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Abstract 

The SDGs programme implementation has elaborate institutional and financial structures that guarantee community 

engagement, monitoring and evaluation. The Local Government Areas in Kogi State  under study have adopted the 

Medium Term Fiscal Framework (MTFF) where they incorporate the eradication of poverty and hunger through 

enhanced food security, poverty reduction and income generation and have also, mainstreamed in their budget SDGs 

programmes. Equally, the monitoring and evaluation mechanism and the reporting system for SDGs in Kabba-Bunu 

and Ajaokuta LGAs, Kogi State are the same, in line with the National Implementation Guideline. However, despite 

these elaborate implementation strategies and structures put in place for the attainment of the SDGs, 1in Kogi State, 

statistics are showing that the LGAs have a long way to go in eradicating poverty and hunger. Although, it is too 

early to assess the a programme that is barely 10 years, however, records revealed that the agricultural production 

of Kogi State has dropped by 52% in 2020 due to the activities of arm bandits and kidnappers. More so, statistics 

have shown that over 1 million people in Kogi State are in need of food assistance the survey research design was 

adopted for the work where data were collected through both primary and secondary sources such as interviews, 

questionnaires and observations.  The Bottom-up Development theory was adopted. The study found among others 

that there is a very wide disparity between the two LGAs in Kogi State in favour of urban areas. it was also observed 

that the funds for the SDGs are inadequate considering the infrastructural deficits in the two LGAs under study and 

the release of funds is often untimely and there are cumbersome bureaucratic bottlenecks in accessing the SDGs 

funds. The study therefore recommends that the wide disparity that existed between Urban and rural LGAs should 

be bridged and all hands should be on deck to ensure that the implementation of the SDGs is even.  
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1. Introduction 

In 2000 the United Nations (UN) introduced the 

Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) that fold-up 

in 2015. They constituted the first set of global 

development goals covering a broad range of 

development priorities (Martha, Bettina and Ulrich, 

2014), such as the challenges of extreme poverty, 

hunger, illiteracy, and disease (Kumar, 2013). MDGs 

have spurred advances, particularly in health 

(Kassebaum et al., 2014; McArthur and Rasmusse 

n, 2017). Access to improved water supply has also 

experienced faster progress, but in other areas, the 

MDG period has not seen a significant acceleration of 

progress. Driven in large parts by the perceived (partial) 

success of the MDGs and the non-inclusion of some 

aspects of the environment, climate change and 

sustainability, member states insisted that they 

negotiate the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

following the Rio +20 Summit (United Nations, 2012). 

Following the Rio + 20 Summit the SDG was adopted 

as a successor for MDGs to end poverty in all its 

ramifications. The Sustainable Development Goals 

(SDGs) agreed by Heads of Government in 2015 

represent a major multilateral effort to shift the world 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/sustainable-development
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towards more sustainable and resilient pathways, also 

taking into account the needs of developing countries. 

The SDG Agenda calls for a global partnership  at all 

levels – between all countries and stakeholders who 

need to work together to achieve the goals and targets, 

including a broad spectrum of actors such as 

multinational businesses, local governments, regional 

and international bodies, and civil society 

organizations.  

 This action at the UN Headquarters was the 

official endorsement that the UN Member Countries 

around the world needed to formally adopt, domesticate 

and integrate the SDGs into the development planning 

strategies and agenda of their countries. Like the rest of 

the world, Nigeria not only ratified the SDGs at the UN 

but also took immediate steps to distil them into the 

development framework of the country (United 

Nations, 2017). 

  The resulting 17 SDGs (United Nations, 2015) 

represent a political compromise by the 193 member 

states of the United Nations that has been critically 

reviewed (International Council for Science, ICSU, and 

International Social Science Council, ISSC, 2015) and 

raises major challenges of measurement, financing, and 

implementation. The SDGs are much broader than the 

MDGs in that they are very ambitious, and unlikely to 

be met under a business-as-usual pathway (Joshi et al., 

2015; Van Vuuren et al., 2015; Häyhä et al., 2016). Yet, 

contrary to the early years of the MDG period 

(McArthur, 2013), governments around the world are 

already adopting the SDGs as operational goals for 

sustainable development (United Nations, 2017). 

The SDGs consist of 17 goals and a total of 169 

constituent targets within these goals. The goals 

according to UN (2015) are related to eradicating 

extreme poverty and hunger in all forms everywhere 

through improved food security nutrition and 

promoting sustainable agriculture. 

