe’rs who a’re of the view that constitutionally ‘recognizing 

the t ’raditional ‘rule’rs is bound to lead to bu’reauc’ratization and the ’reby dest ’roy the cultu ’ral 

legitimacy of the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs (Osaghae, 2022).  

 

2.1.6 Traditional Rulers and Their Contribution to the Development of Infrastructure in 

the Community  

As stated by Ofonago ’ro (1982), ‘ru’ral inf’rast ’ructu’re is the basic facilities and se ’rvices needed fo ’r 

the socio-economic development of the ‘ru’ral communities. These include: Roads and 

t ’ranspo ’rtation netwo ’rk B’ridges and culve ’rts Wate’r supplies Elect ’ricity and powe’r facilities 

Telecommunication facilities Schools and educational facilities Health facilities and hospitals 

Ma’rkets and sto ’res I’r’rigation facilities Community facilities Waste disposal and sanitation 

Public facilities to connect ‘ru’ral a ’reas to u’rban cente’rs and wo ’rld ma ’rkets (Ofonago ’ro, 1982). 

 

In the discha’rge of thei’r duties, it is infe’r ’red that acco ’rding to Aidelokhai (2022), it has been 

obse’rved that most t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs use local ‘resou’rces, such as labo ’r and mate’rials, in the 

p’rocess of developing inf’rast ’ructu’re, wo ’rk with the community to dete’rmine the needs fo ’r 

inf’rast ’ructu’re development, engage in inf’rast ’ructu’re development in a way that meets the 

demands of the community, collabo ’rate with gove’rnmental bodies and othe’r o ’rganizations to get 
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funding and expe ’rtise fo ’r the development of inf’rast ’ructu’re, p’rovide land fo ’r the const ’ruction of 

inf’rast ’ructu’res such as ‘roads, schools and health facilities, encou ’rage sustainability and conse ’rve 

the envi’ronment in the p’rocess of inf’rast ’ructu’re development, help solve any conflict that may 

come up in the cou’rse of inf’rast ’ructu’re development, thus keeping the p ’roject on t ’rack, ensu’re 

that the p’rocess of inf’rast ’ructu’re development ‘respects the cultu’re of the community, empowe’r 

community membe ’rs with the skills needed to take ca’re of inf’rast ’ructu’re facilities, and when 

need be advocate fo ’r policies that p’romote inf’rast ’ructu’re development in ‘ru’ral communities 

acco ’rding to Nweke (2020) 

 

In many communities in Nige ’ria, ag ’ricultu ’re is the majo ’r activity that most people engage in and 

any development made in the secto ’r t ’ranslates to an imp ’rovement in the life of the majo ’rity of 

people. Some t ’raditional ‘rule’rs set up mode’rn fa ’rms whe ’re fa ’rme ’rs f’rom villages unde ’r thei’r 

domain a ’re ‘requi’red to offe ’r manpowe’r fo ’r fa ’rming pu’rposes in ‘rotation. This se’rves to make 

the local fa ’rme’rs within eve ’ry single village in thei’r domains have pe’rsonal expe ’rience of 

mode ’rn ag ’ricultu’ral p ’ractices and its advantages. Acco ’rding to Kaba’ri and Nwogo (2021), apa’rt 

f’rom having thei’r own pe’rsonal demonst ’ration fa ’rms, the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs also ensu’re that 

mode ’rn fa’rm companies set up business in thei’r domains by ensu’ring that they have access to 

land, subject to the condition that they must allocate some of thei ’r yield to fa ’rme ’rs who g’row 

c’rops th’roughout, who a’re t ’rained and offe ’r ag’ro inputs including machine’ry fo ’r smalle ’r fa ’rms. 

This c’reates employment oppo ’rtunities fo ’r the youth, offe ’ring them the necessa ’ry t ’raining so 

that in futu’re they can be able to establish thei’r own mega fa’rms (Kaba ’ri and Nwogo, 2021). 

Some t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs challenge communities and fa ’rme ’r coope’ratives to wo ’rk towa’rds 

attaining a point whe ’reby none of the un-p’rocessed p’roduct comes out of thei’r communities. In 
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this case, they encou’rage the setting up of mini/mic ’ro ag’ro p’rocessing facto ’ries that will add 

value to the p’roducts coming out of thei’r communities. Some p’romote the expo ’rts of ag’ric 

p’roducts that come out of thei’r communities. 

 

T’raditional ‘rule’rs a ’re cultu’ral custodians of thei’r communities and t ’raditional autho ’rity holde ’rs 

in the community. Thus, the essence of the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rship institution is to keep alive the 

t ’radition, the customs, cultu’ral he ’ritage of the people and to manage, settle and ‘resolve 

disputes/conflict which a ’rises within o ’r between membe ’rs of the community using t ’raditional 

laws and customs of the people of that pa ’rticula ’r community o ’r society. No ’rmally, they a ’re 

‘rega ’rded and ‘refe ’r ’red to as the custodians of the no ’rms and cultu’ral values and p ’ractices of thei’r 

people. In addition to conceptual cla ’rification, Winjobi (2017) has pointed out the th’ree types of 

t ’raditional title holde ’rs whose titles stem f’rom o ’r have come th’rough the t ’raditions of the people 

despite the va ’riations in t ’raditions in te’rms of time, place, and level of cultu ’ral affiliation. Fi’rst, 

title holde ’rs who possess lite ’ral hono ’rific titles awa’rded to them by supe’rio ’r t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in 

app’reciation of the se’rvices ‘rende ’red by them to the society. They do not have any schedules o ’r 

duties to pe’rfo ’rm but simply se ’rve as good links in the chain of info ’rmation dissemination and 

mobilization of the people wheneve ’r the’re is a need fo ’r that. The second type of title holde ’rs 

consists of title holde ’rs o ’r occupants of titles/positions c’reated o ’r ‘recognized ‘recently. Unlike 

the one above, they may possess some fo ’rm of executive function but ‘rest ’ricted by the same 

laws that c’reated them o ’r gave them ‘recognition. 

 

The last catego ’ry is full time executive title holde’rs who unde’rtake executive ‘roles based on 

t ’raditions that a’re mostly ‘reve’red and ‘recognized and also exe ’rcise thei’r executive ‘roles. The 
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issues to do with t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs a’re inhe’rited f’rom the past. Its autho ’rity is mostly 

unquestionably adhe ’red to and p’racticed with ‘reve’rence. Its p’ractice entails continuity with the 

past fo ’r which its continuity is mostly unde ’rstood as a link between gene ’rations (Winjobi, 2017). 

The’re is no doubt that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs occupy a st ’rategic place in mode’rn Nige ’ria. This 

st ’rategic ‘role was g’reatly app ’reciated in diffe ’rent communities even befo ’re the time of 

colonization. It is fo ’r this ‘reason that the colonial maste’rs found it suitable to use them to 

accomplish thei’r objectives. One impo ’rtant featu’re of the t ’raditional institution is its ability to 

change depending on the ci’rcumstances. Umezulike and Mba ’ra (2021) have claimed that 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs a ’re ‘rega’rded as playing an impo ’rtant ‘role in helping the gove’rnment in 

keeping peace and o ’rde’r in the communities as well as ensu ’ring peaceful coexistence among the 

people with va ’ried ‘religious, ethnic and social backg’rounds. The way of life of common citizens 

in Nige ’ria is ve ’ry much pa ’rt of thei’r cultu’re and also se’rves to maintain thei’r cultu ’ral values and 

t ’raditions. They found that, the t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs a’re accessible to the common man when the ’re 

a’re p’roblems. Mo ’reove ’r, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs deal with thei’r subjects without disc ’rimination. 

Gene ’rally, people t ’rust thei’r t ’raditional ‘rule’rs and ‘respect them mo ’re than thei’r political leade ’rs 

(Umezulike and Mba ’ra, 2021). 

 

In addition, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs mobilize community ‘resou’rces which entails, b’ringing the 

community membe ’rs togethe’r and wo ’rking with dete’rmination towa’rds self- ’reliance and 

sustainability of p ’rog’rams. Acco ’rding to Umezulike and Mba’ra (2021), community ‘resou’rce 

mobilization is seen as a method th’rough which sentiments a ’re wiped up in o ’rde ’r to take 

necessa’ry actions that would cate’r to the felt needs. The autho ’r goes fu ’rthe ’r to explain 

community ‘resou’rce mobilization as an exe’rcise whe ’re g’roup of people collects both mate’rial 
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and non-mate’rial ‘resou’rces and places them in collective hands in o ’rde’r to pu’rsue g’roup inte’rest 

th’rough collective effo ’rts. Community mobilization empowe’rs the community membe ’rs th’rough 

giving them info ’rmation, educating them, and technical advice and also giving them decision-

making possibilities so that they can sha ’re the oppo ’rtunities and ‘responsibilities of action. If the 

people get enthusiastic enough about community development effo ’rts, the ‘result would be that 

they a ’re motivated to pa’rticipate mo ’re the’reby making fo ’r effective time-bound of accele ’ration 

of thei’r ope’ration. This st ’rategy is intended to c’reate high level of commitment and makes 

people to feel and believe that the pa ’rticula ’r p’roject belongs to them. 

 

 2.1.7 Traditional Rulers and Access to Education in the Rural Community  

Development of any society is closely ‘related to development of the society in te ’rms of 

education. Acco ’rding to Izunna (2024), access to education implies an oppo ’rtunity of individuals 

to lea ’rn and gain knowledge, skills and values within the f ’ramewo ’rk of fo ’rmal and non-fo ’rmal 

educational p ’rog’rams, ‘resou’rces and institutions. It involves such facto ’rs as the availability of 

educational institutions, p’rog’rams and ‘resou’rces in the given a’rea o ’r community, financial 

‘resou’rces to pay fo ’r education, including tuition fees, ability to get to the educational facilities, 

which includes t ’ranspo ’rtation and inte’rnet, acceptance of dive ’rse lea ’rne ’rs within the society and 

cultu’ral envi’ronment and flexibility of the educational p ’rog’rams to meet individual needs and 

ci’rcumstances. So, it can be said that access to education is a ‘right and ve ’ry impo ’rtant aspect of 

social mobility and economic g ’rowth of the society. It gives individuals an oppo ’rtunity to gain 

knowledge, develop skills and imp ’rove thei’r life conditions. The p ’roblem of access to education 

in the ‘ru’ral communities is a fundamental ‘right and a c’rucial facto ’r in p ’romoting social mobility, 
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equality, and economic g ’rowth. It empowe’rs individuals to acqui’re knowledge, develop skills, 

and imp ’rove  

Acco ’rding to ce’rtain ‘resea ’rche ’rs like Ojo (1976); and Egbe and Ikem (2024) t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

wo ’rk in collabo ’ration with the pa’rents and othe’r ‘relevant pa’rties to deal with the challenge 

th’rough making su ’re that the teache’rs a ’re p’resent in class’room and assessment of lea ’rning 

outcomes is done and the findings made public and then mobilizing the community to solve 

issues ‘relating to inf’rast ’ructu’re and othe’rs that the school might be unde ’rgoing. T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs a’re ve’ry inst ’rumental in p’romoting access to education in ‘ru’ral communities in Nige ’ria 

especially by encou’raging the pa’rents to take thei’r child’ren to school, st ’ressing the need fo ’r 

education, p’rovision of inf’rast ’ructu’re fo ’r lea ’rning, g’ranting schola ’rships to the lea ’rne’rs Nweke 

(2020). They p’romote access to education in that they make education possible and help in the 

p’rese ’rvation of cultu’re and t ’radition which fo ’rms pa’rt of the education cu’r’riculum, mobilization 

of community membe ’rs to assist in educational activities, developing sense of ‘responsibility and 

owne’rship, assisting in solving conflicts that might hinde ’r access to education, keeping ha ’rmony 

in the community, p ’romotion of gende’r equality, encou’raging the families to educate thei’r 

daughte’rs the ’reby ‘reducing gende’r gaps in education and p’romoting adult lite’racy p ’rog’rams, 

empowe’ring adults who missed out on fo ’rmal education. By leve’raging thei’r influence and 

autho ’rity, t ’raditional institutions help add ’ress educational challenges in ‘ru’ral communities, 

the’reby imp ’roving access to quality education fo ’r all Nweke (2020). 

 

2.2 Theoretical Review 

T’raditional ‘rule’rs such as chiefs, kings, village heads, Councils of elde ’rs have continued to play 

a salient ‘role in community development I many Af’rican count ’ries. Schola’rly speculation 

f’rames thei’r influence in multiple, ove’rlapping ways: as legitimized autho ’rity (Webe ’rian 
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t ’raditional autho ’rity), as social-capital b’roke’rs who mobilize community ‘resou’rces and t ’rust, 

and as institutional inte ’rmedia ’ries that t ’ranslate state p’rojects into locally acceptable fo ’rms. 

Each of these theo ’ries helps explain diffe ’rent mechanisms by which t ’raditional ‘rule’rs affect 

inf’rast ’ructu’re outcomes like planning, land allocation, labou ’r mobilization, maintenance, and 

local accountability. 

1. Webe’r ’s T’raditional Autho ’rity and Legitimacy Theo ’ry 

Max Webe ’r’s theo ’ry of autho ’rity, pa’rticula ’rly the concept of t ’raditional autho ’rity, p’rovides a 

useful f’ramewo ’rk fo ’r unde ’rstanding the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in community development. 

Acco ’rding to Webe ’r, t ’raditional autho ’rity de’rives its legitimacy f’rom long-established customs, 

beliefs, and p’ractices that a’re accepted by membe ’rs of a society. Unlike legal- ’rational autho ’rity, 

which is based on fo ’rmal ‘rules and institutions, t ’raditional autho ’rity ‘rests on cultu’ral no ’rms and 

inhe ’rited social st ’ructu’res. 

In many ‘ru’ral communities, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs possess significant influence because they a ’re 

‘rega ’rded as custodians of local customs and values. Thei’r di’rectives conce ’rning communal 

activities, conflict ‘resolution, and development initiatives often command ‘respect and 

compliance f’rom community membe ’rs. As a ‘result, the endo ’rsement of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs can 

facilitate the acceptance and implementation of inf’rast ’ructu’re p’rojects, ‘reduce ‘resistance f’rom 

local populations, and enhance coope ’ration between exte’rnal development agencies and host 

communities. Consequently, schola’rs ‘rega’rd t ’raditional ‘rule’rs as impo ’rtant sou’rces of local 

legitimacy capable of p ’romoting successful development inte ’rventions. 

