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Abstract

The world today witnesses emerging new challengggravated by multiple financial, economic, foodl amergy crises,
which have threatened the ability of all countriesachieve sustainable development. The UnitedoNatiConference on
Sustainable Development reaffirmed the politicamoatments of the international community to purssiestainable
development, under the principles of Agenda 21luiting the principle of common but differentiategsponsibility, this is
inline with the Millennium Development Goals objees which focused attention on selected social &odhan
development priorities. The main objective of thaper, is to evaluate the possible ways of achiewdngtainable
development and development cooperation in Nigef@.achieved the above objective the researchellee mae of
questionnaires, Hypothesis are formulated whichewanalyzed using SPSS. Pearson Correlation Test wgually
conducted to determine the correlation between@oandevelopment cooperation and sustainable dpwetnt in Nigeria.
Empirical economic modeling were established wtiile prior expectation to construct multiple regressiThe paper
recommended that, government should take stepdrtmliice price control on essential items to ap@itistence increase in
price level, adequate measures should be put oefitacope with the effect of climate change, gorant as well should
come up with policies that will encourage produttamd consumption of locally produce goods andisesvand discourage
importation of essential items, Nigerian populat®uld take a drastic measure to ensure that tbdse elected as policies
makers are of credible character and patriot tretapable of protecting the interest of the gditgraf the entire populace
and finally the governments at all level should eoap with economic recovery plans that is capalbleatvaging the
financial system and entire economy at large.

Keywords: Economy, Cooperation, Development, Strategy, $atdity, Transformation.

1. Introduction

No country has made the arduous journey from widegb rural poverty to post-industrial wealth with@mploying

targeted and selective government policies to ngdtifeconomic structure and boost its economicadyiem. Moreover, it
is difficult to see how countries at all levelsdd#velopment can respond constructively to conteargarhallenges — from
job creation and poverty reduction to participatinghe technological revolution and global valdeios, from promoting
efficient and clean energy to mitigating climateasge and greening the economy — without using sank of targeted
industrial policy.

The process of structural transformation remaintiquéarly challenging for developing and emergegpnomies.
Their efforts to upgrade and diversify take planean interdependent world economy where earlieustréhlizers have
already accumulated both enabling capabilitiesiiddal and enterprise level know-how and skilllng with collective
knowledge and sources of creativity) and productbapacities (embodied in production factors andspay and
technological infrastructure) that give their prodrs significant cost and productivity advantages equip them to push out
the technological frontier through research andwation. These advances offer developing countiiesNigeria many
opportunities to catch up rapidly by learning tostea technologies and products already availablename developed
countries. The key question is: how can such legrbie accelerated? Catching up encompasses twactlistit related pro-
cesses: first, the strengthening of capabilities #nable developing economies to trigger, acdelesad manage structural
and technological transformation; and, second,at@imulation of productive capacities through aasned process of
investment. In both aspects, success requiresegutilicies that provide incentives, direction andrdination.

Many of the higher value added activities and gsdivat characterize successful transformationytade likely to
be more capital-intensive than their counterpartthé past, in part because of readier acces=ttetihnology and capital
equipment produced in the more advanced econommigsalso because of the pressures of intensifiedaglcompetition,
which can be met on a sustained basis only by nagéd in productivity. Mobilizing the financialgeurces to undertake the
investments in physical and human capital and frastructure required to meet these demands casino be a major
policy challenge in many countries (ILO, 2011; UNDP2013; ECA, 2013; World Bank, 2013; OECD, 2013).

The purpose of this paper, therefore, is to evaltta ways of achieving sustainable developmentardlopment
cooperation in Nigeria. The relevance of the défgrtraditions in the development economics aredctintributions of their
various frameworks to the analysis and design distrial policy that can lead to the sustainableettsment and
development cooperation were equally consideredh Ed those frameworks highlights different objeet of industrial
policies, raises different policy issues, and tfeeresuggests different areas and scope for indugilicies. Moreover, the
application of different analytical frameworks tarent practice in government policy can contribute a better
understanding of what is needed to create and pwistcessful productive transformation and sustéérdevelopment.
Other objectives of the study were delineated bevis:

i. To find out whether Sustainable Developmertiainable in Nigeria.

ii. To find out whether the Development Cooperatian be attained in Nigeria.

iii. To provide workable recommendations capablesalivaging the situation as to the sustainabilftydevelopment in
Nigeria.
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In line with the above objectives, the followingpoghesis were formulated:
Ho: Sustainable Development is unattainable in Nageri
Ho: The Development Cooperation cannot be attainédgeria.

