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The study examined the role of culture, creativity, and transnational 
indigenous networks in development, focusing on selected organisations in 
Rivers State. A descriptive survey research design was adopted to 
systematically collect and analyse data from a sample of 287 respondents 
drawn from cultural institutions, non-governmental organisations, creative 
enterprises, and indigenous community groups. Data were collected using a 
structured questionnaire administered both electronically and physically to 
ensure wide coverage and inclusiveness. The instrument was validated by 
experts and tested for reliability using Cronbach’s alpha, which yielded a 
coefficient of 0.82, indicating strong internal consistency. Descriptive statistics 
and simple linear regression analysis were employed to analyse the data. 
Findings revealed that cultural practices significantly influence development 
outcomes, creativity enhances economic opportunities and sustainability, and 
transnational indigenous networks contribute substantially to socio-economic 
development. Regression results indicated strong relationships among the 
variables, with high coefficients of determination and statistical significance 
at the 0.05 level. The study concluded that the integration of cultural values, 
creative processes, and network collaboration provides a comprehensive 
framework for achieving sustainable and inclusive development. These 
elements were found to reinforce each other, creating a dynamic system that 
supports resilience and economic growth within indigenous communities. 
Recommendations emphasised the need for policy integration, investment in 
creative industries, strengthening of transnational networks, and active 
participation of indigenous communities in development initiatives 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Contemporary development discourse increasingly recognises the significance of culture and 

creativity as dynamic drivers of socio-economic transformation and identity formation across 

borders. Cultural practices, creative expressions, and indigenous knowledge systems are no longer 

perceived as peripheral elements but as central components in shaping sustainable development 

pathways. According to UNESCO (2022), cultural and creative industries contribute substantially 
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to economic growth, employment generation, and social cohesion, particularly within indigenous 

and marginalised communities. This recognition has led to growing scholarly attention on how 

transnational indigenous networks mobilise cultural resources to influence development processes. 

Indigenous communities have historically maintained interconnected systems of knowledge 

exchange that transcend national boundaries, often facilitated through migration, trade, and shared 

cultural heritage. As noted by Arjun Appadurai (2013), global cultural flows enable the circulation 

of ideas, practices, and identities, thereby fostering transnational linkages that redefine local 

development strategies. These networks are not merely symbolic but function as practical 

platforms for collaboration, advocacy, and resource mobilisation. Empirical studies indicate that 

indigenous networks play a crucial role in preserving cultural heritage while simultaneously 

adapting to contemporary socio-economic realities (Smith, 2021). 

Creativity, in this context, operates as both a cultural expression and an economic resource. 

Creative industries rooted in indigenous traditions—such as crafts, music, storytelling, and 

design—have gained international visibility through digital platforms and global markets. 

Research by World Bank (2023) demonstrates that creative sectors contribute significantly to 

inclusive development by providing alternative livelihoods and empowering local communities. 

Transnational indigenous networks further amplify these impacts by facilitating knowledge 

sharing and collective action. These networks often engage in policy advocacy, environmental 

conservation, and cultural preservation initiatives that influence both local and international 

development agendas. According to UNDP (2022), indigenous-led networks have been 

instrumental in promoting sustainable development goals, particularly in areas related to climate 

action, gender equality, and community resilience. Their collaborative nature enables the pooling 

of resources and expertise, thereby enhancing the effectiveness of development interventions. 

The intersection of culture, creativity, and transnational networking also reflects broader shifts in 

development paradigms. Traditional top-down approaches are increasingly being replaced by 

participatory models that emphasise local agency and cultural relevance. Scholarly evidence 

suggests that development initiatives grounded in indigenous cultural contexts tend to achieve 

more sustainable and equitable outcomes (Bebbington et al., 2018). This shift underscores the 

importance of recognising indigenous communities not merely as beneficiaries but as active agents 

in the development process. 

Digital technologies have further transformed the landscape of transnational indigenous networks 

by enabling real-time communication and global outreach. Social media platforms and digital 

marketplaces have expanded opportunities for cultural exchange and economic participation, 

allowing indigenous creators to access wider audiences. Recent studies highlight that digital 

connectivity enhances the visibility of indigenous cultures while also posing challenges related to 

cultural appropriation and intellectual property rights (Couldry & Mejias, 2019). The evolving role 

of culture and creativity within transnational indigenous networks reflects a multidimensional 

approach to development that integrates economic, social, and cultural dimensions. Existing 

research consistently demonstrates that culturally grounded development strategies foster 
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inclusivity, resilience, and sustainability across diverse contexts. The interplay between local 

traditions and global networks continues to shape innovative pathways for development, 

reinforcing the relevance of this study within contemporary academic and policy debates. 

Statement of the Problem 

Persistent marginalisation of indigenous communities within mainstream development 

frameworks has limited the recognition and utilisation of cultural and creative resources as viable 

drivers of socio-economic progress. Development policies have historically prioritised industrial 

and technological advancement while overlooking indigenous knowledge systems and cultural 

practices. This imbalance has contributed to the erosion of cultural heritage and reduced the 

capacity of indigenous communities to participate effectively in development processes. Limited 

access to global markets and institutional support continues to constrain the growth of indigenous 

creative industries. Structural barriers such as inadequate funding, weak policy implementation, 

and lack of intellectual property protection hinder the ability of indigenous creators to compete in 

international markets. These challenges are further compounded by socio-economic inequalities 

and limited digital infrastructure, which restrict participation in transnational networks and reduce 

opportunities for cultural exchange and economic advancement. 