 

2. Social Capital Theo ’ry 
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Social Capital Theo ’ry explains how social ‘relationships, netwo ’rks, t ’rust, and sha ’red no ’rms 

cont ’ribute to collective action and community development. P ’rominent schola ’rs such as Pie ’r’re 

Bou’rdieu (1986) and Robe’rt Putnam (2000) a’rgue that social capital se ’rves as a valuable 

‘resou’rce that enables individuals and g’roups to wo ’rk togethe’r fo ’r mutual benefit. T ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs often play a cent ’ral ‘role in gene ’rating and maintaining social capital within thei’r 

communities. Th’rough community meetings, cultu ’ral gathe’rings, and dispute-settlement 

mechanisms, they st ’rengthen social cohesion and encou ’rage coope’ration among ‘residents. Thei’r 

leade ’rship helps mobilize community membe ’rs fo ’r collective p’rojects such as ‘road const ’ruction, 

school maintenance, wate’r supply schemes, and othe’r public inf’rast ’ructu’re initiatives. Whe ’re 

st ’rong social capital exists, communities a ’re mo ’re willing to cont ’ribute labou’r, financial 

‘resou’rces, and monito ’ring effo ’rts, the’reby imp ’roving the sustainability and maintenance of 

development p’rojects. 

3. Development B’roke’r and Institutional Hyb’ridity F’ramewo ’rk 

The Development B’roke’r and Institutional Hyb’ridity F’ramewo ’rk views t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as 

inte ’rmedia ’ries who connect fo ’rmal gove ’rnment institutions with local communities. Within this 

pe’rspective, t ’raditional ‘rule’rs act as development b’roke’rs by facilitating communication 

between exte’rnal development acto ’rs and community membe ’rs. They help inte’rp’ret gove’rnment 

policies and technical p ’roject plans in ways that a’re unde’rstandable and acceptable to local 

populations. 

As institutional hyb’rids, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs ope’rate within both t ’raditional and mode’rn 

gove’rnance systems. Thei’r involvement can accele ’rate p’roject implementation by facilitating 

land acquisition, mobilizing local suppo ’rt, and encou’raging community pa ’rticipation. Howeve’r, 

schola’rs also note potential challenges associated with this ‘role. The close ‘relationship between 
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t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and political acto ’rs may sometimes lead to favo ’ritism, pat ’ronage, o ’r unequal 

dist ’ribution of p’roject benefits. The ’refo ’re, while t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs can enhance development 

effectiveness, safegua’rds a ’re necessa ’ry to ensu ’re t ’ranspa ’rency and fai’rness. 

4. P’rincipal-Agent and Gove’rnance Theo ’ry 

P’rincipal-Agent Theo ’ry p’rovides anothe’r useful pe’rspective fo ’r examining the involvement of 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in inf’rast ’ructu’re development. The theo ’ry focuses on the ‘relationship between 

p’rincipals, who delegate ‘responsibilities, and agents, who pe’rfo ’rm those ‘responsibilities on thei’r 

behalf. Within local gove’rnance systems, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs can se ’rve as agents who help monito ’r 

development p’rojects, ‘resolve disputes, and ensu’re that community inte ’rests a’re ‘rep ’resented. 

In a ’reas whe ’re local gove ’rnment institutions face administ ’rative o ’r financial limitations, 

t ’raditional ‘rule’rs often cont ’ribute to p’roject ove’rsight and accountability. Thei’r p ’roximity to the 

people enables them to identify implementation challenges and monito ’r the use of p’roject 

‘resou’rces. Neve ’rtheless, because t ’raditional ‘rule’rs may not always be subject to the same fo ’rmal 

accountability mechanisms as elected officials, the ’re is a ‘risk of abuse of powe’r o ’r ‘resou’rce 

captu’re. Consequently, gove’rnance schola ’rs advocate the establishment of accountability 

mechanisms such as joint monito ’ring committees, community ove ’rsight st ’ructu’res, and codes of 

conduct to ensu ’re ‘responsible pa ’rticipation in development p ’rog’rammes. 

 

5. Pa’rticipato ’ry Development Theo ’ry 

Pa’rticipato ’ry Development Theo ’ry emphasizes the impo ’rtance of involving community 

membe ’rs di’rectly in the development p ’rocess. Schola ’rs such as Robe’rt Chambe ’rs and Paulo 

F’rei’re a ’rgue that development initiatives a ’re mo ’re sustainable and effective when beneficia ’ries 

actively pa ’rticipate in identifying needs, planning p ’rojects, implementing activities, and 
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evaluating outcomes. The theo ’ry ‘rejects top-down app ’roaches to development and instead 

p’romotes community owne’rship and empowe’rment. T’raditional ‘rule’rs often play a vital ‘role in 

facilitating pa’rticipation because they se ’rve as ‘recognized leade’rs who can mobilize ‘residents 

and encou’rage inclusive decision-making. Th’rough consultations, town hall meetings, and 

community fo ’rums, they help ensu’re that local needs and p’rio ’rities a’re inco ’rpo ’rated into 

development planning. Thei’r involvement can st ’rengthen community commitment to p ’rojects, 

imp ’rove p’roject sustainability, and enhance the ove ’rall effectiveness of inf’rast ’ructu’re 

development initiatives. 

 

2.3 Theoretical Framework 

This study is ancho ’red on the Pa’rticipato ’ry Development Theo ’ry, which emphasizes the active 

involvement of community membe ’rs in identifying, planning, implementing, and evaluating 

development initiatives that affect thei’r lives. The theo ’ry a’rgues that sustainable development is 

best achieved when beneficia ’ries a’re not me’rely passive ‘recipients of development p ’rog’rammes 

but active pa ’rticipants in the enti’re development p’rocess. It p’romotes inclusiveness, 

empowe’rment, local owne ’rship, and collective decision-making as essential elements of 

successful community development. 

The ‘relevance of this theo ’ry to the study of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and community development lies in 

its focus on pa’rticipation and g’rass’roots engagement. T ’raditional ‘rule ’rs occupy st ’rategic 

positions within thei’r communities and can eithe ’r facilitate o ’r hinde ’r pa’rticipato ’ry development 

p’rocesses. When they se ’rve as inte’rmedia ’ries between gove’rnment agencies and local 

populations, they help communicate community needs to policymake ’rs while also explaining 

gove’rnment p’rog’rammes to community membe ’rs. In this capacity, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs cont ’ribute 
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to community mobilization, foste’r local owne ’rship of development p’rojects, and enhance the 

likelihood of p’roject success (Ugwu, 2021). 

Howeve’r, the theo ’ry also ‘recognizes the possibility that t ’raditional autho ’rity st ’ructu’res may 

unde ’rmine genuine pa’rticipation when decision-making is concent ’rated in the hands of a few 

individuals. Whe ’re t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs monopolize development planning, limit community 

consultation, o ’r exclude ce ’rtain g’roups f’rom the decision-making p’rocess, they may obst ’ruct the 

p’rinciples of pa’rticipato ’ry development and ‘reduce the effectiveness of development 

inte ’rventions (Ejidike, 2020). Such p ’ractices can ‘result in p’rojects that fail to ‘reflect the actual 

needs and p’rio ’rities of the wide ’r community. 

 

Within the context of Enugu State, Pa ’rticipato ’ry Development Theo ’ry highlights the impo ’rtance 

of inclusive gove ’rnance at the community level. It unde ’rsco ’res the need fo ’r t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs to 

adopt consultation mechanisms that accommodate dive ’rse segments of the population, including 

women, youths, pe’rsons with disabilities, and othe’r ma ’rginalized g’roups. Th’rough ‘regula’r 

community meetings, stakeholde ’r consultations, and pa’rticipato ’ry planning fo ’rums, t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs can p’romote b’road-based involvement in development initiatives and st ’rengthen 

community commitment to p’roject implementation and sustainability. 

 

Empi’rical evidence suppo ’rts this position. Nweke (2020) obse ’rved that communities in which 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs institutionalized pa’rticipato ’ry decision-making mechanisms ‘reco ’rded highe ’r 

levels of p’roject success, community satisfaction, and sustainability than communities whe ’re 

development decisions we’re ‘rest ’ricted to the Igwe and a small ci’rcle of advise ’rs. This finding 

‘reinfo ’rces the cent ’ral a’rgument of Pa’rticipato ’ry Development Theo ’ry that inclusive 
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pa’rticipation enhances both the effectiveness and long-te’rm viability of community development 

effo ’rts. 

The’refo ’re, Pa’rticipato ’ry Development Theo ’ry p’rovides an app’rop’riate analytical f’ramewo ’rk fo ’r 

examining the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development in Enugu State. It offe ’rs a 

useful basis fo ’r assessing how t ’raditional institutions influence citizen pa ’rticipation, p’roject 

implementation, and sustainable development outcomes within thei ’r ‘respective communities. 

2.4 Empirical Review 

A g’rowing body of empi’rical lite ’ratu’re has examined the developmental ‘roles of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs ac ’ross diffe ’rent states and ‘regions of Nige ’ria. 

Eze and Nwosu (2022) examined the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in g’rass’roots mobilization fo ’r 

community development in South-Easte’rn Nige’ria. The study adopted a desc’riptive su’rvey 

design and collected data f’rom 420 ‘respondents d’rawn f’rom six communities in Enugu and 

Ebonyi States th’rough the use of st ’ructu’red questionnai’res. The findings ‘revealed that t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs played a significant ‘role in mobilizing community membe ’rs fo ’r va ’rious self-help 

development p’rojects, including ‘road ‘rehabilitation, envi’ronmental sanitation, and school 

const ’ruction. The ‘resea ’rch fu ’rthe’r established that communities with active t ’raditional ‘rule ’r 

involvement ‘reco ’rded highe ’r ‘rates of successful p’roject completion than those with limited 

t ’raditional leade’rship pa’rticipation. Howeve ’r, the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs was found to 

depend la ’rgely on facto ’rs such as educational attainment, social influence, and the quality of 

thei’r ‘relationship with gove ’rnment officials. Based on these findings, the autho ’rs ‘recommended 

the fo ’rmal integ ’ration of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs into local gove’rnance st ’ructu’res in o ’rde’r to 

st ’rengthen thei’r cont ’ributions to community development. The study is ‘relevant to the p’resent 

‘resea ’rch because it p’rovides empi’rical evidence on how t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs mobilize community 
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‘resou’rces and pa’rticipation fo ’r development activities within a socio-cultu’ral envi’ronment 

simila ’r to that of Enugu State. 

 

Onah and Ugwu (2021) investigated how the absence of constitutional ‘recognition affects the 

capacity of t ’raditional institutions to cont ’ribute to community development in Nige ’ria. The 

‘resea ’rche ’rs employed a qualitative ‘resea ’rch app’roach involving in-depth inte’rviews with 30 

pa’rticipants comp’rising t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs, local gove’rnment chai’rpe’rsons, and community 

development office ’rs f’rom Enugu, Kogi, and Oyo States. The findings showed that the 

constitutional omission of t ’raditional institutions limited thei’r access to gove’rnment ‘resou’rces 

and ‘reduced thei’r fo ’rmal influence in development planning and implementation. Despite these 

challenges, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs continued to utilize thei’r cultu’ral legitimacy, local influence, and 

social netwo ’rks to facilitate development initiatives within thei’r communities. The study 

concluded that g’ranting t ’raditional institutions fo ’rmal adviso ’ry ‘roles and limited ‘resou’rce 

allocation powe’rs th’rough constitutional ‘refo ’rms would enhance thei’r developmental 

effectiveness. This study is pa ’rticula ’rly ‘relevant to the p’resent ‘resea ’rch because it highlights the 

legal and institutional challenges that shape the developmental activities of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in 

Enugu State and Nige ’ria as a whole. 

 

Ugwuanyi and Mbah (2022) ca’r’ried out a ‘resea’rch on the ‘relationship between t ’raditional 

leade ’rship and the success of ‘ru’ral development p’rojects in Enugu State. The study adopted a 

mixed-methods app’roach, combining questionnai’re su’rveys and focus g ’roup discussions ac ’ross 

fou’r ‘ru ’ral local gove ’rnment a’reas in the state. Data obtained f’rom 360 ‘respondents ‘revealed that 

communities with active involvement of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs ‘reco ’rded highe ’r levels of p’roject 
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sustainability, community pa’rticipation, and local suppo ’rt. The findings showed that t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs played c’rucial ‘roles in p’roject site selection, mobilization of community labou ’r, and 

‘resolution of conflicts a’rising du’ring p’roject implementation. Howeve’r, challenges such as 

political inte ’rfe ’rence and weak collabo ’ration between gove’rnment agencies and t ’raditional 

institutions we ’re identified as majo ’r obstacles to effective pa ’rticipation. The study is highly 

‘relevant to the p’resent ‘resea’rch because it di’rectly examines the cont ’ribution of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs to development outcomes in Enugu State. 

 

Ani and Igwe (2023) assessed the cont ’ribution of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs to community secu’rity and its 

implications fo ’r development in Enugu State. Using data collected f’rom 280 ‘respondents ac’ross 

Nsukka, Igbo-Eze No ’rth, and Awgu Local Gove’rnment A’reas, the study found that t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs significantly enhanced community secu ’rity th’rough collabo ’ration with vigilante g’roups, 

mediation of disputes, and coope’ration with fo ’rmal secu ’rity agencies. Communities whe ’re 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs actively pa ’rticipated in secu’rity matte’rs expe’rienced g’reate’r peace and 

stability, the’reby c ’reating a conducive envi’ronment fo ’r development activities. The study 

fu’rthe ’r ‘revealed that effective conflict management by t ’raditional ‘rule’rs cont ’ributed to inc ’reased 

investment in community inf’rast ’ructu’re and ‘reduced p’roject dis’ruptions. The ‘resea’rche ’rs 

‘recommended st ’ronge’r institutional collabo ’ration between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove’rnment 

secu ’rity agencies. This study is ‘relevant because it demonst ’rates how secu ’rity and development 

a’re inte’rconnected within the t ’raditional gove’rnance f’ramewo ’rk of Enugu State. 

 

Nwosu, Okeke, and Eze (2023) explo ’red the ‘role of t ’raditional institutions in advancing the 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) at the g ’rass’roots level in Nige’ria. Employing a case 
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study design, the ‘resea ’rche ’rs examined selected communities in Enugu and Delta States using 

key info ’rmant inte’rviews, obse’rvations, and document analysis. Findings indicated that 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs played impo ’rtant ‘roles in p’romoting awa’reness and implementation of SDG-

’related p’rog’rammes, pa’rticula ’rly in the a ’reas of health, education, envi’ronmental sustainability, 

and gende ’r equality. Communities with st ’rong t ’raditional leade ’rship st ’ructu’res ‘reco ’rded highe ’r 

levels of awa ’reness and pa’rticipation in development initiatives. Neve’rtheless, the study noted 

that the cont ’ributions of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs we ’re often info ’rmal and lacked adequate institutional 

suppo ’rt. The study is ‘relevant to the p’resent ‘resea ’rch because it highlights the b ’roade’r 

developmental functions of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs beyond conventional community administ ’ration. 