 Despite the elaborate implementation strategies 

and structures put in place for the attainment of the 

SDGs,  The SDGs programme operates through some 

basic institutional structures in Nigeria. Its operation is 

carried-out through specific Federal, State and Local 

Governments structures.  

 A number of specific institutional relationships 

were highlighted as weak under the MDGs. At the 

Local Government level, capacity remains low and 

makes engagement difficult. Local Government 

Committees have not met or have not been able to 

coordinate MDG-related activities beyond the narrow 

entry point of the CGS to LGAs technical assistant. At 

the federal level, the relationship with the National 

Planning Commission (NPC) proved challenging. 

While the MDGs have received high-level policy 

attention alongside other development frameworks, 

there has been limited integration of the roles of these 

institutions in coordinating and monitoring progress. 

One area in which this has been evident is in the 

consistency of data produced by the NBS and in 

coordination over M&E, which is currently fragmented 

across OSSAP-MDGs, NPC, the Ministry of Finance 

and MDAs themselves. Finally, one area of weakness 

that lacked a specific institutional platform was 

coordination with the private sector. While playing a 

major part in the implementation and monitoring stages, 

engagement with the private sector has been ad hoc and 

fragmented (Nigeria’s Road to SDGs country 

Transition Strategy, 2015).   

 The funding structure according to the SDGs 

National Implementation Guidelines is for States and 

Local Governments to ensure that the SDGs are 

mainstreamed into their annual budget.  

 However, despite these elaborate 

implementation strategies and structures put in place for 

the attainment of the SDGs, 1 (Goal 1: End of poverty 

in all its manifestations by 2030 statistics are showing 

that the two LGAs have a long way to go in eradicating 

poverty and hunger.     

 The study is therefore set to address the 

following research questions: 

i. What is the funding structure of SDGs and 

how has it affected the implementation of 

SDG goal 1 in selected LGAs of Kogi 

State? 

ii. What is the institutional structure designed for 

the implementation of SDGs and how has the 

institutional framework designed affected the 
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implementation of the SDGs goal 1 in selected 

LGAs of Kogi State? 

 The broad aim of this study is to assess the 

implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals 

and the extent to which the implementation strategies 

have affects the attainment of SDGs 1 in the selected 

LGAs of Kogi State.The specific objectives are as 

follows: 

i. To examine the funding structure of SDGs 

and how it has affected the implementation 

of SDG goal 1in selected LGAs of Kogi 

State. 

ii. To determine the efforts of the institutional 

structure on the implementation of SDG 

Goal 1in selected LGAs of Kogi State. 

 This study is based on the following 

Hypotheses: 

i. SDGs funding structure has no significant 

effect on the implementation of SDGs goal 1 in 

selected LGAs of Kogi State. 

ii. The SDGs institutional structure has no 

significant effect on the implementation of 

SDG goal 1 in selected LGAs of kogi State. 

 The study covered the period from 2015 to early part 

of 2024 in Kogi State of Nigeria. The reason for the 

choice of the state is as a result of its performances in 

the implementation of the MDGs programmes and 

activities. The two LGAs in Kogi state were adjudged 

to have performed better in the implementation of 

MDGs than other LGAs in the state. They were 

adjudged to have used the MDG framework to address 

poverty and improve their hitherto very poor health 

indices.  

 

2. Literature Review and Theoretical Framework 
 

2.1 Conceptual Review  

Conceptions of the Sustainable Development Goals 

(SDGs): SDGs Programme 

In September 2015, the general assembly of the United 

Nations (UN) adopted resolution A/RES/70/1 “2030 

Agenda for Sustainable Development” (henceforth: 

Agenda 2030) (UN, 2015). The Heads of States 

committed to achieve 17 Sustainable Development 

Goals (SDG) with 169 associated targets, by 2030 that 

should “stimulate action over the next 15 years in areas 

of critical importance for humanity and the planet” 

(UN, 2015)”. The Agenda builds on the old pre-2015 

system on sustainable development, represented by the 

Millennium Development Goals (MDG) (MDGs 

Report, 2015). However, in terms of scope, nature and 

mechanisms, the Agenda 2030 follows a more 

comprehensive approach. In contrast, to the MDGs, it 

applies universally to all states, addresses all three 

dimensions of sustainable development and needs them 

to be addressed in an integrated manner due to the 

strong inter-linkage between the goals. As the title of 

the document says, the aim is nothing less than 

“transforming our world” to achieve sustainable 

development (UN, 2015). Its success will depend on the 

rightful implementation of the goals within all 

countries. However, the Agenda 2030 is a non-binding 

agreement that put governments under no legal 

obligation to implement the goals. Therefore, the 

question of why and under which conditions states 

comply with the requirements of the Agenda 2030 is at 

stake. Due to the complexity of the issue, setting up 

governance structures that steer the process, are 

considered to be the first important step for the 

implementation of the SDGs. As FransTimmermanns 

(2015) put it during his speech at the Post-2015 

Development Summit in New York in 2015: 

“Ultimately, the implementation of the Agenda 2030 is 

all about governance”. 