2. Conceptual Framework

In September 2000, world leaders adopted the Uritations Millennium Declarationvhich provided the basis for the
pursuit of the Millennium Development Goals. A giblronsensus was successfully discussed the inmgertaf poverty
reduction and human development. Since then, thlgagicommunity has managed to uplift a large segmethe poor and
vulnerable. The world reached the poverty target fiears ahead of the 2015 deadline. In develagigigns, the proportion
of people living on less than $1.25 a day fell frévhper cent in 1990 to 22 per cent in 2010. A@@ million fewer people
lived in conditions of extreme poverty in 2010 cargd with 1990. Still, results fall short of intational expectations and
of the global targets set to be reached by the 2@a8lline. It remains imperative that the intelral community takes bold
and collaborative actions to accelerate progressfiieving the Millennium Development Goals.

Continuation of current development strategies mdlt suffice to achieve sustainable development ie\y2015.
Moreover, relying on “business as usual” scengsiesents clear risks, because evidence is mouithiitig
(a) The impact of climate change threatens to aseah the absence of adequate safeguards andishemeed to promote
the integrated and sustainable management of ha&saurces and ecosystems and take mitigationadagtive action in
keeping with the principle of common but differextéid responsibilities;

(b) Hunger and malnourishment, while decreasingnamy developing countries, remain persistent irotountries, while
food and nutrition security continues to be anigkigoal.

(c) Income inequality within and among many cowg#rhas been rising and has reached an extremddyiehigl, invoking
the specter of heightened tension and social @nfli

(d) Rapid urbanization, especially in developingrtaes, calls for major changes in the way in whichan development is
designed and managed, as well as substantial seged public and private investments in urbarastfucture and services;
(e) Energy needs are likely to remain unmet fordnads of millions of households, unless significardgress in ensuring
access to modern energy services is achieved;

(f Recurrence of financial crises needs to be prmckand the financial system has to be rediretiagrds promoting
access to long-term financing for investments nexglito achieve sustainable development.

Over the past years, the global challenges to isasti® development have been driven by a broadofet
“megatrends”, such as changing demographic profileanging economic and social dynamics, advanceniemechnology
and trends towards environmental deteriorationeids understanding of the linkages among theselsrand the associated
changes in economic, social and environmental tiondi is needed. The United Nations Conference ostafhable
Development, held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, fromt@®2 June 2012, highlighted a range of interlthkballenges which
call for priority attention, including decent job=nergy, sustainable cities, food security andasuable agriculture, water,
oceans and disaster readiné@se presenBurveyfocuses on three of these cross-sectoral issubsmihediate implications
for realizing sustainable development, namely: fa¥tainable cities, (b) food and nutrition securtyd (c) energy
transformation. The other challenges are important,a comprehensive discussion of them is beybedstope of this
research.

2.1 Strategiesfor pursuing sustainable development

Agenda 21 (United Nations, 1993) emphasized therdéohnectiveness among the three dimensions ofisabte
development. Its actual implementation, howeveguably did not occur in the integrated manner eagesl. While the
Millennium Development Goals focused attention etested social and human development priorities, vilorld today
witnesses emerging new challenges, aggravated Miyptauinancial problems in the area of econonf@pd and energy
crises, which have threatened the ability of alirdoies to achieve sustainable development. Thésdmiations Conference
on Sustainable Development reaffirmed the politicainmitments of the international community to persustainable
development, under the principles of Agenda 21 ctvlimcludes the principle of common but differetadhresponsibilities,
needs for inclusive strategies and technology iatiom. The outcome document of the United Nationsf@ence on
Sustainable Developmeptovides guidance for achieving the transitionustainable development as a means of increasing
the well-being of current and future generationallrcountries. Sustainable development strateggesl to be inclusive and
take special care of the needs of the poorest avst wulnerable. Strategies need to be ambitiousoraoriented and
collaborative, taking into account different naaboircumstances.