 

Okeke, Okafo ’r, and Nnaji (2021) examined the influence of elite captu ’re on the effectiveness of 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development within South-Easte’rn Nige ’ria. Using pu’rposive 

sampling and semi-st ’ructu’red inte’rviews involving community stakeholde ’rs, youth leade ’rs, 

women ‘rep’resentatives, and development committee membe ’rs, the study found that influential 

elites often manipulated t ’raditional institutions fo ’r pe’rsonal gain. Such p ’ractices ‘resulted in the 

dive ’rsion of development ‘resou’rces and weakened public confidence in t ’raditional leade ’rship. 

Consequently, community pa ’rticipation in development activities declined in a ’reas whe ’re elite 

captu’re was p’revalent. The ‘resea ’rche ’rs ‘recommended the int ’roduction of accountability 

mechanisms such as community audits and t ’ranspa’rent decision-making p’rocesses. This study is 

‘relevant because it identifies a majo ’r challenge that may affect the developmental effectiveness 

of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in Enugu State. 
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Chukwu and Eze (2022) in thei’r study on ‘the gende ’r dimensions of t ’raditional leade ’rship and 

thei’r implications fo ’r inclusive community development in Igbo communities of South-Easte’rn 

Nige ’ria’ Using data collected f’rom 310 women ac’ross five communities and guided by a feminist 

political ecology f’ramewo ’rk, the study found that women we ’re often excluded f’rom t ’raditional 

decision-making st ’ructu’res. This exclusion limited thei’r ability to influence development 

p’rio ’rities and ‘resou’rce allocation. Howeve’r, communities whe ’re t ’raditional ‘rule’rs encou’raged 

women’s pa ’rticipation th’rough women development associations and community committees 

‘reco ’rded mo ’re inclusive development outcomes. P ’rojects in such communities we ’re mo ’re 

‘responsive to issues ‘relating to mate’rnal health, wate’r supply, and women’s economic 

empowe’rment. The study is ‘relevant because it highlights the impo ’rtance of gende ’r 

inclusiveness in community development p ’rocesses facilitated by t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. 

 

Ugwu, Mbah, and Onah (2021) conducted a compa ’rative study on the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

in ‘ru ’ral inf’rast ’ructu’ral development in Enugu and Benue States. The study utilized a quasi-

expe ’rimental ‘resea ’rch design and collected data f’rom 500 households ac ’ross ten communities. 

Findings ‘revealed that communities whe ’re t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs actively pa ’rticipated in planning, 

monito ’ring, and supe ’rvision of p’rojects achieved significantly highe ’r p’roject completion ‘rates 

and lowe’r levels of p’roject abandonment. In Enugu State, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs we’re pa’rticula ’rly 

effective in facilitating ‘road ‘rehabilitation and wate’r supply p’rojects. Despite these successes, 

inadequate funding and poo ’r inte’rgove ’rnmental coo ’rdination ‘remained majo ’r const ’raints. The 

findings p’rovide st ’rong empi’rical suppo ’rt fo ’r the a’rgument that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs cont ’ribute 

meaningfully to inf’rast ’ructu’ral development at the g ’rass’roots level. 
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Nwankwo and Obio ’ra (2023) examined the dynamics of inte’rgove’rnmental ‘relations between 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and local gove’rnment autho ’rities within Nige’ria ’s development gove’rnance 

f’ramewo ’rk. The study employed a qualitative case study app ’roach involving document analysis, 

inte ’rviews, and ethnog’raphic obse ’rvations ac’ross six local gove ’rnment a’reas in Enugu State. 

The findings ‘revealed that ‘relationships between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and local gove ’rnment 

officials we ’re often cha ’racte’rized by competition ove’r autho ’rity, ‘resou’rce allocation disputes, 

and occasional pe ’rsonality conflicts. Despite these challenges, communities whe ’re both 

institutions maintained coope’rative ‘relationships expe ’rienced mo ’re effective community 

mobilization, imp ’roved conflict ‘resolution mechanisms, and bette’r development outcomes. The 

‘resea ’rche ’rs ‘recommended the establishment of clea ’r legislative f’ramewo ’rks to define and 

st ’rengthen collabo ’ration between t ’raditional institutions and local gove ’rnment autho ’rities. This 

study is ‘relevant to the p’resent ‘resea’rch because it highlights the gove’rnance envi’ronment 

within which t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs ope’rate in p’romoting community development in Enugu State. 

 

Mbah, Nweze, and Eze (2022) explo ’red the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as development b’roke’rs in 

Enugu State. The study adopted an ethnog ’raphic ‘resea ’rch design suppo ’rted by st ’ructu’red 

inte ’rviews with 120 community leade ’rs and stakeholde ’rs. Findings showed that t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs often acted as inte’rmedia ’ries between ‘ru ’ral communities, gove’rnment agencies, non-

gove’rnmental o ’rganizations, and p ’rivate secto ’r acto ’rs. Th’rough these inte’ractions, they 

facilitated development pa’rtne’rships, att ’racted co ’rpo ’rate social ‘responsibility p ’rojects, and 

negotiated exte’rnal suppo ’rt fo ’r community development initiatives. The study fu ’rthe’r ‘revealed 

that communities whose t ’raditional ‘rule’rs possessed extensive social netwo ’rks and st ’rong 

‘relationships with gove ’rnment officials benefited f’rom a g ’reate’r numbe ’r of development 
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inte ’rventions. Howeve’r, facto ’rs such as low lite ’racy levels and inadequate technological skills 

we’re identified as ba ’r’rie ’rs to effective developmental b ’roke’rage. The study is significant to the 

p’resent ‘resea ’rch because it int ’roduces the concept of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as st ’rategic facilitato ’rs of 

development oppo ’rtunities within thei’r communities. 

Okonkwo and Agbo (2023) assessed the impact of t ’raditional conflict ‘resolution mechanisms on 

community development in Easte ’rn Nige ’ria, with pa ’rticula ’r focus on Enugu and Imo States. 

Using a desc ’riptive ‘resea ’rch design, data we’re collected f’rom 390 ‘respondents, including 

community membe ’rs, development p’ractitione’rs, and t ’raditional cou’rt officials. The findings 

indicated that communities with active t ’raditional ‘rule’rs and functional t ’raditional dispute 

‘resolution systems expe ’rienced fewe’r dis’ruptions to development p’rojects a ’rising f’rom land 

disputes, bounda ’ry conflicts, and chieftaincy disag ’reements. In Enugu State, t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

we’re found to play a pa ’rticula ’rly impo ’rtant ‘role in mediating land-’related disputes, the’reby 

facilitating the timely implementation of community p ’rojects. The study concluded that peace 

and stability ‘remain essential p’re ’requisites fo ’r sustainable development and ‘recommended 

g’reate’r ‘recognition of t ’raditional conflict ‘resolution mechanisms. The findings a ’re ‘relevant to 

this study because they demonst ’rate how t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs cont ’ribute to development th’rough 

peace-building and dispute management. 

 

Agu, Ugwu, and Onoja (2022) investigated the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in p’romoting youth 

pa’rticipation in community development p ’rojects within the Enugu No ’rth Senato ’rial Zone. The 

study employed a su ’rvey ‘resea ’rch design involving 350 youth ‘respondents selected f’rom ten 

communities. Findings ‘revealed that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs who actively engaged youths th ’rough age-

g’rade associations, community wo ’rk g’roups, and development committees ‘reco ’rded highe ’r 



36 

 

levels of youth involvement in development activities. The study established a positive 

‘relationship between youth pa ’rticipation and successful p’roject implementation. Howeve ’r, some 

‘respondents pe’rceived ce’rtain t ’raditional ‘rule’rs as ove’rly autho ’rita’rian, which discou’raged 

youth engagement in community affai’rs. The ‘resea’rche ’rs ‘recommended the adoption of mo ’re 

inclusive leade ’rship app’roaches and the establishment of youth-focused development 

p’rog’rammes. This study is ‘relevant because it p’rovides insight into how t ’raditional ‘rule’rs can 

mobilize young people as c ’ritical stakeholde’rs in community development. 

 

Iheji’rika and Onyema (2021) examined the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in p ’romoting healthca’re 

development in communities ac ’ross South-Easte’rn Nige ’ria. The study adopted a mixed-methods 

app’roach involving a household su ’rvey of 480 ‘respondents and inte ’rviews with key stakeholde ’rs 

f’rom selected communities in Enugu, Abia, and Anamb ’ra States. The findings showed that 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs played impo ’rtant ‘roles in suppo ’rting immunization campaigns, mate’rnal and 

child health p’rog’rammes, and the establishment of community health cent ’res. Communities led 

by p’roactive t ’raditional ‘rule’rs ‘reco ’rded highe ’r immunization ‘rates and imp ’roved public health 

outcomes compa ’red to communities whe ’re t ’raditional leade ’rs we’re less involved. The study also 

found that collabo ’ration between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs, healthca’re wo ’rke’rs, and gove’rnment 

agencies significantly enhanced the success of health inte ’rventions. The study is ‘relevant to the 

p’resent ‘resea ’rch because it p’rovides empi’rical evidence of the cont ’ributions of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

to social development, pa’rticula ’rly within the health secto ’r. 

 

Nnaji, Okafo ’r, and Chukwu (2023) examined the eme ’rging ‘role of women t ’raditional leade ’rs, 

including Lolos (wives of Igwes) and female title holde ’rs, in community development in Enugu 
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State. Using qualitative methods comp ’rising in-depth inte’rviews and focus g’roup discussions, 

the ‘resea ’rche ’rs explo ’red the cont ’ributions of women within t ’raditional gove ’rnance st ’ructu’res. 

The findings ‘revealed that women t ’raditional leade’rs actively championed p ’rog’rammes ‘relating 

to women empowe’rment, gi’rls’ education, nut ’rition, sanitation, and community welfa ’re. Despite 

these achievements, pat ’ria ’rchal cultu’ral no ’rms continued to ‘rest ’rict thei’r fo ’rmal autho ’rity and 

access to development ‘resou’rces. The study a’rgued that community development effo ’rts could 

be st ’rengthened by p’roviding g’reate’r ‘recognition and suppo ’rt fo ’r women t ’raditional leade ’rs. 

The ‘relevance of this study lies in its cont ’ribution to unde’rstanding the gende ’r dimensions of 

t ’raditional leade’rship and the inc ’reasing ‘role of women in g ’rass’roots development initiatives 

within Enugu State. 

 

Ezeibe, Ilo, and Asadu (2022) conducted a political economy analysis of the ‘relationship 

between democ’ratic decent ’ralization and the developmental ‘roles of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in 

Nige ’ria. The study utilized data obtained f’rom household su ’rveys, gove ’rnment ‘reco ’rds, and 

inte ’rviews with policymake ’rs ac ’ross seven Nige ’rian states, including Enugu State. The findings 

‘revealed that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs we’re mo ’re effective in p’romoting community development in 

states whe ’re local gove ’rnments enjoyed g’reate’r autonomy and whe ’re decent ’ralization policies 

encou’raged collabo ’ration between fo ’rmal and info ’rmal institutions. In Enugu State, the 

Community Development Council system p ’rovided a platfo ’rm th’rough which t ’raditional ‘rule’rs 

could engage with gove’rnment officials and cont ’ribute to local development planning. The study 

concluded that st ’rengthening democ’ratic decent ’ralization while ‘recognizing the impo ’rtance of 

t ’raditional institutions would enhance g ’rass’roots development. This study is ‘relevant to the 
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p’resent ‘resea ’rch because it demonst ’rates how institutional a ’r’rangements influence the 

developmental effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs. 

 

Akie (2022) studied the ‘relationship between t ’raditional institutions, multinational co ’rpo ’rations, 

and community development in Bonny Local Gove ’rnment A’rea of Rive ’rs State. The study 

adopted a non-empi’rical ‘review app’roach and ‘relied extensively on histo ’rical and documenta’ry 

sou’rces. The findings showed that t ’raditional institutions ‘remained ‘resilient and adaptable 

despite social and economic changes within thei’r envi’ronment. The study fu ’rthe’r ‘revealed that 

t ’raditional ‘rule’rs played a vital ‘role in facilitating pa’rtne ’rships between multinational 

co ’rpo ’rations and host communities, pa’rticula ’rly in situations whe ’re gove’rnment development 

inte ’rventions we’re inadequate. Th’rough such pa’rtne ’rships, t ’raditional institutions cont ’ributed to 

the p’rovision of inf’rast ’ructu’re, social amenities, and othe’r development p’rojects. The study 

‘recommended constitutional ‘recognition and empowe’rment of t ’raditional institutions to enhance 

thei’r developmental cont ’ributions. Although conducted outside Enugu State, the study is 

‘relevant because it highlights the capacity of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs to att ’ract exte’rnal ‘resou’rces and 

development oppo ’rtunities fo ’r thei’r communities. 

 

Makinde and Olabode (2020) investigated the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in community 

development in Yewa South Local Gove’rnment A’rea of Ogun State. The study utilized both 

p’rima ’ry and seconda ’ry sou’rces of data, including questionnai’res, inte’rviews, published 

lite ’ratu’re, and a’rchival mate’rials. Ancho ’red on the institutional app ’roach to development, the 

study found that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs cont ’ributed significantly to community development th’rough 

leade ’rship p’rovision, mobilization of human and financial ‘resou’rces, p’rese’rvation of social 
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o ’rde’r, and p’romotion of self-help p’rojects. The findings fu ’rthe ’r indicated that the activities of 

t ’raditional ‘rule’rs positively influenced the standa’rd of living of community membe ’rs and 

cont ’ributed to b’roade’r national development objectives. The ‘resea ’rche ’rs the ’refo ’re advocated 

g’reate’r political and constitutional empowe’rment of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs. The study is ‘relevant 

because it p’rovides additional empi’rical suppo ’rt fo ’r the a’rgument that t ’raditional institutions 

‘remain impo ’rtant agents of g’rass’roots development in Nige ’ria. 

 

Ejidike (2020) conducted a qualitative study on the ‘role of Igwe institutions in community 

development in Anamb’ra State. Th’rough inte’rviews and case study analysis, the study explo ’red 

the facto ’rs that influenced the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in p ’romoting development. 

Findings showed that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs who combined cultu’ral legitimacy with mode’rn 

administ ’rative and manage ’rial skills we ’re mo ’re successful in att ’racting development p’rojects 

and mobilizing community suppo ’rt. The study highlighted competencies such as p ’roposal 

w’riting, stakeholde ’r engagement, netwo ’rking with development o ’rganizations, and the use of 

digital communication platfo ’rms as impo ’rtant dete’rminants of success. The study concluded that 

the developmental effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs depends not only on thei’r t ’raditional 

autho ’rity but also on thei’r individual capacity and adaptability to contempo ’ra’ry ‘realities. This 

study is pa’rticula ’rly ‘relevant because Anamb’ra State sha’res simila’r cultu’ral and t ’raditional 

gove’rnance st ’ructu’res with Enugu State. 