Implementation Strategy of Sustainable 

Development:  

The role of governance since the emergence of the 

debates on what is needed to ensure a sustainable future, 

the question of how it can be achieved has become 

equally important. The importance of good governance 

structures has therefore, been widely acknowledged 

(Glasbergen et al., 2007; Meadowcroft, 2007; Ayre and 

Callway, 2013; Jordan, 2008; Van Zeijl-Rosema 2008; 

Pisano et al., 2015). Implementing sustainable 

development on national level faces various challenges, 

which is related to its conceptual characteristics. 
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 First, sustainable development is a normative concept. 

In terms of content, its objectives can be seen as wicked 

problems, meaning that they are ill-defined and 

unstructured. The ultimate goal of the Agenda 2030 to 

transform our world is quite broad and does not imply 

specific measures to pursue. Moreover, the definition 

and focus of what needs to be done might shift over 

time. Second, implementing sustainable development is 

a complex endeavour. Its process include multiple 

policy areas (environmental, social, economic), actors 

(governmental bodies, NGOs, private-sector, civil 

society, science) and levels (supranational, national, 

local). With regard to instruments, it requires a holistic 

change in thinking, tools and methods. Sustainable 

development thus highly deviates from other policy 

problems in terms of complexity and 

comprehensiveness (Van Zeijl-Rosema, 2008).  

2.2 Theoretical Framework 

For the purpose of this study, the Bottom-up 

Development theory was adopted. Stohr and Todtling 

(1977) developed a “Theory of Selective Spatial 

Closure”. According to them, over centralization of 

political power and resources at Federal and National 

levels of political governance tends to cause “The 

Backwash Effect” in the sub-national spatial units of 

these States where they are unable to control the 

outflow of mobile factors of production, capital, thus 

undermining their long-term economic development 

goals. When these sub-national units receive some 

degree of political autonomy from the Federal level, 

their capacities to restrict the flow of these mobile 

factors of production increases. Furthermore, because 

these regions are closer and more accessible to the 

citizens, opportunities for participatory development 

activities like public hearings on policy issues and other 

forms of civic engagement to hold the government 

accountable also increase.  

 

A Review of Concepts of the Bottom-up 

Development Paradigm 

A number of concepts and parameters accompanied 

these new theoretical developments that began to shape 

the bottom-up paradigm as revealed by Brohman 

(1996). Like Stohr and Totling (1977), he observed that 

participatory development was fallout of the 

“Redistribution before growth’ development strategy in 

the 1970s that emphasized the following: 

i. A move towards direct, redistributive 

measure targeting the poor instead of 

continued reliance on the eventual indirect 

trickle-down effects of growth; 

ii. A focus on local, small-scale projects, often 

linked with earlier rural development 

initiatives or urban community based 

development programmes; and 

iii. An emphasis on basic needs and human 

resources development especially through 

the provision of public good and services. 

 

3. Methodology  

 

3.1 Method of Data Collection    

Two sources of data collection were employed to 

generate data for the study. They were primary and 

secondary sources. 
 

Primary Data: This primary data was generated 

through the use of questionnaire and interviews. 
 

Administration of Instruments 

The method of administration of this research 

instruments was based on the personal effort of the 

researcher with the help of the Field Assistants to 

distribute and assist in completion where necessary and 

collect the completed questionnaires. The responses of 

the respondents were measured based on the five points 

Likert scale: Strongly Agree (SA), Agree (A), 

Undecided (U), Disagree (D), and Strongly Disagree 

(SD). The study adopted simple census method of 

administering questionnaire to all the respondents for a 

successful returned of 80 respondents as presented in 

table 3:4.4 

Reliability of the Instrument  

Reliability is used in this study to ensure questions 

being answered appropriately. In this respect, according 

to Sekran and Bougie (2013) Alpha values for each 

instrument under study should not be less than 0.6. 