There is need to systemically change consumptidnpanduction patterns, and might entail, inter,adignificant
price corrections; encourage the preservation diirabh endowments; reduce inequality; and strengtieennomic
governance. Such a process will need to minimieetypes of consumption and production that havetieg externalities,
while simultaneously seeking to maximize the typésconsumption and production that create positwéernalities.
Examples of minimizing negative externalities irm#ureduction of environmental pollution, while exdes of positive
externalities include, for example, technology ddtapn, reduction of food waste and enhanced eneffigiency.
Technology certainly play a major role in this stormation. Changes in consumption patterns care dhie creation of new
technologies necessary for sustainability and th@aption and diffusion at the desired pace. Secicebringing about these
changes will require substantial reorganizatiothefeconomy and society and changes in lifestflesnomic and financial
incentives for the creation and adoption of nevhitogies will be needed which may include innoxatpolicy reforms.
Poverty eradication, changing unsustainable andngting sustainable patterns of consumption and ymotieh, and
protecting and managing the natural resource basanomic and social development is the major aibjes of and
essential requirements for sustainable developnienhis large context, protection of climate amyieonment will need to
be pursued as a universally shared goal. The glaatation of manufacturing and services sectdlsalso mean that
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appropriate technical regulation and social statlareed to be adopted by developing and developadtries, with
technical and financial support for developing does.

2.1.1 Ensuring food and nutrition security

It is essential to ensure that everyone in the dviws access to enough nutritious food. The rdsehighlights the
challenges in this regard and the changes to e $gstem that are needed to ensure food andiomitsiecurity by 2050.
2.1.2 Export sophistication, growth and the middle-income trap

To sustain the development process, however, ifbieldrontier innovations are not enough. An emeggliterature
highlights the importance of capabilities and theech for Nigeria to progressively increase its cépgkio develop and
diffuse new products (and processes) in other lijese sustainable development (Nubler 2013). Heibég the ability of a
society and of firms to accumulate skills and krenige, to combine the productive knowledge of itlividuals and to
develop collective competencies that determineahitbty to diversify and increase internal valuddad and so to produce
goods that are progressively more sophisticated @ordpetitive in international markets, challengitige advanced
competitors on the technological frontier.

Structural change and the development of capasiliire nevertheless challenging endeavours. Chatigéing
economic structure of the economy requires the iaitiun and refinement of productive knowledge. #untry cannot
produce goods of which it has no knowledge, armtb#s not accumulate knowledge of products thapéischot produce.
Hausmann et al. (2011) acknowledge this, pointingtbat countries move from the products that thlegady produce to
others that are similar in terms of the knowledgmguired to produce them. Industrial developmeas&imed to be a gradual
and path-dependent process, and countries areauttajoimp into distant products.

2.1.3 Tradeand industrial palicies

One of the most difficult policy areas in economébate on effective and balanced productive tramftion is international
trade. The literature on the links between tradenopss, structural transformation and economic trdsv vast. Very
broadly, the evidence shows that most successfohagnies have used smart combinations of trade bgeréxport
promotion, and support and protection for infardustries as part of a wider set of policies to state structural trans-
formation. Consequently, trade reforms should noplesued as stand-alone goals and need to be aangdpby other
policies: infrastructure, education and trainingtegprise development, entrepreneurship, innovatimance and indeed
social policies (Jansen, Peters and Salazar-Xing2011).

In a situation where trading advantages are creatbér than given, and both economies of scaldearding are
key to sustained growth and structural transforomatgaining market entry is a challenging exertis¢ depends not only,
or even principally, on flows of foreign direct stment (FDI) but mostly on local firms emergingaassfully from an
expanding domestic market and connecting with regi@nd global value chains. Historical legacies bave long-run
economic consequences, and “market forces do tettsesingle, predetermined outcome, instead tieg to preserve the
established pattern, whatever that pattern may(Gefory and Baumol, 2000). This would suggest thatia—win” out-
come is just one among a range of possibilities imore open trading system and that internatioreaket forces, in
conjunction with varying national capabilities, caroduce results that are beneficial for some lattiental to others.
Certainly, posing the policy issue as a contest éetwimport substitution and export-led industriiian models is
misleading. .