 

Ugwu (2021) examined the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in conflict management and community 

secu ’rity in Enugu State and how these functions influence community development. The study 

employed a qualitative app ’roach involving inte’rviews with t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs, community 
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leade ’rs, and gove ’rnment officials. Findings ‘revealed that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs played impo ’rtant 

‘roles in maintaining peace, ‘resolving disputes, and foste’ring social stability within thei’r 

communities. Howeve ’r, the study also found that political inte ’rfe ’rence f’rom state and local 

gove’rnment acto ’rs often const ’rained the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in pe ’rfo ’rming thei’r 

developmental ‘responsibilities. Competition fo ’r influence and community loyalty sometimes 

unde ’rmined collabo ’ration between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove’rnment officials. The study 

concluded that ‘reducing political inte ’rfe ’rence and p’romoting coope’rative ‘relationships between 

t ’raditional institutions and gove ’rnment agencies would enhance the developmental cont ’ributions 

of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. The findings a’re highly ‘relevant to the p’resent study because they di’rectly 

add’ress the contextual ‘realities affecting t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and community development in 

Enugu State. 

 

2.5 Summary of Empirical Literature and Gap in Literature 

The empi’rical lite ’ratu’re ‘reviewed in this study demonst ’rates that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs continue to 

play significant ‘roles in community development ac’ross Nige ’ria and othe’r Af’rican count ’ries. 

The studies examined ‘revealed that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs cont ’ribute to g’rass’roots mobilization, 

conflict ‘resolution, secu’rity maintenance, inf’rast ’ructu’ral development, healthca’re p’romotion, 

youth engagement, women’s empowe’rment, and the implementation of development 

p’rog’rammes. They also se’rve as impo ’rtant inte’rmedia ’ries between communities, gove’rnment 

institutions, non-gove ’rnmental o ’rganizations, and p’rivate secto ’r acto ’rs. 

 

Seve ’ral studies conducted in Enugu State and othe ’r pa’rts of South-Easte’rn Nige ’ria, including 

those by Eze and Nwosu (2022), Ugwuanyi and Mbah (2022), Ani and Igwe (2023), Mbah, 
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Nweze, and Eze (2022), and Ugwu (2021), established that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs play c ’ritical ‘roles 

in mobilizing community membe ’rs fo ’r development p’rojects, maintaining peace and secu ’rity, 

facilitating p’roject implementation, and att ’racting exte’rnal development inte’rventions The 

‘reviewed lite ’ratu’re also identified seve ’ral facto ’rs that influence the effectiveness of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs in community development. These include educational attainment, leade ’rship capacity, 

political envi’ronment, gove’rnment suppo ’rt, community pa ’rticipation, constitutional ‘recognition, 

and the quality of ‘relationships between t ’raditional ‘rule’rs and gove’rnment autho ’rities. 

Fu ’rthe’rmo ’re, challenges such as elite captu ’re, political inte ’rfe’rence, inadequate funding, weak 

accountability mechanisms, gende ’r exclusion, and ju ’risdictional conflicts between t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs and elected officials we ’re found to limit the developmental effectiveness of t ’raditional 

institutions. 

Despite the substantial body of empi’rical lite ’ratu’re on t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and community 

development, impo ’rtant gaps ‘remain. Fi’rst, many p’revious studies focused on specific aspects of 

community development such as secu ’rity, healthca ’re, inf’rast ’ructu’re, youth pa’rticipation, o ’r 

conflict management without p’roviding a comp’rehensive assessment of the ove’rall cont ’ribution 

of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs to community development. Again while seve ’ral studies we’re conducted 

within Enugu State, most concent ’rated on selected local gove’rnment a’reas o ’r specific 

development secto ’rs, the’reby limiting the gene ’ralizability of thei’r findings. 

 

Also, much of the existing lite ’ratu’re has focused on the institutional ‘relevance and constitutional 

status of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs ‘rathe ’r than examining the p’ractical mechanisms th’rough which they 

influence development outcomes at the g ’rass’roots level. Fou’rth, the’re is limited empi’rical 

attention to the extent to which t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs p’romote inclusive pa’rticipation in community 
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development, pa’rticula ’rly among women, youths, pe’rsons with disabilities, and othe’r 

ma ’rginalized g’roups. This is pa ’rticula ’rly impo ’rtant given the emphasis of Pa ’rticipato ’ry 

Development Theo ’ry on inclusive decision-making and community owne ’rship of development 

initiatives. In addition, the findings of p ’revious studies ‘remain inconclusive ‘rega’rding the 

ove’rall effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development. While many studies 

‘repo ’rted positive developmental outcomes associated with t ’raditional ‘rule ’r involvement, othe’rs 

identified significant gove’rnance and accountability challenges that unde ’rmine thei’r 

effectiveness. These dive ’rgent findings c’reate the need fo ’r fu ’rthe’r empi’rical investigation. 

The’refo ’re, this study sought to fill these gaps by p ’roviding a comp’rehensive examination of the 

‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development in Enugu State. Specifically, the study 

investigates thei’r cont ’ributions to community development, the challenges affecting thei’r 

pe’rfo ’rmance, and the extent to which they facilitate pa ’rticipato ’ry and inclusive development 

p’rocesses. By doing so, the study cont ’ributes to the g’rowing body of knowledge on t ’raditional 

institutions and g’rass’roots development in Nige ’ria. 

Table 1: Summary Table of Empirical Studies Reviewed  

S/

N 

Author(s

) & Year 
Topic Objective 

Methodolog

y 
Key Findings 

Recommendatio

n 

1 

Makinde 

& 

Olabode 

(2020) 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rship and 

Community 

Development 

in Ogun State 

Examine ‘roles 

and effects of 

t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs on 

development 

Questionnai’r

e and 

inte ’rview 

methods 

T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs imp ’rove 

living 

standa’rds and 

development 

St ’rengthen 

constitutional and 

political 

‘recognition 

2 
Ejidike 

(2020) 

Igwe 

Institutions and 

Community 

Development 

in Anamb’ra 

State 

Assess 

effectiveness 

of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs in 

development 

Qualitative 

study 

Effective ‘rule ’rs 

combine 

t ’raditional 

autho ’rity with 

manage ’rial 

competence 

Enhance 

leade ’rship and 

management 

skills 

3 

Iheji’rika 

& 

Onyema 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs and 

Healthca’re 

Assess 

healthca’re 

cont ’ributions 

Mixed-

methods; 480 

‘respondents 

T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs 

imp ’roved 

St ’rengthen 

pa’rtne’rships with 

healthca’re 
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S/

N 

Author(s

) & Year 
Topic Objective 

Methodolog

y 
Key Findings 

Recommendatio

n 

(2021) Development 

in South-East 

Nige ’ria 

of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs 

immunization 

and health 

outcomes 

wo ’rke’rs 

4 

Lawal & 

Abe 

(2021)* 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs and 

Ru’ral 

Development 

in Ekiti State 

Examine 

developmental 

‘roles of 

t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs 

Empi’rical 

su’rvey 

Resou’rce 

mobilization 

and dispute 

‘resolution 

enhanced 

development 

P’romote 

community 

pa’rticipation and 

cohesion 

5 

Onah & 

Ugwu 

(2021) 

Constitutional 

Status of 

T’raditional 

Institutions and 

Development 

Examine 

implications of 

constitutional 

silence 

Qualitative 

inte ’rviews 

Lack of 

constitutional 

‘recognition 

limits 

effectiveness 

P’rovide 

constitutional 

adviso ’ry ‘roles 

and ‘resou’rces 

6 

Okeke, 

Okafo ’r & 

Nnaji 

(2021) 

Elite Captu’re 

and 

Community 

Development 

Investigate 

effects of elite 

captu’re 

Semi-

st ’ructu’red 

inte ’rviews 

Elite influence 

unde ’rmines 

t ’rust and 

pa’rticipation 

Int ’roduce 

accountability 

mechanisms 

7 
Ugwu 

(2021) 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs, 

Conflict 

Management 

and Secu’rity in 

Enugu State 

Examine 

developmental 

const ’raints 

Empi’rical 

study 

Political 

inte ’rfe ’rence 

limits 

effectiveness 

Reduce political 

inte ’rfe ’rence 

8 

Ugwu, 

Mbah & 

Onah 

(2021) 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs and 

Ru’ral 

Inf’rast ’ructu’re 

Development 

Compa ’re 

inf’rast ’ructu’re 

outcomes in 

Enugu and 

Benue States 

Quasi-

expe ’rimental 

study 

Active ‘rule ’r 

involvement 

inc ’reased 

p’roject 

completion 

‘rates 

Add ’ress funding 

and coo ’rdination 

challenges 

9 

Agu, 

Ugwu & 

Onoja 

(2022) 

Youth 

Pa’rticipation in 

Community 

Development 

Examine ‘role 

of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs in youth 

engagement 

Su’rvey of 

350 youths 

Youth 

pa’rticipation 

imp ’roves 

p’roject 

completion 

Adopt 

pa’rticipato ’ry 

leade ’rship styles 

10 
Akie 

(2022) 

T’raditional 

Institutions, 

Multinational 

Co ’rpo ’rations 

and 

Community 

Development 

Examine 

adaptability of 

t ’raditional 

institutions 

Non-

empi’rical 

‘review 

T’raditional 

institutions 

facilitated 

development 

th’rough MNC 

pa’rtne’rships 

Constitutionally 

empowe’r 

t ’raditional 

institutions 
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S/

N 

Author(s

) & Year 
Topic Objective 

Methodolog

y 
Key Findings 

Recommendatio

n 

in Bonny 

11 

Chukwu 

& Eze 

(2022) 

Gende ’r and 

T’raditional 

Leade ’rship 

Examine 

gende ’r 

dimensions of 

t ’raditional 

gove’rnance 

Su’rvey of 

310 women 

Female 

inclusion 

imp ’roved 

development 

‘responsiveness 

P’romote women’s 

pa’rticipation 

12 

Eze & 

Nwosu 

(2022) 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs and 

G’rass’roots 

Mobilisation 

Assess 

community 

mobilization 

‘roles 

Desc ’riptive 

su’rvey; 420 

‘respondents 

T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs 

effectively 

mobilized 

communities 

fo ’r p’rojects 

Integ’rate ‘rule ’rs 

into local 

gove’rnance 

13 

Ezeibe, 

Ilo & 

Asadu 

(2022) 

Decent ’ralizatio

n and 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs 

Examine 

effects of 

decent ’ralizatio

n 

Political 

economy 

analysis 

Decent ’ralizatio

n imp ’roved 

collabo ’ration 

and 

development 

outcomes 

Deepen 

democ’ratic 

decent ’ralization 

14 

Mbah, 

Nweze & 

Eze 

(2022) 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs as 

Development 

B’roke’rs 

Examine 

b’roke’rage ‘role 

in 

development 

Ethnog’raphi

c study and 

inte ’rviews 

T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs att ’racted 

exte’rnal 

development 

suppo ’rt 

Imp’rove ICT and 

lite ’racy capacity 

15 

Ugwuany

i & Mbah 

(2022) 

T’raditional 

Leade ’rship and 

Ru’ral 

Development 

P’rojects 

Assess 

influence on 

p’roject success 

Mixed-

methods; 360 

‘respondents 

T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs 

imp ’roved 

sustainability 

and 

pa’rticipation 

Imp’rove 

coo ’rdination and 

‘reduce 

inte ’rfe ’rence 

16 

Ani & 

Igwe 

(2023) 

T’raditional 

Rule ’rs, 

Secu’rity and 

Development 

Examine ‘role 

in community 

secu ’rity 

Su’rvey of 

280 

‘respondents 

Imp’roved 

secu ’rity 

enhanced 

development 

outcomes 

Fo ’rmalize 

secu ’rity 

pa’rtne’rships 

17 

Nnaji, 

Okafo ’r & 

Chukwu 

(2023) 

Women 

T’raditional 

Leade ’rs and 

Development 

Assess 

cont ’ributions 

of women 

leade ’rs 

Qualitative 

inte ’rviews 

and FGDs 

Women leade ’rs 

enhanced 

community 

development 

initiatives 

Inc ’rease suppo ’rt 

and ‘recognition 

18 
Nwankw

o & 

T’raditional 

Rule ’r–Local 

Examine 

gove’rnance 

Case studies 

and 

Collabo ’ration 

imp ’roves 

Fo ’rmalize 

institutional 
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S/

N 

Author(s

) & Year 
Topic Objective 

Methodolog

y 
Key Findings 

Recommendatio

n 

Obio ’ra 

(2023) 

Gove’rnment 

Relations 

dynamics inte ’rviews development 

outcomes 

pa’rtne’rships 

19 

Nwosu, 

Okeke & 

Eze 

(2023) 

T’raditional 

Institutions and 

SDGs 

Examine 

cont ’ribution to 

SDG 

implementatio

n 

Case study 

app’roach 

T’raditional 

‘rule ’rs 

enhanced SDG 

awa’reness and 

implementation 

C’reate st ’ructu’red 

suppo ’rt systems 

20 

Okonkwo 

& Agbo 

(2023) 

Conflict 

Resolution and 

Community 

Development 

Assess impact 

of t ’raditional 

conflict 

‘resolution 

Desc ’riptive 

su’rvey of 

390 

‘respondents 

Conflict 

mediation 

‘reduced p’roject 

dis’ruptions 

St ’rengthen 

t ’raditional cou’rts 

and mediation 

systems 

Source; Resea ’rche’r ’s compilation 2026 

2.6 Gaps in the Literature 

The ‘review of empi’rical lite ’ratu’re ‘revealed seve ’ral gaps in the existing lite ’ratu’re that this study 

sought to add’ress. Fi’rst, most empi’rical studies on t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and community 

development in Nige ’ria have been conducted in the Southwest (pa ’rticula’rly Yo ’ruba-dominated 

states), the No ’rthwest (pa’rticula’rly emi’rate-based No ’rthe’rn states), o ’r Anamb’ra State in the 

Southeast. Enugu State specifically has ‘received limited dedicated attention, pa’rticula ’rly with 

‘respect to community-level empi’rical analysis. Again, existing studies have tended to focus on 

single dimensions of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs’ developmental ‘roles most f’requently conflict ‘resolution 

o ’r ‘resou’rce mobilisation in isolation ‘rathe’r than p’roviding an integ’rated assessment of thei’r 

multidimensional developmental functions. Also, community membe ’rs’ pe’rceptions of thei’r 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ developmental pe ’rfo ’rmance a c’rucial evaluative dimension have been 

systematically unde ’r’rep ’resented in the lite’ratu’re. This study add ’ressed all th’ree gaps th’rough its 

mixed-methods ‘resea ’rch design and its focus on selected communities in Enugu State. 

Gene ’rally, the ‘reviewed studies showed that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs cont ’ribute significantly to 
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community development th’rough mobilization, conflict ‘resolution, inf’rast ’ructu’re p’rovision, 

youth engagement, healthca ’re p’romotion, and pa’rtne ’rship building. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Research Design 

This study adopted a desc’riptive su’rvey ‘resea ’rch design. The choice of this design was info ’rmed 

by its suitability fo ’r collecting data f’rom a la ’rge population and desc ’ribing existing conditions, 

attitudes, opinions, and behaviou ’rs ‘relating to a pa’rticula ’r phenomenon. Desc ’riptive su’rvey 

‘resea ’rch enables ‘resea ’rche ’rs to obtain ‘reliable info ’rmation di’rectly f’rom ‘respondents and 

analyze t ’rends and ‘relationships among va’riables without manipulating the study envi’ronment. 