Cronbach’s coefficient, Alpha (α) method of internal 

consistency/homogeneity is used; which measures the 
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consistency within the questions/instruments showing 

how well they measured characteristics and behaviour 

within the test (Kyokutamba, 2011): 

n = K[(1-Σδ2k)/δ2]            (1) 

              K-1 

 

Where δ2k= Sum of variances of the k questions in the 

instrument 

K= Number of questions in the research instrument 

α = Alpha Coefficient 

δ2= Variance of the total test 

The measurement scales’ is computed Cronbach’s 

Alpha (α) results in table 3.4.5 indicate that the all the 

variables and the measurement scales are reliable as 

well as above 0.6 threshold which (Kyokutamba 

2011;Sabana, 2014) is the recommended coefficient for 

a given research instrument. Hence the internal 

consistency reliability of the measures used is 

considered sufficiently high enough to have adequately 

measured in the study variables. This shall allow for 

more testing and further analysis of the linear regression 

model. 

 

4. Result and Discussions  

 

4.1 Summary of Data Administration  

On the whole, 52 questionnaires were administered in 

the two LGA in Kogi State under study out of which the 

52 representing 100% of the total questionnaires 

administered were returned. Therefore, 52 formed the 

basis of our analysis and interpretation. The data 

collection took about 10 weeks due to difficulties in 

reaching out to the respondents. 

 

       Table 1: Numbers of Respondents 

Sample Size No of Returned 

Questionnaires 

No of Unreturned Questionnaires Total 

52 52 

(100%) 

- 

(-) 

52 

(100%) 

 

Table 2 below shows the percentage distribution of the 

returned questionnaires per Local Governments Areas. 

 

         Table 2: The Distribution of the Returned Questionnaires Administered  

States &LGAs Questionnaires 

administered 

Questionnaires 

returned 

Questionnaires 

unreturned 

SDGs Implementation Planning Committee 

in Kabba-Bunu LGA, Kogi State 

17 -  

SDGs Implementation Planning Committee 

in Ajaokuta LGA, Kogi State 

17 -  

SDGs Technical Team in Kabba-Bunu 

LGA, kogi State 

9 -  

SDGs Technical Team in Ajaokuta 

LGA,Kogi State 

9 -  

Total Frequency/Percentage  52 (100) -  

  

 Table 3: Age Range of the Respondents  
Age Range  Frequency  

18-30 Years 12  

31-40 Years 15  

41-50 Years 8  

51 Years and Above 17  

Total  52  
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Table 3 Summarises the age distribution of the 

respondents.  

4.2 Financing Framework of SDGs 

Funding is the act of providing financial resources, 

usually in a form of money, or other values such as 

efforts or time, to finance a need, programme, and 

project, usually by an organisation or company. Sources 

of funds for the SDGs were identified and the adequacy 

was assessed. The dependence of the States and even 

the Federal Government on Donor Agencies has not 

produced the desired results for various reasons. The 

private sector can and should become a key partner in 

the process while large scale government funding 

remains essential. 

 Table 4: Inter-governmental partnerships in funding SDGs  

Items   5 (SA) 4 (A) 3 (N) 2 (D) 1 (SD) 

The Inter-governmental partnerships 

for funding of SDGs programmes are 

adequate. 

11 

(21.15%) 

8 

(15.38%) 

15 

(28.85%) 

10 

(19.24%) 

8 

(15.38%) 

          Where: SA= Strongly Agree, A =Agree, N=Neutral, D=Disagree and SD=Strongly Disagree 

It is recorded based on table 4 that: 21.15% of the 

respondents strongly agreed that there are Inter-

governmental partnerships for funding SDGs 

programmes in the selected LGAs of kogi State, while, 

15.38% of the respondents agreed and 28.85% of the 

respondents were undecided. 15.38% of the 

respondents strongly disagreed that there is Inter-

governmental partnerships for funding SDGs 

programmes and 19.24% of the respondents disagreed. 

This implies that states governments do not frequently 

provide finance to actualized implementation of SDGs 

goal 1 to local governments. 