The disparate experiences described in this pabefiorce the need for a strategic approach to tpeodiey and a
close link between trade and competitiveness mdidin a number of the cases discussed, counties followed the kind
of shock therapy that was part of the Washingtons@asus without concomitant attention to their dyiscacompetitiveness
and have, as a result, discovered that the conibmaf rapid trade liberalization with limited publinvestment leads to
serious bottlenecks in infrastructure and humairitalagnd a deficient investment climate, and tleaen when this policy
approach generates static gains, it can also gesxisting industrial capacity and undermine praspéor future industrial
development. The lesson seems to be that policermakeed to develop balanced packages of trade@ngetitiveness
measures, and that sequencing and timing issueduadamental to successful outcomes, as are refdtips with
complementary structural policies, the developm@#nt¢ducation and skills, and the maintenance ofpmiitive exchange
rates.

3.0 Methodology

The paper is an empirical research work that maee af questionneer. Hypothesis are formulated whiehe analyzed
using SPSS. Pearson Correlation Test were equatigiucted to determine the correlation between enondevelopment
cooperation among Nigerians and the level of snabdé development in Nigeria. Empirical economiodeling were
established with the prior expectation to constrogttiple regression.

3.1 Empirical M ode

The research attempt to quantify the ways of adhiesustainable development and development cotipera Nigeria,

and therefore the researchers relied on empiricah@mic modeling with prior expectations to constra multiple

regression aimed at undertaken analysis by th@fu€edinary Least Square Procedure. The aim oféb@omic modeling
is to offer quantitative measurements of the impattvarious variables on the development of Nayegconomy.

The Empirical Model takes the form:

Sustainable Developmer8D) = Prices P) + Economic OrderO) + Tax Laws TL) + Financial CrisiskC) + Consumers
real Income CR) + Quality Job QJ)+ Error).

Therefore SD= B0 + B1IEO+ B2TL + B3FC + BACR + B4QJ +¢ ......... 1)

Sustainable Development adjustments result in adgrgs in the following: adjustments in Food Pridesonomic Order,
Tax Laws, Financial Crisis, consumers’ real inco@eality Job.

Therefore, two equations are necessary but thetdiqguation which we are seeking is:
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DevelopmentD) = f (Cooperation@)) and the Indirect equation is the one above.

ThereforeD = B0 + BsC+=.............. 2

From the first model (1), we expect the independeniibles to have a positive relationship with

Development in Nigeria with the exception of consurs real income which has a negative relationslitip Development.
The Pearson Correlation statistic used in this rebe@sts the null hypothesis that samples in tvmare groups are drawn
from the same population.

The null hypothesis (HO) will be that all sampleans are equal (HQ:;=p,=p13).

The alternative hypothesis {Hs that at least one mean is different (Not HO).

Decision rules: If kysis greater or equal ta.f, reject HO, otherwise do not reject HO.

If the decision is to reject the null, then at te@se of the means is different. However, the omsiBearson Correlation does
not tell you where the difference lies. For thisuyeed post-hoc tests.

4 Results and Discussions
Tablel: Responseson Attainment of Sustainable Development in Nigeria

H1 | Sustainable Development isattainablein Nigeria 1 2 3 4 5 Total

1 | Rising food and energy prices are hitting hard the | 150 57 30 73 190 500
livelihoods of poor and vulnerable people.

2 | Our developmental goals could easily be reveifse@ do not| 120 177 12 71 120 500

find workable solutions to the twin crises in theod and
energy markets.

3 | The profound threat of climate change and theriettion of| 80 27 5 177 211 500
our natural environment.

4 | No social or economic order is secure if it fadsbenefit the| 99 85 11 105 200 500
majority of those who live under it.