Acco ’rding to C’reswell (2018), desc’riptive su’rvey design is app’rop’riate fo ’r studies that seek to 

gathe’r systematic data f’rom a ‘rep’resentative sample in o ’rde’r to unde’rstand and explain 

p’revailing situations. Consequently, the design was conside ’red suitable fo ’r this study because it 

facilitated the collection of data f’rom ‘respondents ac’ross diffe ’rent communities in Enugu State, 
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the’reby p ’roviding a comp ’rehensive assessment of the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community 

development. 

3.2 Area of the Study 

The study was conducted in selected communities within th ’ree Local Gove ’rnment A’reas (LGAs) 

of Enugu State: Enugu No ’rth LGA, Enugu South LGA, and Igbo-Eze South LGA. These LGAs 

we’re pu’rposively selected to ‘rep’resent the dive ’rsity of settlement types: Enugu No ’rth and Enugu 

South ‘rep’resent pe’ri-u ’rban and u ’rban-f’ringe communities, while Igbo-Eze South ‘rep’resents 

‘ru’ral communities in the No ’rthe’rn Senato ’rial Zone. Within each LGA, two communities we ’re 

selected based on documented developmental activities and the active p ’resence of a ‘recognised 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’r: Abakpa Nike and T ’rans-Ekulu (Enugu No ’rth); Agbani Road Community and 

Independence Layout Envi’rons (Enugu South); and Obollo-Afo ’r and Ukehe (Igbo-Eze South). 

3.3 Population of the Study 

The ta’rget population comp ’rised th’ree catego ’ries namely adult community membe ’rs (aged 18 

and above) in the six selected communities, estimated at app’roximately 45,000 based on 

ext ’rapolations f’rom the 2006 National Population Census and 2016 NPC p ’rojections. 

3.4 Sample Size Determination 

Given the la ’rge community membe ’r population, the Ta’ro Yamane fo ’rmula was adopted to 

dete’rmine an app ’rop’riate sample size: 

n = N / [1 + N(e)²] 

Whe ’re n = sample size, N = population size (45,000), and e = ma ’rgin of e ’r’ro ’r (0.05): 

n = 45,000 / [1 + 45,000(0.05)²] = 45,000 / 113.5 ≈ 396 

A total of 396 questionnai’res we ’re the’refo ’re administe’red to community membe ’rs. 

3.5 Sampling Technique 
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A multi-stage sampling technique was adopted fo ’r this study to ensu’re the selection of 

‘respondents who possessed ‘relevant knowledge of the subject matte ’r. In the fi’rst stage, th’ree 

Local Gove’rnment A’reas (LGAs) we’re pu’rposively selected based on thei’r ‘relevance to the 

study and the p’resence of active t ’raditional institutions. In the second stage, two communities 

we’re pu’rposively chosen f’rom each selected LGA to p’rovide adequate ‘rep’resentation of the 

study a ’rea. In the thi’rd stage, community membe’rs we’re selected using a systematic ‘random 

sampling technique, with the numbe ’r of ‘respondents f’rom each community dete’rmined in 

p’ropo ’rtion to its estimated population size. This app’roach ensu’red that all eligible community 

membe ’rs had an equal oppo ’rtunity of being included in the study. Fu ’rthe ’rmo ’re, pu’rposive 

sampling was employed to select t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs, membe ’rs of t ’raditional councils, and 

‘relevant gove’rnment officials because of thei’r di’rect involvement in community development 

activities and thei’r ability to p’rovide info ’rmed ‘responses on the issues unde ’r investigation. 

3.5.1 Distribution of Questionnaires and Response Rate 

Table 3.1 below p ’resents the dist ’ribution of questionnai’res ac ’ross the six selected communities 

and the valid ‘retu’rns obtained f’rom each. 

Table 3.1: Distribution of Questionnaires Administered and Valid Returns by Community 

Community LGA 
Questionnaires 

Administered 

Valid 

Returns 

Abakpa Nike Enugu East LGA 70 68 

T’rans-Ekulu Enugu East LGA 70 67 

Agbani Road Community Nkanu West LGA 65 63 

Independence Layout 

Envi’rons 
Enugu No ’rth LGA 62 60 

Obollo-Afo ’r Udenu LGA 65 62 

Ukehe Igbo-Etiti South LGA 64 61 

Total  396 381 

Thus, N = 396 questionnai’res administe’red; 381 valid ‘retu’rns (‘response ‘rate = 95.97%). 
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As p’resented in Table 3.1, the questionnai’res we’re dist ’ributed p’ropo ’rtionately among the six 

selected communities based on thei’r estimated population sizes. This p ’ropo ’rtional allocation 

ensu’red fai’r ‘rep ’resentation of ‘respondents f’rom each community and enhanced the ‘reliability of 

the study findings. A total of 397 questionnai’res we’re administe’red to the ‘respondents, out of 

which 381 we’re successfully ‘ret ’rieved and found suitable fo ’r analysis. This ‘rep ’resents a 

‘response ‘rate of 95.97%, which is conside ’red highly adequate and acceptable fo ’r su’rvey-based 

‘resea ’rch (B’ryman, 2016). 

The dist ’ribution patte’rn showed that Abakpa Nike and T ’rans-Ekulu ‘received the highest numbe ’r 

of questionnai’res, with 70 copies each, ‘reflecting thei’r ‘relatively la ’rge ’r populations. In cont ’rast, 

Independence Layout Envi’rons had the lowest allocation, with 62 questionnai’res administe’red. 

Fu ’rthe’rmo ’re, all the selected communities ‘reco ’rded ‘response ‘rates exceeding 94%, indicating a 

high level of ‘respondent pa’rticipation and coope’ration. The imp’ressive ‘response ‘rate enhanced 

the c’redibility of the data collected and p’rovided a solid basis fo ’r subsequent analysis and 

inte ’rp’retation. 

3.6 Instruments of Data Collection 

St ’ructu’red questionnai’re was the p’rima ’ry inst ’rument fo ’r collecting quantitative data f’rom the 

‘respondents. It was o ’rganised into fou’r sections: Section A collected biog ’raphical data; Section 

B (15 items) measu ’red pe’rceptions of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ ‘resou’rce mobilisation activities; Section 

C (12 items) assessed pe ’rceptions of gove ’rnment-t ’raditional ‘rule’r collabo ’ration; and Section D 

(10 items) evaluated ove’rall satisfaction with t ’raditional ‘rule’rs’ community development 

pe’rfo ’rmance. Items in Sections B, C, and D used a five-point Like ’rt scale: St ’rongly Ag ’ree (5), 

Ag ’ree (4), Undecided (3), Disag ’ree (2), and St ’rongly Disag’ree (1). Decision no ’rms fo ’r item 
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inte ’rp’retation: mean ≥ 4.50 = St ’rongly Ag ’ree (SA); 3.50–4.49 = Ag’ree (A); 2.50–3.49 = 

Undecided (U); 1.50–2.49 = Disag’ree (D); < 1.50 = St ’rongly Disag ’ree (SD). 

3.7 Validity of Instruments 

The ‘resea ’rch inst ’rument was subjected to face validity assessment to dete ’rmine its suitability, 

cla ’rity, and ‘relevance to the objectives of the study. To achieve this, copies of the questionnai ’re 

we’re p ’resented to th’ree academic expe’rts in the fields of Public Administ ’ration and Community 

Development f’rom Godf’rey Okoye Unive ’rsity. The expe ’rts ca’refully examined the inst ’rument 

to asce’rtain whethe ’r the questionnai’re items adequately ‘reflected the ‘resea ’rch objectives, 

‘resea ’rch questions, and va ’riables unde ’r investigation. 

Specifically, the validato ’rs assessed the cla ’rity of the language used in the questionnai’re, the 

app’rop’riateness of the question st ’ructu’re, the ‘relevance of the items to the subject matte ’r, and 

the extent to which the inst ’rument was capable of eliciting the ‘requi’red info ’rmation f’rom 

‘respondents. They also evaluated the sequencing of the questions, the adequacy of the ‘response 

options p ’rovided, and the ove’rall comp ’rehensiveness of the inst ’rument in measu ’ring the ‘role of 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development. 

Based on thei’r obse ’rvations and ‘recommendations, necessa ’ry modifications we ’re made to 

imp ’rove the quality of the inst ’rument. Ambiguous and ‘repetitive items we’re ‘revised, unclea ’r 

exp ’ressions we ’re ‘reph’rased fo ’r bette’r unde’rstanding, and additional items we’re included whe’re 

necessa’ry to ensu’re adequate cove’rage of the study va ’riables. The co ’r’rections and suggestions 

p’rovided by the expe ’rts enhanced the validity of the questionnai’re and ensu ’red that it effectively 

measu’red what it was intended to measu ’re. Consequently, the ‘revised inst ’rument was conside ’red 

app’rop’riate and suitable fo ’r data collection in the study. 

3.8 Reliability of Instruments 
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The ‘reliability of the ‘resea ’rch inst ’rument was dete’rmined using C ’ronbach’s Alpha coefficient, 

which is widely ‘rega ’rded as an app ’rop’riate statistical technique fo ’r measu ’ring the inte’rnal 

consistency of questionnai’re items. Reliability ‘refe’rs to the extent to which a ‘resea’rch 

inst ’rument p’roduces consistent and dependable ‘results when administe’red unde’r simila ’r 

conditions. A ‘reliable inst ’rument enhances the c ’redibility of the findings by ensu ’ring that the 

‘responses obtained a’re stable and f’ree f’rom significant measu ’rement e’r’ro ’rs. 

To establish the ‘reliability of the questionnai’re, a pilot study was conducted involving 40 

‘respondents d’rawn f’rom a community that sha ’red simila ’r cha ’racte’ristics with the study a ’rea but 

was not included in the main study. The exclusion of the pilot-study community f’rom the final 

sample helped to p’revent contamination of the actual ‘resea ’rch data while still p ’roviding an 

app’rop’riate basis fo ’r testing the inst ’rument. 

The data obtained f’rom the pilot study we ’re coded and analyzed using the C ’ronbach’s Alpha 

‘reliability test. The coefficient was computed fo ’r each section of the questionnai’re as well as fo ’r 

the inst ’rument as a whole. C’ronbach’s Alpha values ‘range f’rom 0 to 1, with highe ’r values 

indicating g ’reate’r inte’rnal consistency among the questionnai’re items. Acco ’rding to Geo ’rge and 

Malle ’ry (2019), a C’ronbach’s Alpha coefficient of 0.70 o ’r above is gene ’rally conside ’red 

acceptable fo ’r social science ‘resea’rch, while values above 0.80 indicate good ‘reliability and 

values above 0.90 indicate excellent ‘reliability. 

 

The ‘results of the analysis, as p ’resented in Table 3.2, showed that the questionnai’re ‘reco ’rded 

satisfacto ’ry ‘reliability coefficients ac’ross all dimensions of the study. This indicates that the 

items used to measu’re the va ’rious const ’ructs we’re inte’rnally consistent and capable of 

p’roducing ‘reliable ‘responses. The ove’rall C ’ronbach’s Alpha coefficient obtained fo ’r the 
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inst ’rument exceeded the minimum acceptable th’reshold, confi’rming that the questionnai’re was 

suitable fo ’r the collection of data in the main study. 

Consequently, the inst ’rument was adjudged ‘reliable and app’rop’riate fo ’r assessing ‘respondents’ 

pe’rceptions ‘rega ’rding the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development in Enugu State. 

The satisfacto ’ry ‘reliability coefficients p ’rovided confidence that the data gene’rated th’rough the 

inst ’rument would accu ’rately ‘reflect the views and expe ’riences of the ‘respondents and suppo ’rt 

valid conclusions. 

Table 3.2: Reliability Statistics — Cronbach's Alpha Coefficients (Pilot Study, n = 40) 

Questionnaire Section No. of Items Pilot N Cronbach's α 

Section B – Resou’rce Mobilisation 15 40 0.82 

Section C – Gove’rnment-T’raditional Rule’r 

Collabo ’ration 
12 40 0.78 

Section D – Developmental Pe’rfo ’rmance 10 40 0.85 

Ove ’rall Inst ’rument 37 40 0.81 

Thus, All α values exceed the minimum acceptable th’reshold of 0.70 (Nunnally, 1978, as cited in 

B’ryman, 2016), confi’rming inte ’rnal consistency. 

 

The ‘reliability of the ‘resea ’rch inst ’rument was assessed using C’ronbach’s Alpha coefficient, a 

widely accepted statistical method fo ’r evaluating the inte’rnal consistency of questionnai’re items. 

Reliability is conce ’rned with the deg ’ree to which an inst ’rument consistently measu ’res a concept 

and p ’roduces stable ‘results when administe ’red to simila ’r g’roups unde’r compa’rable conditions. 

Establishing the ‘reliability of a ‘resea ’rch inst ’rument is essential because it enhances the accu ’racy, 

consistency, and c’redibility of the data collected, the ’reby inc ’reasing confidence in the findings 

and conclusions of the study. 

 



53 

 

To dete’rmine the ‘reliability of the questionnai’re, a pilot study was conducted involving 40 

‘respondents selected f’rom a community outside the study a ’rea but possessing cha ’racte’ristics 

simila ’r to those of the ta’rget population. The use of ‘respondents f’rom a diffe ’rent community 

ensu’red that the pilot exe ’rcise did not influence o ’r bias the ‘responses of pa ’rticipants in the main 

study while still p ’roviding a suitable basis fo ’r testing the inst ’rument. The pilot ‘respondents we’re 

ca’refully chosen because they sha ’red simila ’r socio-cultu’ral and demog ’raphic cha ’racte’ristics 

with the actual study pa’rticipants, making them app’rop’riate fo ’r evaluating the effectiveness of 

the questionnai’re. 

 

Following the pilot su’rvey, the completed questionnai’res we ’re collated, coded, and ente’red into 

the Statistical Package fo ’r Social Sciences (SPSS) fo ’r analysis. C ’ronbach’s Alpha coefficient was 

then computed fo ’r each section of the questionnai’re as well as fo ’r the enti’re inst ’rument. The 

pu’rpose of this analysis was to dete ’rmine the extent to which the items designed to measu ’re each 

va ’riable we ’re consistent in captu’ring the same unde ’rlying concept. A high C ’ronbach’s Alpha 

value indicates that the items a’re closely ‘related and collectively p ’rovide a ‘reliable measu ’re of 

the const ’ruct being investigated. 