 Table 5: Private sector funding of SDGs in selected LGAs of Niger Oyo State 

Items   5 (SA) 4 (A) 3 (N) 2 (D) 1 (SD) 

Private Sector used their capital to 

finance SDGs goals in selected LGAs 

of  Kogi State` 

10 

(19.24%) 

8 

(15.38%) 

8 

15.38% 

14 

(26.92%) 

12 

(23.08%) 

 Source: Field Survey, 2020 

The table 5 shows that 19.24% of the respondents 

strongly agreed that Private Sector used their capital to 

finance SDGs goals in Nigeria, 15.38% of the 

respondents agreed and 15.38% of the respondents were 

undecided. 23.08% of the respondents strongly 

disagreed that private sector do not use their capital to 

finance SDGs goals 1 and 2 in the selected LGAs of 

Kogi  State, Nigeria and 26.92% of the respondents 

also, disagreed. This shows that the private sectors do 

not support the funding of SDGs 1 in the study areas. 

 Table 6: Bilateral funding of SDGs  

Items   5 (SA) 4 (A) 3 (N) 2 (D) 1 (SD) 

Bilateral donors are frequently 

involved in actualizing SDGs goals  

10 

(19.24%) 

8 

(15.38%) 

 

(15.38%) 

6 

(11.54%) 

20 

(38.46%) 

 Source: Field Survey, 2020 
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Table 6 shows that 19.24% of the respondents strongly 

agreed that bilateral donors are frequently involved in 

actualising SDGs goal 1 in the selected LGAs of Kogi 

State, Nigeria, another 15.38% of the respondents 

agreed that bilateral donors are frequently involved in 

actualizing SDGs goal 1 in the study areas. 15.38% of 

the respondents were undecided. Whereas, 11.54% of 

the respondents disagreed that bilateral donors are 

frequently involved in actualizing SDGs goas 1 and 

38.46% of the respondents strongly disagreed that 

bilateral donors are frequently involved in actualizing 

SDGs goal 1.     

 The perception of our stakeholders from the 

Focus Group Interviews revealed that SDGs projects 

and programmes in Kogi State are not mainstreamed 

into the medium and long term plans of the States and 

Local Governments. This could be responsible to high 

rates of abandoned projects in most of the communities 

like the Skills Acquisition Centre in the local 

governments.     

 One relevant take away from the focus group 

discussion is the clarification that there is no 

“designated external funds” to implement the SDGs, 

though there could be support from various 

stakeholders both local and foreign. The SDGs are just 

like any other plan we could make to improve the 

wellbeing of the country; the difference is that the SDGs 

is a global agreement tying countries together to 

achieve some uniform goals. States relied on annual 

budget to fund the activities of the SDGs.  

4.3 The Institutional Structure of the SDGs 

Nigeria has established a strong institutional framework 

to ensure proper coordination of the SDGs 

implementation across the three tiers of government. 

These include coordination within the private sectors, 

CSOs, communities, MDAs, the parliament and others. 

The office of the SSAP-SDGs has made advances in 

establishing coordinating structures across the tiers of 

government for purposes of horizontal and vertical 

coherence of program information and effective 

performance management. The structure has according 

to them, within it, MDA focal persons, State focal 

persons, LGAs focal persons as well as an Inter-

Ministerial Committee (IMC) on SDGs. 

 
  Table 6: Partnership between different Stakeholders in the implementation of SDGs 

Items   5 (SA) 4 (A) 3 (N) 2 (D) 1 (SD) 

There are effective partnership 

between the various stakeholders in 

implementing the SDGs Programmes 

18 

(34.6%) 

7 

(13.46%) 

7 

(13.46%) 

10 

(19.24%) 

10 

(19.24%) 

 Source: Field Survey, 2020 

It is recorded based on table 7 that 34.6% of the 

respondents strongly agreed that there is effective 

partnership between the various stakeholders in 

implementing the SDGs Programmes, 13.46% of the 

respondents agreed that there is effective partnership 

between the various stakeholders in implementing the 

SDGs Programmes and 13.46% of the respondents were 

undecided. 19.24% of the respondents strongly 

disagreed and 19.24% of the respondents disagreed that 

there is effective partnership between the various 

stakeholders in implementing the SDGs Programmes in 

the selected LGAs of Kogi State. 

 Table 8: Partnership between governments at various levels 

Items   5 (SA) 4 (A) 3 (N) 2 (D) 1 (SD) 

Partnership on SDGs between 

Governments at various levels and 

private sector in selected LGAs of 

Kogi  State are successful  

18 

(34.61%) 

11 

(21.16%) 

8 

(15.38%) 

7 

(13.46%) 

8 

(15.38%) 

 Source: Field Survey, 2020 
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The table 8 shows that 34.61% of the respondents 

strongly agreed that Partnership on SDGs between 

Governments at various levels and private sector in the 

selected LGAs of Kogi State are successful, 21.16% of 

the respondents further agreed to that claim. 15.38% of 

other respondents were undecided. 15.38% of the 

respondents strongly disagreed to the claim that 

Partnership on SDGs between Government and private 

sector in the selected LGAs of Kogi State were 

successful and 13.46% of the respondents further 

disagreed to the claim. This simply show that there is 

some level of partnership and collaboration between 

governments and all levels and the private sectors in the 

implementation of SDGs 1 in the LGAs under study. 