5 | The fact that Nigeria import almost everythinglirding fuel 70 175 35 70 150 500

6 | Non Patriotic attitude of the policy makers irgBliia 200 230 10 33 27 500

7 | Income inequality has been rising and has reached 90 233 5 77 95 500

extremely high level, invoking the specter of heggled
tension and social conflict;

8 | Recurrence of financial crises in the Nigeriamficial system | 25 100 15 171 189 500

9 | The frequent changes in the tax laws makes Nigedt a| 34 100 50 106 210 500
friendly Business environment

10 | Lack of quality job among many Nigerians 56 12Q 24 70 230 500
Total Response 924 1304 | 197 | 953 1622 | 5000
Per centage (%) 1848 | 26.08 | 3.94 | 19.06 | 3244 | 100

Source: Field Survey 2017

Table 1 above shows that 150, 57, 30, 73, and f98eorespondents strongly disagree, disagreedecided,
agree and strongly agree respectively that sustiEindevelopment is attainable with Rising food amérgy prices are
hitting hard on the livelihoods of poor and vulideapeople. 120, 177, 12, 71 and 1200 of the refpats strongly disagree,
disagree, not decided, agree and strongly agreectegely that Our developmental goals could edsédyreversed if we do
not find workable solutions to the twin crises hretfood and energy markets. 80, 27, 5, 177 anda21fie respondents
strongly disagree, disagree, not decided, agreestiadgly agree respectively that the profoundahed climate change and
the deterioration of our natural environment affeastainable development in Nigeria. 99, 85, 15 afAd 200 of the
respondents strongly disagree, disagree, not discitgee and strongly agree respectively that M@akor economic order
is secure if it fails to benefit the majority ofode who live under it. 70, 175, 35, 70 and 150hef tespondents strongly
disagree, disagree, not decided, agree and strawggbe respectively that sustainability is attai@awven with the fact that
Nigeria import almost everything including fuel.®®30, 10, 33 and 27 of the respondents strorighgdee, disagree, not
decided, agree and strongly agree respectivelyNbatPatriotic attitude of the policy makers in Biig affect sustainable
development. 90, 233, 5, 77 and 95 of the respdad&rongly disagree, disagree, not decided, agnelestrongly agree
respectively that Income inequality has been risamgl has reached an extremely high level, invokimgy specter of
heightened tension and social conflict in Nige2, 100, 15, 171 and 189 of the respondents syatighgree, disagree, not
decided, agree and strongly agree respectivelystisitinable development cannot be attained dRec¢arrence of financial
crises in the Nigerian financial system. 34, 10, B)6 and 210 of the respondents strongly disaglisagree, not decided,
agree and strongly agree respectively that theuéeqchanges in the tax laws makes Nigeria notfemdly Business
environment. 56, 120, 24, 70 and 230 of the respoisdstrongly disagree, disagree, not decidedgeaand strongly agree
respectively that sustainable development is uimattée due to Lack of quality job among many Nigaes. In summary, 924
of the response representing 18.48% Strongly Démaghnat sustainable development is attainable gemd, 1304 of the
response representing 26.08% Disagree that suskairdevelopment is attainable in Nigeria, 197 oé tfesponse
representing 3.94% didn’t decided as to whethetaguable development is attainable in Nigeria ar, 863 of the response
representing 19.06% agrees that sustainable daeweltps attainable in Nigeria, while 1622 32.44%ev@ strong support
that sustainable development is attainable in Nager
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Table 2: Responses on Developmental Cooperation in Nigeria

H2 | The Development Cooperation cannot be Attained in 1 2 3 4 5
Nigera

1 | The architecture of development cooperation isobeng 100 77 30| 103 190 500
more complex

2 | Increase in food prices, climate change and theent

X 99 137 25| 93 146 500
economic slowdown

3 | Procrastination will not make our problems goawa 80 27 5 177 211 500

4 | Poverty is the ultimate systemic risk in Nigeria 99 85 11 | 105 200 500

5 | The breeding ground for the proliferation of t¢eism,
armed conflict, environmental degradation, crossdéo| 70 175 35| 70 150 500
diseases and organized crime

6 | Reaching remote and deprived populations 130 1500 | 150 60 500

7 | Challenges in working together as one Nigeria 90 133 5 107 165 500

8 | The private sector to support Qevelopment eithesugh o5 100 15| 171 189 500
core business activities, generating employmentveaalth

9 | A change in mindsets is needed in order for theiness
community to increasingly view the low income segtres
real economic actors and desirable participantsthia
business process.