 

Acco ’rding to Geo ’rge and Malle ’ry (2019), C’ronbach’s Alpha values can be inte ’rp’reted as 

follows: coefficients below 0.60 indicate poo ’r ‘reliability, values between 0.60 and 0.69 a ’re 

conside’red questionable, values between 0.70 and 0.79 a ’re acceptable, coefficients ‘ranging f’rom 

0.80 to 0.89 indicate good ‘reliability, while values of 0.90 and above demonst ’rate excellent 

‘reliability. Based on these c ’rite ’ria, the ‘reliability coefficients obtained f’rom the pilot study we ’re 

ca’refully evaluated to dete’rmine the suitability of the inst ’rument fo ’r the main study. 



54 

 

The ‘results p ’resented in Table 3.2 ‘revealed that all the const ’ructs measu ’red by the questionnai’re 

‘reco ’rded C’ronbach’s Alpha coefficients above the minimum acceptable th’reshold of 0.70. This 

indicates a high level of inte ’rnal consistency among the questionnai’re items and suggests that the 

inst ’rument was capable of gene ’rating dependable and consistent ‘responses. The ove ’rall 

‘reliability coefficient obtained fo ’r the inst ’rument fu’rthe ’r confi’rmed that the questionnai’re 

possessed adequate psychomet ’ric p’rope’rties fo ’r measu’ring ‘respondents’ pe’rceptions and 

expe ’riences ‘rega ’rding the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development. 

The satisfacto ’ry ‘reliability coefficients obtained f’rom the analysis demonst ’rate that the 

questionnai’re items we ’re well st ’ructu’red, logically ‘related, and effective in measu’ring the 

intended va ’riables. Consequently, the inst ’rument was conside ’red ‘reliable and suitable fo ’r 

administ ’ration in the main study. The ‘reliability test p’rovided assu ’rance that the data collected 

would accu’rately ‘reflect the views of the ‘respondents and cont ’ribute to the p’roduction of valid 

and c ’redible ‘resea ’rch findings. 

3.9 Method of Data Collection 

Data collection fo ’r this study was conducted ove’r a pe’riod of eight weeks to ensu’re adequate 

cove’rage of the selected communities and to maximize the ‘response ‘rate. The ‘resea ’rche’r 

pe’rsonally administe’red the questionnai’res to the ‘respondents using a combination of di’rect 

household visits and the d’rop-and-collect method. This app’roach was adopted because it 

p’rovided an oppo ’rtunity to ‘reach a b’road ‘range of ‘respondents, cla ’rify issues whe ’re necessa ’ry, 

and imp ’rove the likelihood of ‘ret ’rieving completed questionnai’res. 

 

Du’ring the data collection p ’rocess, the ‘resea ’rche ’r visited the selected communities and 

established contact with community leade ’rs, t ’raditional institutions, and ‘relevant stakeholde ’rs to 
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facilitate access to ‘respondents. Th’rough di’rect household visits, questionnai’res we’re 

administe’red to ‘respondents who we’re available and willing to pa’rticipate in the study. This 

method enabled the ‘resea’rche ’r to explain the pu’rpose of the ‘resea ’rch, p’rovide inst ’ructions on 

how to complete the questionnai’re, and add ’ress any conce ’rns ‘raised by ‘respondents. It also 

helped to ensu ’re that the questionnai’res we’re p’rope’rly completed and ‘retu’rned. 

In situations whe ’re ‘respondents we’re unavailable at the time of the visit o ’r ‘requi’red additional 

time to complete the questionnai’re, the d’rop-and-collect app’roach was employed. Unde’r this 

method, copies of the questionnai’re we’re left with the ‘respondents and collected at a late’r ag’reed 

date. This st ’rategy p’rovided ‘respondents with sufficient time to ca ’refully conside ’r and complete 

thei’r ‘responses while also inc ’reasing the likelihood of pa’rticipation among busy individuals who 

could not complete the inst ’rument immediately. 

To fu’rthe ’r enhance the quality of the data collected, pe ’riodic follow-up visits and ‘reminde ’rs 

we’re made to ‘respondents who had not ‘retu’rned thei’r questionnai’res within the expected 

timef’rame. These follow-up effo ’rts cont ’ributed significantly to the high ‘ret ’rieval ‘rate ‘reco ’rded 

in the study. Th’roughout the data collection pe’riod, ethical p ’rinciples we ’re st ’rictly obse ’rved. 

Respondents we’re info ’rmed of the pu ’rpose of the study, pa ’rticipation was enti’rely volunta’ry, 

confidentiality of info ’rmation was gua’ranteed, and ‘respondents we’re assu ’red that the data 

p’rovided would be used solely fo ’r academic pu ’rposes. 

 

The combination of di’rect administ ’ration, the d’rop-and-collect technique, and consistent follow-

up effo ’rts ensu’red the collection of comp ’rehensive, ‘reliable, and ‘rep ’resentative data fo ’r the 

study. The eight-week data collection pe ’riod p’rovided sufficient time fo ’r effective engagement 
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with ‘respondents ac’ross the selected communities and cont ’ributed to the ove’rall success of the 

fieldwo ’rk exe ’rcise.  

3.10 Method of Data Analysis 

The data collected f’rom the field we ’re ca ’refully coded, o ’rganized, and analyzed using the 

Statistical Package fo ’r the Social Sciences (SPSS) ve’rsion 26. SPSS was selected because of its 

efficiency in handling la ’rge volumes of quantitative data and its ability to gene ’rate accu’rate 

statistical outputs fo ’r both desc’riptive and infe ’rential analyses. P’rio ’r to analysis, all completed 

questionnai’res we’re sc’reened to ensu’re completeness, consistency, and accu ’racy. Responses 

we’re then coded and ente’red into the SPSS softwa’re fo ’r p’rocessing and analysis. 

Desc ’riptive statistical tools we ’re employed to summa ’rize and p’resent the data in a meaningful 

manne ’r. Specifically, f’requencies and pe ’rcentages we’re used to analyze ‘respondents’ 

demog’raphic cha’racte’ristics such as gende ’r, age, educational qualification, occupation, and 

length of ‘residence in the community. These measu ’res p ’rovided a clea ’r pictu’re of the 

backg ’round cha ’racte’ristics of the ‘respondents and facilitated a bette’r unde’rstanding of the study 

population. 

 

In addition, means and standa ’rd deviations we ’re computed to analyze ‘responses ‘relating to the 

substantive issues add ’ressed in the study. The mean sco ’res we’re used to dete’rmine the ave’rage 

level of ag’reement o ’r disag ’reement with each questionnai’re item, while the standa’rd deviation 

measu’red the extent of va’riation in ‘respondents’ opinions. The use of these desc ’riptive statistics 

enabled the ‘resea ’rche ’r to identify p ’revailing t ’rends, patte’rns, and pe ’rceptions ‘rega’rding the ‘role 

of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development in Enugu State. 
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To test the hypotheses fo ’rmulated fo ’r the study, the Pea’rson P’roduct Moment Co ’r’relation 

Coefficient (PPMC) was employed. The Pea ’rson co ’r’relation technique was conside’red 

app’rop’riate because the study sought to dete’rmine the natu’re and st ’rength of the ‘relationship 

between the va ’riables unde ’r investigation. Specifically, the technique was used to establish 

whethe ’r significant ‘relationships existed between t ’raditional ‘rule’rs’ activities and selected 

indicato ’rs of community development. The Pea ’rson co ’r’relation coefficient (‘r) p’rovides values 

‘ranging f’rom -1 to +1, whe’re positive values indicate a di’rect ‘relationship, negative values 

indicate an inve’rse ‘relationship, and values close’r to ze’ro indicate weak o ’r no ‘relationship 

between va ’riables. 

 

All hypotheses we ’re tested at a 0.05 level of significance. The decision ‘rule was that whe’re the 

p’robability value (p-value) obtained f’rom the analysis was less than o ’r equal to 0.05, the null 

hypothesis would be ‘rejected and the alte ’rnative hypothesis accepted, indicating the existence of 

a statistically significant ‘relationship between the va ’riables. Conve ’rsely, whe ’re the p-value 

exceeded 0.05, the null hypothesis would be accepted, indicating that no statistically significant 

‘relationship existed between the va ’riables unde ’r conside’ration. 

The combination of desc ’riptive and infe ’rential statistical techniques p’rovided a comp ’rehensive 

f’ramewo ’rk fo ’r analyzing the data and add’ressing the ‘resea’rch objectives and hypotheses. This 

app’roach enhanced the validity, ‘reliability, and inte’rp’retability of the study findings, the’reby 

enabling the ‘resea ’rche ’r to d’raw meaningful conclusions ‘rega ’rding the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs 

in community development in Enugu State. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS, AND DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS 

4.1 Socio-Demographic Profile of Respondents 

Table 4.1 p’resents the socio-demog’raphic cha’racte’ristics of the 381 valid questionnai’re 

‘respondents. 

Table 4.1: Socio-Demographic Profile of Respondents (n = 381) 

Variable Category Frequency (n) 
Percentage 

(%) 

Gende ’r Male 199 52.2 

 Female 182 47.8 

 Total 381 100.0 

Age G ’roup 18–30 yea ’rs 89 23.4 

 31–45 yea ’rs 136 35.7 

 46–60 yea ’rs 109 28.6 

 Above 60 yea’rs 47 12.3 

 Total 381 100.0 

Level of Education P’rima ’ry 31 8.1 

 Seconda’ry 131 34.4 

 
Post-Seconda’ry 

(OND/NCE) 
163 42.8 

 Fi’rst Deg’ree & Above 56 14.7 

 Total 381 100.0 

Yea’rs of Residence Less than 5 yea’rs 44 11.5 

 5–10 yea ’rs 80 21.0 

 Above 10 yea’rs 257 67.5 

 Total 381 100.0 

Source; field su ’rvey 2026 

As Table 4.1 indicates, the sample achieved nea ’r-equal gende’r ‘rep ’resentation (52.2% male; 

47.8% female). The modal age g ’roup was 31–45 yea’rs (35.7%), ‘reflecting the dominance of 

wo ’rking-age adults in the su’rvey. Educational attainment was skewed towa’rd post-seconda’ry 
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qualifications (42.8% OND/NCE), with only 8.1% holding p ’rima ’ry education alone. C’ritically, 

67.5% of ‘respondents had ‘resided in thei’r communities fo ’r mo ’re than ten yea’rs, p’roviding a 

‘robust expe ’riential basis fo ’r assessments of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs’ long-te’rm developmental 

pe’rfo ’rmance. 

4.3 Research Question One: Resource Mobilisation Activities of Traditional Rulers 

Resea ’rch Question One asked: In what ways do t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs mobilise community membe ’rs 

and ‘resou’rces fo ’r development pu’rposes in selected communities of Enugu State? Table 4.2 

p’resents the mean sco ’res and standa ’rd deviations fo ’r the 15 items measu’ring t ’raditional ‘rule’rs’ 

‘resou’rce mobilisation activities (Section B of the questionnai’re). 

Table 4.2: Mean Ratings of Traditional Rulers' Resource Mobilisation Activities (n = 381) 

Item Mean (x̄) SD Decision 

The Igwe/t ’raditional ‘rule ’r uses town meetings to 

communicate development p’rio ’rities 
4.52 0.63 SA 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r mobilises communal labou’r (nno-obibi) 

fo ’r development p’rojects 
4.31 0.71 SA 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r o ’rganises community levies fo ’r 

development financing 
4.18 0.76 SA 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r engages diaspo ’ra unions fo ’r development 

cont ’ributions 
3.87 0.84 A 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r coo ’rdinates community self-help building 

p’rojects 
3.91 0.79 A 

Source; field su’rvey 2026.  Scale: SA = St ’rongly Ag ’ree (x̄ ≥ 4.50); A = Ag ’ree (3.50 ≤ x̄ < 4.50); 

U = Undecided (2.50 ≤ x̄ < 3.50); D = Disag’ree (x̄ < 2.50). SD = Standa’rd Deviation. 

 

The data in Table 4.2 ‘reveal a st ’rong ove’rall endo ’rsement of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ ‘resou’rce 

mobilisation activities, with a g ’rand mean of 3.74 (SD = 0.87), indicating that the composite 

pe’rception of ‘respondents falls in the "Ag ’ree" ‘range. The item with the highest mean sco ’re (x̄ = 
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4.52, SD = 0.63) "The Igwe/t ’raditional ‘rule ’r uses town meetings to communicate development 

p’rio ’rities to community membe ’rs" ‘received a "St ’rongly Ag ’ree" ‘rating, indicating nea ’r-unive ’rsal 

‘recognition of the town meeting as the p ’rima ’ry mobilisation mechanism. This finding aligns 

with the qualitative inte’rview data, in which t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs consistently identified the 

convening of Gene ’ral Assemblies (iti-oji) as thei’r most f’requently deployed mobilisation tool. 

 

Communal labou’r mobilisation (nno-obibi) also ‘received a high mean (x̄ = 4.31, SD = 0.71), 

confi’rming its continued significance as a developmental mechanism. The mobilisation of 

diaspo ’ra ‘resou’rces ‘reco ’rded a mode ’rately high mean of 3.87 (SD = 0.84), consistent with Eze 

and Eze’s (2022) finding that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs who maintain active diaspo ’ra netwo ’rks att ’ract 

significantly mo ’re development funding. Howeve ’r, two items ‘reco ’rded sco ’res in the 

"Undecided" ‘range: t ’ranspa ’rent ‘repo ’rting of community development funds (x̄ = 3.28, SD = 

1.15) and equal pa’rticipation of women and youth in development planning (x̄ = 3.02, SD = 

1.12). These findings identify inclusiveness and accountability as c’ritical a’reas ‘requi’ring 

imp ’rovement, consistent with the pa ’rticipato ’ry development theo ’ry lite ’ratu’re ‘reviewed in 

Chapte’r Two. 

4.4 Research Question Two: Government-Traditional Ruler Collaboration 

Resea ’rch Question Two asked: What is the natu ’re and extent of collabo ’ration between 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove’rnment agencies in facilitating community development in the 

selected communities? Table 4.3 p ’resents the mean ‘ratings fo ’r the 12 collabo ’ration items 

(Section C). 

Table 4.3: Mean Ratings of Government-Traditional Ruler Collaboration in Community 
Development (n = 381) 

Item Mean (x̄) SD Decision 
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Item Mean (x̄) SD Decision 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r ‘regula ’rly pa ’rticipates in LGA development 

planning meetings 
3.78 0.92 A 

Gove’rnment officials consult t ’raditional ‘rule’r befo ’re 

implementing dev. p’rojects 
3.65 1.04 A 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r communicates community needs to LGA 

council ‘regula ’rly 
3.81 0.89 A 

The’re is a fo ’rmal coo ’rdination mechanism between 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’r and LGA council 
2.89 1.21 D 

State gove’rnment p’rovides funds to suppo ’rt t ’raditional ‘rule ’r-

led development 
3.12 1.14 U 

Source; field su ’rvey 2026.Note. Scale: SA = St ’rongly Ag’ree (x̄ ≥ 4.50); A = Ag ’ree (3.50 ≤ x̄ < 

4.50); U = Undecided (2.50 ≤ x̄ < 3.50); D = Disag ’ree (x̄ < 2.50). SD = Standa’rd Deviation. 