4.4 Test of Hypotheses 

The study formulated two hypotheses thus;  

i. SDGs funding structure has no significant 

effect on the implementation of SDGs goal 1 in 

selected LGAs of  Kogi State. 

ii. The SDGs institutional structure has no 

significant effect on the implementation of 

SDG goal 1 in selected LGAs of Kogi State. 

Frequency and percentages were used to compare 

results of responses to the questionnaire administered. 

The responses were corroborated with the results from 

interviews, observations and secondary data. Simple 

liner regression analysis was used to test the 

hypotheses. The decision rule was that if the P-value is 

less than 5% we reject the null hypothesis and accept 

the alternate but if the P-value is greater than 5% we 

accept the null hypothesis. 

 The regression result shows that the model is fit 

for the study since the f-statistics is significant at 5% 

level of significant. The result also shows that the SDGs 

institutional structure has positive effect on the 

implementation of SDGs 1 in the selected LGAs of 

Kogi State. This positive effect is significant since the 

P-value is less than 5%. Thus, we can reject the null 

hypothesis and concluded that the SDGs institutional 

structure has a positive significant effect on the 

implementation of SDGs 1 in the selected LGAs of 

Kogi State, Nigeria.  

The R2 = 0.87 indicates that 87% of variation on SDGs 

institutional structure can be used to explain by the 

implementation of SDGs 1 but 13% can explained by 

other factors not noted in the regression model which is 

refer to as error term.  

5. Conclusions and Recommendations 

This study assesses the implementation of the 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGS) in Kabba-

Bunu and Ajaokuta Local Government Areas of  Kogi 

State.  

 The study covered the period from 2015 to 

early 2024. However, due to time constraint and 

resource and also for in-depth study, the research 

covered only two Local government areas in the state. 

The local government areas are divided into urban and 

rural. Two hypotheses were tested for the research. 

 The specific objectives of this study include to; 

examine the extent to which the funding structure has 

affected the implementation of SDG goals as it relates 

to eradication of poverty in all its forms everywhere.  

 In line with the findings of the study, the 

following recommendations were made: 

1. Since the annual budget alone either at the State 

and Local Governments cannot fund the 

activities of the SDGs, hence, the need for the 

institutionalization of funds, working closely 

with the National Assembly to make sure that 

the bill on funding of SDGs scale through for 

the benefit of all. Also, Government at all levels 

should intensify their domestic resource 

mobilization efforts and explore other 

innovative financing mechanisms, including 

channelling remittances to development 

projects through the issuance of diaspora bonds 

and securitization of future streams of revenue 

from government infrastructure assets, among 

other things to compliment other revenue 

sources.  

2. Effective collaboration between the 

State/LGAs SDGs officers and the financing 

institutions such as World Bank, Central Bank 

of Nigeria, International Monetary Fund, 

Multilateral developing finance and so forth, 

hp
Typewritten text
282



POLAC INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF ECONS & MGT SCIENCE (PIJEMS)/Vol.12, No. 1 AUGUST, 2025/ PRINT ISSN: 2465-7085, ONLINE ISSN: 2756-4428; www.pemsj.com 

 

 
 

should be strengthen to past track the 

implementation process. 

3. Advocacy campaigns should be organised by 

States and Local Governments to mobilise and 

sensitise the local people on the operations and 

implementation of the SDGs programmes and 

the roles expected of them, in both print and 

electronic Media. In other words, deliberate 

efforts must be made to create necessary 

awareness about the SDGs across the length 

and breadth of the LGAs. Also, there is the need 

to carry along local and state bureaucrats and 

political leaders, so as to become conversant 

with the SDGs programmes and their targets. 

4. Community engagement should be 

strengthened through community participation 

in planning, decision making, implementation, 

monitoring and evaluation of the SDGs 

programmes and projects to guarantee 

ownership of the projects. 

5. The top down approach implementation 

strategy should give way to bottom-up 

approach to project implementation, to 

strengthen community engagement and 

participation of SDGs. 
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