34 100 50 | 106 210 500

10 | Weak correlation between strength and use obmedt 56 120 24 | 70 230 500

systems
Total Response 783 1104 | 210 | 1152 | 1751 | 5000
Per centage (%) 15.66 | 22.08 | 4.2 | 23.04 | 35.02 | 100

Source: Field Survey 2017

Table 2 shows that 100, 77, 30, 103, and 190 ofrédspondents strongly disagree, disagree, not
decided, agree and strongly agree respectivelydinatlopment cooperation cannot be attained in iig89,
85, 11, 105 and 200 of the respondents stronglsgdéi®, disagree, not decided, agree and strongbeag
respectively that No social or economic order use if it fails to benefit the majority of thosenhw live under
it. 70, 175, 35, 70 and 150 of the respondentsiglyodisagree, disagree, not decided, agree aodgdyr agree
respectively that sustainability is attainable eveth the fact that Nigeria import almost everytimcluding
fuel. 200, 230, 10, 33 and 27 of the respondemtngly disagree, disagree, not decided, agree andgdy
agree respectively that Non Patriotic attitudehef policy makers in Nigeria affect sustainable ttgweent. 90,
233, 5, 77 and 95 of the respondents strongly désagdisagree, not decided, agree and stronglyeagre
respectively that Income inequality has been rigind has reached an extremely high level, invokiegspecter
of heightened tension and social conflict in Niger25, 100, 15, 171 and 189 of the respondentsigiro
disagree, disagree, not decided, agree and str@agybe respectively that sustainable developmematabe
attained due to Recurrence of financial crisehe Nigerian financial system. 34, 100, 50, 106 ahd of the
respondents strongly disagree, disagree, not diicatree and strongly agree respectively that thguént
changes in the tax laws makes Nigeria not a friemilsiness environment. 56, 120, 24, 70 and 23thef
respondents strongly disagree, disagree, not dicagree and strongly agree respectively that isadiie
development is unattainable due to Lack of quadibyamong many Nigerians. In summary, 924 of ttspoase
representing 18.48% Strongly Disagree that sudtiendevelopment is attainable in Nigeria, 1304 loé t
response representing 26.08% Disagree that sustaidavelopment is attainable in Nigeria, 197 efthsponse
representing 3.94% didn’t decided as to whethetagable development is attainable in Nigeria o, 863 of
the response representing 19.06% agrees that realsidevelopment is attainable in Nigeria, whig22
32.44% were in strong support that sustainableldpugent is attainable in Nigeria.
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Table 3: Correlations Matrix of Hypothesis 1
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 | Q5 | Q6 | Q7 Q8 Q9 | Q10

Pearson 1| 892" | .826"| .959" | .926" | .727"| .821"| .896"| .940"| .967
Correlation

Q1 gﬁ‘éé)z' 000|000 .000| .000| .000| .000] .000| .000| 000
N 500 500 500 500/ 500/ 5000 500 500 500 500
Pearson 897" 1| .799"| 865" | .938"| .753"| 946" | .861"| .859"| .821"
Correlation

Q2 gﬁ‘éé)z' 000 ooo| .000| 000 .000| .000] 000 .000| 000
N 500 500{ 500 500 500/ 5000 500 500/ 500 500
Pearson 826" | .799" 1| 893" | .820" | 580" | .753"| .926"| .906" | .840"
Correlation

Q3 ts;?éé)z' 000 .000 000 .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500 500 500 500 500/ 5000 500 500 500 500
Pearson 959" | .865"| .893" 1| .890" | .708" | .800" | .917°| .967"| .970"
Correlation