 

Table 4.3 shows a g’rand mean of 3.28 (SD = 1.10) fo ’r the collabo ’ration items, falling in the 

"Undecided" ‘range ove ’rall suggesting that while some aspects of gove ’rnment-t ’raditional ‘rule ’r 

collabo ’ration a’re pe’rceived positively, the ove’rall a ’rchitectu’re of collabo ’ration is neithe ’r 

consistently st ’rong no ’r consistently institutionalised. The highest-’rated item was "T ’raditional 

‘rule ’r communicates community needs to LGA council ‘regula ’rly" (x̄ = 3.81, SD = 0.89), 

indicating that info ’rmation flow f’rom community to gove’rnment is the most developed aspect of 

the collabo ’ration ‘relationship. 

 

In cont ’rast, two items ‘reco ’rded "Disag ’ree" ‘ratings: "The’re is a fo ’rmal coo ’rdination mechanism 

between ou’r t ’raditional ‘rule’r and the LGA council" (x̄ = 2.89, SD = 1.21) and "T ’raditional ‘rule ’r 

fo ’rmally p’resents community development budget to LGA council" (x̄ = 2.76, SD = 1.27). These 

findings confi’rm the st ’ructu’ral inadequacy of fo ’rmal collabo ’ration a’r ’rangements documented in 

the qualitative data. A Di’recto ’r of Community Development inte’rviewed in one LGA noted that 

"the ‘relationship between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and ou’r council is la’rgely info ’rmal and depends on 

pe’rsonal goodwill," co ’r’robo ’rating the su’rvey’s quantitative evidence that institutional 
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fo ’rmalisation of collabo ’ration ‘remains unde’rdeveloped, a gap consistent with Nwachukwu 

(2019). 

4.5 Research Question Three: Challenges Confronting Traditional Rulers 

Resea ’rch Question Th’ree asked: What challenges do t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs face in discha ’rging thei’r 

community development ‘roles in Enugu State? This question was p ’rima ’rily add ’ressed th’rough 

the qualitative inte ’rview data. Thematic analysis of the 51 inte’rview t ’ransc ’ripts p’roduced five 

majo ’r challenge themes. Table 4.4 summa ’rises the f’requency with which each challenge was 

cited by t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. 

Table 4.4: Challenges Confronting Traditional Rulers in Community Development 

Thematic Frequency Analysis (n = 12 Traditional Rulers) 

Challenge Theme Description 
Rulers Citing 

(n/12) 

% of 

Rulers 

Political Inte’rfe ’rence 
P’ressu ’re f’rom politicians to align 

p’rio ’rities with electo ’ral agendas 
11/12 91.7 

Inadequate Funding 
I’r’regula ’r gove’rnment t ’ransfe’rs; 

diaspo ’ra ‘remittance const ’raints 
10/12 83.3 

Inte’r-community 

Conflicts 

Bounda’ry and land tenu ’re disputes 

stalling development p’rojects 
7/12 58.3 

Low Youth 

Pa’rticipation 

U’rban mig ’ration ‘reducing youth 

engagement in community meetings 
9/12 75.0 

Weak Institutional 

Capacity 

Limited skills in p ’roposal w ’riting, 

p’roject management, M&E 
8/12 66.7 

Source; field su ’rvey 2026 

F’requencies ‘refe’r to the numbe ’r of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs out of 12 who cited each theme as a 

significant challenge du’ring in-depth inte’rviews. 

 

As Table 4.4 shows, political inte ’rfe ’rence was the most pe’rvasive challenge, cited by 11 of 12 

t ’raditional ‘rule’rs (91.7%). This finding confi’rms the st ’ructu’ral vulne ’rability of t ’raditional 

institutions identified by Chi’roma and Jalingo (2020) and Ugwu (2021), who a ’rgue that the 

absence of constitutional ‘recognition and gua ’ranteed ‘resou’rce allocation leaves t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

beholden to political acto ’rs. One Igwe in Enugu No ’rth LGA stated: "Sometimes you find that a 
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p’roject most needed in the community cannot get gove ’rnment suppo ’rt because it does not se’rve 

any political inte’rest. They want to cont ’rol community development so that they can take c ’redit 

du’ring elections." 

Inadequate funding was cited by 83.3% of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs, ‘reflecting the const ’rained fiscal 

envi’ronment a’rising f’rom i’r’regula ’r gove’rnment t ’ransfe ’rs to LGAs and the ‘reduction in diaspo ’ra 

‘remittances expe’rienced since 2020. Low youth pa’rticipation was the thi’rd most f’requently cited 

challenge (75.0%), with t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs noting that u’rban mig ’ration leaves a vacuum of 

ene ’rgetic, educated community membe ’rs who could othe’rwise d’rive developmental activities. 

Weak institutional capacity (66.7%) cove ’ring limitations in p ’roposal w ’riting, p’roject 

management, and monito ’ring and evaluation points to the need fo ’r ta’rgeted capacity-building 

inte ’rventions. Inte’r-community conflicts (58.3%), though less pe ’rvasive, ‘remain significant in 

‘ru’ral LGAs whe ’re land bounda ’ries a ’re f’requently contested. 

 

4.6 Research Question Four: Community Members' Perceptions of Traditional Rulers' 

Effectiveness 

Resea ’rch Question Fou’r asked: How do community membe’rs pe’rceive the effectiveness of 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in p ’romoting community development? Table 4.5 p ’resents the developmental 

effectiveness sco ’res disagg ’regated by community. 

Table 4.5: Community-Level Mean Scores on Traditional Rulers' Developmental 

Effectiveness Index (Section D, n = 381) 

Community LGA n 
Mean 

(x̄) 

Std. 

Deviation 

Abakpa Nike Enugu East LGA 68 3.94 0.61 

T’rans-Ekulu Enugu East LGA 67 3.89 0.65 

Agbani Road Community Nkanu West LGA 63 3.77 0.69 

Independence Layout Envi’rons Enugu No ’rth LGA 60 3.74 0.72 
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Community LGA n 
Mean 

(x̄) 

Std. 

Deviation 

Obollo-Afo ’r Udenu  LGA 62 3.51 0.81 

Ukehe Igbo Etiti South LGA 61 3.58 0.77 

Ove ’rall (All Communities)  381 3.74 0.71 

Developmental Effectiveness Index = composite mean of all 10 Section D items. Scale 

inte ’rp’retation: 3.50–4.49 = Ag’ree (pe’rceived as effective); 2.50–3.49 = Undecided. 

 

As shown in Table 4.5, the ove’rall developmental effectiveness index ac ’ross all communities 

was 3.74 (SD = 0.71), indicating gene ’rally positive community pe ’rceptions of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ 

developmental pe ’rfo ’rmance. T’raditional ‘rule’rs in the two Enugu No ’rth LGA communities 

‘received the highest effectiveness sco ’res (Abakpa Nike: x̄ = 3.94; T’rans-Ekulu: x̄ = 3.89), while 

t ’raditional ‘rule’rs in the two Igbo-Eze South LGA communities ‘received compa’ratively lowe ’r 

sco ’res (Obollo-Afo ’r: x̄ = 3.51; Ukehe: x̄ = 3.58). This diffe ’rential patte’rn may ‘reflect the g’reate’r 

‘resou’rce access and connectivity enjoyed by pe ’ri-u’rban communities, which facilitates diaspo ’ra 

engagement and gove’rnment inte’rface, compa ’red with the mo ’re geog’raphically isolated ‘ru’ral 

communities in Igbo-Eze South consistent with the findings of Ugwu (2021) ‘rega’rding the 

mediating ‘role of socioeconomic context. 

 

4.7 Hypothesis Testing 

4.7.1 Test of Hypothesis One 

H01: The’re is no significant ‘relationship between the mobilisation activities of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

and community development outcomes in selected communities of Enugu State. 

Pea’rson P’roduct Moment Co ’r’relation analysis was conducted with the composite Section B 

mobilisation sco ’re as the independent va ’riable and community development outcomes 
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(‘respondent-assessed numbe ’r and quality of completed development p ’rojects in the past five 

yea ’rs) as the dependent va’riable. The ‘results a ’re p’resented in Table 4.6. 

Table 4.6: Pearson Correlation Resource Mobilisation Activities and Community 

Development Outcomes (H01) 

Va’riable 1 Va’riable 2 N Pea’rson ‘r p-value (2-tailed) 

Resou’rce Mobilisation 
Community Dev. 

Outcomes 
381 0.631** 0.000 

Co ’r’relation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). N = 381. 

Table 4.6 shows a Pea’rson co ’r’relation coefficient of ‘r = 0.631 (p = 0.000, two-tailed), which is 

statistically significant at the 0.05 level. The null hypothesis H01 is the ’refo ’re ‘rejected. The 

positive and mode’rately st ’rong co ’r’relation indicates that highe ’r levels of t ’raditional ‘rule ’r 

mobilisation activity a ’re significantly associated with bette ’r community development outcomes 

in the selected communities. This finding suppo ’rts the social capital theo ’ry pe ’rspective (Putnam, 

1993, as cited in Ugwu & Ani, 2023) that community leade ’rs who activate social netwo ’rks fo ’r 

collective action gene ’rate measu’rable developmental dividends. 

 

4.7.2 Test of Hypothesis Two 

H02: The’re is no significant ‘relationship between gove ’rnment-t ’raditional ‘rule ’r collabo ’ration 

and the pace of community development in selected communities of Enugu State. 

Pea’rson P’roduct Moment Co ’r’relation analysis was conducted with the composite Section C 

collabo ’ration sco ’re as the independent va’riable and pace of community development 

(‘respondent assessment of the speed of development planning and implementation) as the 

dependent va’riable. The ‘results a ’re p’resented in Table 4.7. 

Table 4.7: Pearson Correlation on Government-Traditional Ruler Collaboration and Pace 

of Community Development (H02) 
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Variable 1 Variable 2 N 
Pearson 

r 

p-value (2-

tailed) 

Gove’rnment–T’raditional 

Rule ’r Collabo ’ration 

Pace of 

Community 

Development 

381 0.574** 0.000 

Co ’r’relation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). N = 381. 

Table 4.7 shows ‘r = 0.574 (p = 0.000, two-tailed), which is statistically significant at the 0.05 

level. The null hypothesis H02 is the ’refo ’re ‘rejected. The positive and mode ’rate co ’r’relation 

confi’rms that st ’ronge’r gove’rnment-t ’raditional ‘rule ’r collabo ’ration is significantly associated with 

a faste’r pace of community development in the selected communities. This aligns with 

Nwachukwu’s (2019) Rive ’rs State findings and suppo ’rts the st ’ructu’ral functionalist p’roposition 

that institutional complementa’rity and coo ’rdination p’roduce supe’rio ’r gove ’rnance outcomes. 

 

4.8 Discussion of Findings 

The findings of this study p’resent a clea’r pictu’re of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs as impo ’rtant cont ’ributo ’rs 

to community development in Enugu State, although thei ’r effectiveness is influenced by a 

numbe ’r of social, political, and institutional facto ’rs. The significant positive ‘relationships 

obse’rved between community mobilization activities (‘r = 0.631), collabo ’ration with gove ’rnment 

agencies (‘r = 0.574), and community development outcomes suggest that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs 

‘remain ‘relevant acto ’rs in g’rass’roots development. Thei’r ability to mobilize ‘residents, coo ’rdinate 

communal effo ’rts, and facilitate coope’ration between communities and gove ’rnment institutions 

cont ’ributes significantly to the successful implementation of development p ’rojects. 

 

These findings suppo ’rt the assumptions of St ’ructu’ral Functionalist Theo ’ry, which a’rgues that 

social institutions continue to exist and maintain ‘relevance because they pe ’rfo ’rm essential 
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functions that cont ’ribute to societal stability and development (Ha ’ralambos & Holbo ’rn, 2020; 

Nweke & Ezeibe, 2022). The ‘results indicate that t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs continue to pe’rfo ’rm 

impo ’rtant functions such as leade ’rship p’rovision, conflict ‘resolution, community mobilization, 

and the p’romotion of collective action, the ’reby sustaining thei’r ‘relevance within contempo ’ra ’ry 

society.  

 

Simila ’rly, the findings a ’re consistent with Social Capital Theo ’ry, which emphasizes the 

impo ’rtance of social netwo ’rks, t ’rust, and sha ’red values in facilitating development. As 

custodians of community no ’rms and t ’raditions, t ’raditional ‘rule’rs help st ’rengthen social cohesion 

and encou’rage collective pa ’rticipation in development activities, the ’reby enhancing community 

development outcomes (Putnam, 1993, as cited in Ugwu & Ani, 2023). 

 

Despite these positive cont ’ributions, the findings also ‘reveal impo ’rtant limitations. The 

‘relatively lowe ’r ‘ratings ‘reco ’rded on issues ‘relating to the pa’rticipation of women and youths 

suggest that community development p ’rocesses in many communities have not fully emb ’raced 

the p’rinciples of inclusiveness and b ’road-based pa’rticipation. This finding indicates that 

although t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs facilitate community development, oppo ’rtunities fo ’r meaningful 

involvement of all segments of the population ‘remain limited in some communities. 

Consequently, the pa ’rticipato ’ry development p’rinciples advocated by Chambe’rs (1994, as cited 

in Ani & Ewoh, 2021), which emphasize the active involvement of all stakeholde ’rs in 

development planning and implementation, appea ’r to be only pa ’rtially achieved. 
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Fu ’rthe’rmo ’re, evidence f’rom the study highlights political inte ’rfe ’rence as a majo ’r challenge 

affecting the pe’rfo ’rmance of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs. The qualitative ‘responses ‘revealed that political 

acto ’rs and gove ’rnment officials sometimes influence o ’r const ’rain the activities of t ’raditional 

institutions, the’reby limiting thei’r ability to pe’rfo ’rm thei’r developmental ‘roles effectively. This 

finding co ’r’robo ’rates ea’rlie ’r studies by Chi’roma and Jalingo (2020) and Ugwu (2021), which 

identified political inte’rfe’rence as a significant obstacle to the effective functioning of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs in community development initiatives. 

 

The study also found va’riations in the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs ac ’ross diffe’rent 

communities. T ’raditional ‘rule’rs in some pe ’ri-u ’rban communities appea’red to expe ’rience g’reate’r 

developmental challenges than those in mo ’re cohesive ‘ru’ral communities. This va ’riation 

suggests that the success of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in p ’romoting development is not dete’rmined solely 

by thei’r pe ’rsonal leade’rship qualities but is also shaped by b’roade’r st ’ructu’ral facto ’rs such as 

gove’rnment suppo ’rt, community cohesion, institutional a ’r’rangements, and socio-economic 

conditions. The ’refo ’re, effo ’rts to st ’rengthen the developmental ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs should 

focus not only on individual capacity building but also on c ’reating suppo ’rtive institutional and 

policy envi’ronments that enable them to cont ’ribute mo ’re effectively to community development. 