Q4 gﬁ‘éé)z' ooo| .000] 000 00o| .000| .000| 000 .000| 000
N 500 500{ 500 500/ 500/ 5000 500 500/ 500 500
Pearson 926" | .938"| .820"| .890" 1| .730"| 904" | .846"| .886"| .869"
Correlation

Q5 ts;?éé)z' 000 .000| .000| .000 000 .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500 500 500 500 500/ 5000 500 500 5000 500
Pearson 727" | 753" | 580" | .706"| .730" 1| 773" | .639"| 678" | .697"
Correlation

Q6 gﬁ‘éé)z' ooo| .000| .000| .000| 000 ooo| 000 .000| 000
N 500 500{ 500 500/ 500/ 5000 500 500/ 500 500
Pearson 821" | 946 | .753"| .800"| .904" | .773" 1| 798| .788"| .743"
Correlation

Q7 gﬁ’éé)z' 000 .000| .00o| .000| .000| .000 000 .000| .000
N 500 500 500 500 500/ 5000 500 500 5000 500
Pearson 896" | .861°| .926"| .917"| .846"| 639" | .798" 1| .957"| .897"
Correlation

Q8 ts;?éé)z' 000 .000| .000| .000| .000| .000 .000 .000[ .000
N 500 500{ 500 500/ 500/ 5000 500 500/ 500 500
Pearson 940" | .859"| .906"| .967"| .886" | .678" | .788"| .957" 1| .956"
Correlation

Q9 gﬁ‘éé)z' ooo| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| 000 000
N 500 500 500 500 500/ 5000 500 500 500 500
Pearson 967" | .821°| .840"| .970"| .869" | .697" | .743"| .897°| .956" 1
Correlation

Q10 gﬁ‘éé)z' ooo| .000o| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| 000
N 500 500 500 500 500/ 5000 500 500 500 500

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 leveHailed).
Source: Extracted from IBM SPSS v20 Output, 2017.
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Table 4 Correlations M atrix of Hypothesis 2
QL | Q2 | O3 | Q4 | Q5 | Q6 | Q7 | Q8 | Q9 | Q10 |
Pearson Correlatio 1[.933"[.8947|.989" |.900" |.894" |.821 |.927" |.963" | .969"
Q1 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500 500{ 500/ 500 500[ 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio] .933" 1|.847"[.922" |.974" |.933" | .885" |.869" |.903" | .904"
Q2 Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500{ 500/ 500 500( 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio} .894" | .847" 1(.893"|.8207 |.823" |.753" [.926" | .906" | .84G"
Q3 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000 .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500{ 500/ 500 500( 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio] .989" |.922" | .893" 1[.890" [.889" |.800" |.917" |.967" |.970"
Q4 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000 .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500{ 500/ 500 500[ 500| 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatiof .900" |.974" | .820" | .890" 1|.945" [.004" | .846" |.886" |.869"
Q5 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000[ .000| .000 .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500{ 500/ 500 500[ 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio] .894" |.933" | .823" | .889" | .945" 1|.891" [.870" | .900" | .874"
Q6 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000| .000| .000 .000| .000[ .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500{ 500/ 500 500( 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio] .821" |.885" |.753" |.800" [.904" | .891" 1|.798" |.788" | .743"
Q7 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000 .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500/ 500/ 500 500( 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio} .927" |.869" |.926" | .917" | .846" | .870" |.798" 1|.957" |.897"
Q8 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000 .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500{ 500/ 500 500[ 500/ 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio} .963" |.903" |.906" |.967" |.886" |.900" | .788" | .957" 1|.956"
Q9 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000 .000
N 500/ 500 500[ 500[ 500/ 500 500[ 500| 500/ 500
Pearson Correlatio} .969" |.904" |.840" | .970" | .869" | .874" |.743" | .897" | .956" 1
Q10 Sig. (2-tailed) .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000| .000
N 500/ 500 500 500{ 500/ 500 500[ 500| 500/ 500

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level {@ied).
Sour ce: Extracted from IBM SPSS v20 Output, 2017.

4.1 Descriptive Analysis

Based on the output of 2-Tailed Pearson Correlatiest Tarried out in the table 3 above, Q1 had aifsignt linear
relationship of 0.892, 0.826, 0.959, 0.926, 0.12821, 0.896, 0.940 and 0.967 with Q2, Q3, Q4, @5, Q7, Q8, Q9 and
Q10 respectively. Q2 had a linear relationship .88Q, 0.799, 0.865, 0.938, 0.753, 0.946, 0.86159ahd 0.821 with Q1,
Q3, Q4, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q8, Q9 and Q10 respectively.

4.2 Test of Hypothesis

In accordance with the basic decision-making in Bearson Correlation test carried out above, therstatistically
significant linear relationship for all study vaslas being > 0.05, and also the direction of tHati@ship is positive. We
can therefore, conclude that there is a positiveetation between the economic developmental arap@@tion among
Nigerians and Sustainable Development in Nigeria.

5.0 Summary of Major Findings
From the analysis of data collected the followingrevfound:
i Prices of food and energy in Nigeria is increasinpich is hitting hard on the livelihoods of thegoaand
vulnerable people.
ii. That profound threat of climate change and detatimn of our natural environments affect sustaieabl
development in Nigeria.
iii. That sustainable development is unattainable vhighfact that Nigeria depends on importation of etsake
commodities including fuel.

iv. That non patriotic attitude of the policy makersNigeria affect sustainable development.

V. It was equally found that income inequality hasrbesing and has reached an extreme level, invokieg
specter of heightened tension and social confiitigeria.

Vi. That sustainable development cannot be attainedadtexurrence of financial crises in the Nigeiieahcial
system.

Vii. That frequent changes in tax laws make Nigeriambe a suitable business environment.

55



Journal of Economics and Sustainable Development www.iiste.org
ISSN 2222-1700 (Paper) ISSN 2222-2855 (Online) 5-'—.i.’
Vol.8, No.10, 2017 IIS E

5.1 Conclusions and Recommendations

Successful developing countries progressively cadhgir production structure, replacing low valdeled goods with more
sophisticated activities and a wider array of paisuAs countries undergo this transformation,dtireportant changes are
seen. First, production diversification increasedine with rising income levels, but subsequeiitlglows down and then
even reverses as countries become more specializéitey enter a post-industrial stage. Secondevitmestment becomes
less important at high levels of income and thedrtgnce of innovation grows, for most developingidoies operating
inside the production frontier, the links betweemagid pace of investment and technological admptadre crucial to
successful diversification. Third, educational eyss shift their focus along with structural changeshe economy, from
developing workers’ skills to adopt and adapt tedbgy to preparing and enabling workers to develepy processes and
products. These changes do not occur automaticatig, thus, many middle-income countries fail teréase the
sophistication of their production and export stuoes. This in turn adversely affects growth perfance.

An emerging literature identifies productive cafiibs as the determinants and drivers of prodectiv
transformation dynamics and increasing export stglaition. Capabilities are not distributed exogeshibut they can be
actively built up over time. Industrial policies particular may play an important instrumental rééeilitating evolution of a
knowledge structure that provides the options favimg along trajectories of progressive sophisiizain the product
space. Education and training policies are cemtr&xpanding the options for jumping into produatsl technologies that
are more distant from the existing export structiN@ébler, 2013). Developing the right set of cafiibs enables middle-
income countries to move up the value chain andkbieto fast-growing markets for knowledge- andowation-based
products and services. The followings are soméefécommendations to the problems identified.

i Government should put in place price control oreesal commaodities to avoid persistence increagerice
level.

ii. Adequate measures should be put in place to capethé effect of climate change.

iii. Government should come up with policies that wilteurage production and consumption of locally pioed
goods and services and discourage importationsaigisl items.

iv. Nigerian populace should take a drastic measusnsoire that those to be elected as policies makeref
credible character and patriot that are capabjgaitcting the interest of the entire populace.

V. That government at all level should come up witbreenic recovery plans that is capable of salvagiireg
financial system and entire economy at large.

Vi. Their should be consistency in the provision ofltaxs to avoid the issue of multiple taxations, ebhin turns

will pave way for foreign direct investments.
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