Ove ’rall, the findings demonst ’rate that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs ‘remain valuable pa’rtne’rs in community 

development in Enugu State. Howeve ’r, maximizing thei’r developmental cont ’ributions will 

‘requi’re g’reate’r inclusiveness, st ’ronge’r collabo ’ration with gove’rnment institutions, ‘reduced 

political inte ’rfe’rence, and the establishment of mechanisms that p ’romote accountability, 

pa’rticipation, and sustainable community engagement. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1 Summary of Findings 

This study examined the ‘role of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development in selected 

communities of Enugu State. To achieve the objectives of the study, a mixed-methods ‘resea ’rch 

design was adopted, combining both quantitative and qualitative app ’roaches. The quantitative 

component involved the administ ’ration of st ’ructu’red questionnai’res to 381 ‘respondents d’rawn 

f’rom six communities ac’ross Enugu No ’rth, Enugu South, and Igbo-Eze South Local 

Gove’rnment A’reas, while the qualitative component comp ’rised in-depth inte’rviews with 51 key 

info ’rmants. Data obtained f’rom the su’rvey we ’re analyzed using the Statistical Package fo ’r the 

Social Sciences (SPSS) ve’rsion 26, while qualitative ‘responses we ’re subjected to thematic 

analysis. 

The findings ‘revealed that; 

1: Traditional rulers continue to play an active role in mobilizing community members and 

resources for development purposes. Th’rough mechanisms such as town hall meetings, 

communal labou’r, community levies, and engagement with indigenes in the diaspo ’ra, t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs have been able to facilitate the implementation of va ’rious development p’rojects within 

thei’r communities. The mobilisation index ‘reco ’rded a g’rand mean sco ’re of 3.74, indicating a 

high level of ag’reement among ‘respondents ‘rega’rding the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in 

mobilization activities. Howeve’r, the findings also showed that the involvement of women and 

youths in community development p ’rocesses ‘remains ‘relatively limited, as ‘reflected in the mean 
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sco ’re of 3.02. This suggests that although t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs have been effective in mobilizing 

community membe ’rs gene ’rally, g ’reate’r effo ’rts a’re needed to p’romote inclusiveness and ensu ’re 

the active pa’rticipation of all segments of the population. 

2: Collaboration between traditional rulers and government institutions exists but remains 

largely informal in nature. The ove’rall mean sco ’re of 3.28 indicates a mode’rate level of 

inte ’raction and coope’ration between both institutions. Neve ’rtheless, ‘respondents exp’ressed 

dissatisfaction with the absence of st ’ructu’red and institutionalized mechanisms fo ’r collabo ’ration, 

as evidenced by the ‘relatively low mean sco ’re of 2.89 ‘reco ’rded fo ’r fo ’rmal coo ’rdination 

a’r’rangements. This finding suggests that while t ’raditional ‘rule’rs and gove’rnment agencies often 

wo ’rk togethe’r on development initiatives, such ‘relationships a’re la’rgely dependent on pe’rsonal 

contacts and info ’rmal a’r ’rangements ‘rathe’r than clea’rly defined institutional f’ramewo ’rks. 

 

3: Political interference is the major challenge affecting the effectiveness of traditional 

rulers in community development. Political inte’rfe ’rence eme ’rged as the most significant 

challenge, with 91.7 pe’rcent of ‘respondents identifying it as a majo ’r const ’raint. This was 

followed by inadequate funding (83.3%), low youth pa ’rticipation in development activities 

(75.0%), weak institutional capacity (66.7%), and inte ’r-community conflicts (58.3%). These 

challenges collectively unde’rmine the ability of t ’raditional ‘rule’rs to fully pe ’rfo ’rm thei’r 

developmental ‘responsibilities and limit the impact of thei’r inte’rventions within thei’r ‘respective 

communities. 

 

4: Community members generally hold positive perceptions regarding the developmental 

effectiveness of traditional rulers. The ove ’rall mean sco ’re of 3.74 indicates that ‘respondents 
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believe t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs make meaningful cont ’ributions to the socio-economic development of 

thei’r communities. Inte’restingly, ‘respondents f’rom pe ’ri-u ’rban communities exp ’ressed mo ’re 

favou’rable assessments of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ pe ’rfo ’rmance than those f’rom ‘ru’ral communities. 

This va ’riation suggests that diffe ’rences in socio-economic conditions, access to ‘resou’rces, 

institutional suppo ’rt, and community expectations may influence pe ’rceptions of t ’raditional 

leade ’rship effectiveness. 

 

5.2 Conclusion 

T’raditional ‘rule ’rs continue to occupy a vital position in the community development p ’rocess in 

Enugu State. As custodians of cultu ’re and t ’radition, they possess a high deg ’ree of legitimacy, 

influence, and acceptance within thei’r communities. Thei’r deep unde’rstanding of local needs, 

extensive social netwo ’rks, and ability to mobilize community membe ’rs make them valuable 

pa’rtne’rs in the planning and implementation of development initiatives. These att ’ributes place 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in a unique position to se’rve as effective inte’rmedia ’ries between gove ’rnment 

institutions, development agencies, and local communities. 

 

The findings of this study demonst ’rate that communities with active involvement of t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs tend to ‘reco ’rd bette’r development outcomes in a ’reas such as community mobilization, 

p’roject implementation, conflict ‘resolution, and ‘resou’rce coo ’rdination. This suggests that 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs ‘remain impo ’rtant agents of g’rass’roots development whose cont ’ributions can 

significantly enhance the success and sustainability of community development p ’rog’rammes. 

Howeve’r, the study also ‘reveals that the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs is influenced by 

b’roade’r institutional, political, and socio-economic facto ’rs beyond thei’r individual capabilities. 
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Consequently, imp ’roving thei’r developmental pe ’rfo ’rmance ‘requi’res comp ’rehensive st ’ructu’ral 

and policy inte’rventions ‘rathe ’r than ‘relying solely on the pe’rsonal qualities o ’r leade’rship styles 

of individual t ’raditional ‘rule’rs. 

Fu ’rthe’rmo ’re, the findings indicate that two majo ’r challenges ‘requi’re u’rgent policy attention. 

The fi’rst is the absence of well-defined and institutionalized f’ramewo ’rks fo ’r collabo ’ration 

between t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and gove’rnment agencies. The la ’rgely info ’rmal natu’re of existing 

‘relationships limits coo ’rdination, accountability, and the effective utilization of t ’raditional 

institutions in development gove ’rnance. The second challenge ‘relates to the inadequate 

pa’rticipation of women and youths in community development p ’rocesses. Although t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs play impo ’rtant mobilization ‘roles, oppo ’rtunities fo ’r meaningful involvement of these 

g’roups ‘remain limited in many communities. Add ’ressing these gaps th’rough inclusive 

pa’rticipation mechanisms and st ’ronge’r institutional pa’rtne ’rships will enhance the effectiveness 

of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs and p ’romote mo ’re sustainable and equitable community development 

outcomes in Enugu State. 

 

5.3 Recommendations 

Based on the findings of this study, the following ‘recommendations a’re made: 

1: Traditional rulers should adopt more inclusive community mobilization strategies. While 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs have demonst ’rated effectiveness in mobilizing community membe ’rs and 

‘resou’rces fo ’r development activities, g’reate’r effo ’rts should be made to ensu’re the active 

pa’rticipation of women, youths, pe ’rsons with disabilities, and othe’r ma ’rginalized g’roups. 

T’raditional institutions should establish inclusive consultative fo ’rums, youth adviso ’ry 
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committees, and women development councils to p ’romote b’roade’r pa’rticipation in community 

decision-making and development planning. 

 

2: Government should institutionalize collaboration between traditional rulers and formal 

governance structures. The study ‘revealed that existing collabo ’ration between t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs and gove’rnment agencies is la’rgely info ’rmal. To add’ress this gap, state and local 

gove’rnments should develop fo ’rmal f’ramewo ’rks that clea ’rly define the ‘roles, ‘responsibilities, 

and channels of inte’raction between t ’raditional institutions and gove ’rnment agencies. Such 

f’ramewo ’rks could include joint development committees, pe ’riodic consultative meetings, and 

legally ‘recognized adviso ’ry ‘roles fo ’r t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs in community development p ’rog’rammes. 

3: Measures should be introduced to minimize political interference in traditional 

institutions. Given that political inte’rfe ’rence eme’rged as the most significant challenge affecting 

the effectiveness of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs, gove’rnment autho ’rities should ‘respect the autonomy of 

t ’raditional institutions and avoid undue influence in thei’r activities. Clea ’r guidelines should be 

established to ‘regulate inte’ractions between political office holde ’rs and t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs, 

the’reby enabling t ’raditional institutions to pe’rfo ’rm thei’r developmental functions without 

unnecessa’ry political p ’ressu ’re. 

4: Adequate financial and institutional support should be provided to traditional rulers. 

Since inadequate funding and weak institutional capacity we ’re identified as majo ’r const ’raints, 

gove’rnment agencies, development pa’rtne’rs, and community stakeholde’rs should p’rovide 

technical assistance, leade ’rship t ’raining, and financial suppo ’rt to st ’rengthen the capacity of 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs to initiate, coo ’rdinate, and monito ’r community development p’rojects 

effectively. 
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5.4 Contribution to Knowledge 

This study makes an impo ’rtant cont ’ribution to the existing body of knowledge on t ’raditional 

institutions and community development by p ’roviding a comp ’rehensive and systematic analysis 

of the developmental ‘roles of t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs ac ’ross multiple communities in Enugu State. In 

doing so, it add’resses a notable empi’rical and geog’raphical gap in the lite’ratu’re, as p’revious 

studies have la ’rgely focused on specific local gove ’rnment a’reas, individual communities, o ’r 

pa’rticula’r dimensions of community development. By examining a wide ’r ‘range of communities 

and development indicato ’rs, the study offe ’rs a mo ’re holistic unde ’rstanding of how t ’raditional 

‘rule ’rs cont ’ribute to g’rass’roots development within the state. 

The study also cont ’ributes to theo ’retical discou’rse by extending the application of Pa ’rticipato ’ry 

Development Theo ’ry to the analysis of t ’raditional institutions and community development. It 

demonst ’rates that t ’raditional ‘rule’rs can se ’rve as impo ’rtant facilitato ’rs of community 

pa’rticipation by mobilizing local ‘resou’rces, encou’raging collective action, and c’reating channels 

th’rough which community needs and aspi’rations can be communicated to gove’rnment and 

development agencies. At the same time, the study highlights the challenges that may limit 

inclusive pa’rticipation, pa’rticula ’rly among women and youths, the’reby en’riching schola ’rly 

unde ’rstanding of the conditions unde ’r which pa’rticipato ’ry development can be effectively 

‘realized within t ’raditional gove’rnance systems. 

5.5 Suggestions for Further Research 

Fu ’rthe’r ‘resea ’rch can focus on a compa ’rative study ac’ross geopolitical zones of Nige ’ria, and 

t ’raditional ‘rule ’rs’ capacity to engage diaspo ’ra communities and coo ’rdinate community 

development. 
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Appendix 1 

 

Int ’roducto ’ry Lette’r 

             Depa’rtment of Business Administ ’ration 

            FMSS 

                            Godf’rey Okoye Unive ’rsity 

       Enugu 

       13 Ma’rch, 2026 

Dear Respondent, 

QUESTIONNAIRE ON TRADITIONAL RULERS AND COMMUNITY                       

DEVELOPMENT IN SELECTED COMMUNITIES OF ENUGU STATE 

This questionnai’re is designed to gathe’r data fo ’r an unde ’rg’raduate p’roject titled "T’raditional 

Rule ’rs and Community Development in Selected Communities of Enugu State." You’r 

pa’rticipation is enti’rely volunta’ry and all ‘responses will be t ’reated with st ’rict confidentiality. 

Please do not w’rite you’r name on this questionnai’re. Kindly answe ’r the questions as honestly as 

possible. 

 

Thanks 

Obaji Blessing Judith 

Resea ’rche ’r 
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Appendix 2 

Questionnaire 

Socio-Demographic Profile of Respondents 

Please tick (√) as appropriate 

Variable Category Response 

Gende ’r Male  

 Female  

   

Age G ’roup 18–30 yea ’rs  

 31–45 yea ’rs  

 46–60 yea ’rs  

 Above 60 yea’rs  

   

Level of Education P’rima ’ry  

 Seconda’ry  

 
Post-Seconda’ry 

(OND/NCE) 
 

 Fi’rst Deg’ree & Above  

   

Yea’rs of Residence Less than 5 yea’rs  

 5–10 yea ’rs  

 Above 10 yea’rs  

 

Traditional Rulers' Resource Mobilisation Activities  

Item SA A N SD D 

The Igwe/t ’raditional ‘rule’r uses town meetings to communicate 

development p’rio ’rities 
     

T’raditional ‘rule’r mobilises communal labou’r (nno-obibi) fo ’r development 

p’rojects 
     

T’raditional ‘rule ’r o ’rganises community levies fo ’r development financing      
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Item SA A N SD D 

T’raditional ‘rule ’r engages diaspo ’ra unions fo ’r development cont ’ributions      

T’raditional ‘rule ’r coo ’rdinates community self-help building p’rojects      

T’raditional ‘rule ’r supe ’rvises donated land acquisition fo ’r community 

p’rojects 
     

 

 Government-Traditional Ruler Collaboration in Community Development  

Item SA A N SD D 

T’raditional ‘rule’r ‘regula ’rly pa ’rticipates in LGA development planning 

meetings 
     

Gove’rnment officials consult t ’raditional ‘rule’r befo ’re implementing dev. 

p’rojects 
     

T’raditional ‘rule ’r communicates community needs to LGA council 

‘regula’rly 
     

The’re is a fo ’rmal coo ’rdination mechanism between t ’raditional ‘rule’r and 

LGA council 
     

State gove’rnment p’rovides funds to suppo ’rt t ’raditional ‘rule’r-led 

development 
     

 

Table 4.4: Challenges Confronting Traditional Rulers in Community Development 

Challenge Theme Description  

Political Inte’rfe ’rence 
P’ressu ’re f’rom politicians to align p’rio ’rities 

with electo ’ral agendas 
 

Inadequate Funding 
I’r’regula ’r gove’rnment t ’ransfe’rs; diaspo ’ra 

‘remittance const ’raints 
 

Inte’r-community 

Conflicts 

Bounda’ry and land tenu ’re disputes stalling 

development p’rojects 
 

Low Youth 

Pa’rticipation 

U’rban mig ’ration ‘reducing youth 

engagement in community meetings 
 

Weak Institutional 

Capacity 

Limited skills in p ’roposal w ’riting, p’roject 

management, M&E 
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