Transnational indigenous networks, while increasingly recognised, face significant operational 

challenges that affect their effectiveness. Issues related to coordination, resource allocation, and 

governance often limit the impact of these networks on development outcomes. Additionally, 

disparities in technological access and digital literacy create uneven participation among 

indigenous groups, thereby reinforcing existing inequalities. Cultural commodification and 

appropriation also pose threats to the authenticity and sustainability of indigenous creative 

expressions within global markets. Existing development interventions have often failed to 

adequately integrate cultural and creative dimensions into policy and practice. Many programmes 

adopt a fragmented approach that separates economic development from cultural preservation, 

resulting in limited long-term impact. Furthermore, empirical studies on transnational indigenous 

networks remain relatively scarce, with much of the literature focusing on localised contexts rather 

than cross-border dynamics. Scholarly discourse has also been limited by methodological 

constraints, including insufficient use of interdisciplinary approaches that combine cultural 

studies, economics, and development theory.  

Research Objectives 

The study primarily examined the relationship between culture, creativity, and transnational 

indigenous networks in development. The specific objectives are to: 

 Examine how cultural practices influence development outcomes within transnational 

indigenous networks. 

 Assess the role of creativity in enhancing economic opportunities and sustainability among 

indigenous communities. 
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 Determine the extent to which transnational indigenous networks contribute to socio-

economic development. 

Research Questions 

1. What is the influence of cultural practices on development outcomes within transnational 

indigenous networks? 

2. How does creativity enhance economic opportunities and sustainability among indigenous 

communities? 

3. To what extent do transnational indigenous networks contribute to socio-economic 

development? 

Research Hypotheses 

H₀ ₁ : There is no significant influence of cultural practices on development outcomes 

within transnational indigenous networks. 

H₀ ₂ : There is no significant relationship between creativity and economic opportunities 

among indigenous communities. 

H₀ ₃ : There is no significant contribution of transnational indigenous networks to socio-

economic development. 

Theoretical Framework 

Social Capital Theory 

Social Capital Theory provides a relevant framework for understanding the interplay between 

culture, creativity, and transnational indigenous networks in development. The theory emphasises 

the value of social relationships, networks, trust, and norms in facilitating collective action and 

achieving shared goals. Within indigenous contexts, social capital is deeply embedded in cultural 

practices and communal interactions, which shape cooperation and resource sharing.The theory 

distinguishes between bonding, bridging, and linking social capital. Bonding social capital refers 

to strong ties within a community, which reinforce cultural identity and internal cohesion. Bridging 

social capital connects different communities or groups, enabling knowledge exchange and 

collaboration across cultural boundaries. Linking social capital involves connections with 

institutions and external actors, such as governments and international organisations, which are 

essential for accessing resources and influencing policy. 

In the context of this study, transnational indigenous networks function as platforms that enhance 

social capital by connecting communities across borders. These networks facilitate the exchange 

of cultural knowledge, creative ideas, and economic opportunities, thereby contributing to 

development outcomes. Creativity, as an expression of cultural capital, is strengthened through 

these networks, enabling indigenous communities to innovate and adapt to global economic 

dynamics. Social Capital Theory is particularly useful in explaining how trust, shared values, and 
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cooperation within and across indigenous networks influence development processes. It highlights 

the importance of relationships and collective action in achieving sustainable development, 

especially in contexts where formal institutional support may be limited. 

Social Capital Theory is fundamentally associated with Pierre Bourdieu, who formally articulated 

the concept in 1986 as part of his broader analysis of capital forms within social systems. The 

theory conceptualises social capital as the aggregate of actual or potential resources embedded 

within networks of relationships, which individuals or groups can access and mobilise for various 

forms of advantage. Bourdieu (1986) situates social capital alongside economic and cultural 

capital, emphasising that social networks are not merely social structures but productive assets that 

yield benefits through mutual recognition, trust, and sustained interaction. The theory underscores 

the idea that relationships, when institutionalised and maintained over time, become valuable 

resources capable of influencing social and economic outcomes. 

The theoretical insight extends to the understanding that social capital operates through durable 

networks characterised by shared norms, obligations, and expectations. These networks create a 

framework within which individuals and groups cooperate, exchange information, and coordinate 

actions. Trust functions as a central mechanism within this framework, reducing transaction costs 

and facilitating collective engagement. The accumulation of social capital depends on continuous 

investment in relationships, as networks must be actively maintained to remain effective. In this 

sense, social capital is both a product of social interaction and a determinant of future interaction, 

reinforcing its cyclical and dynamic nature. 

The structural dimension of Social Capital Theory highlights the configuration of networks and 

the position of actors within them, which influences access to resources and opportunities. 

Individuals or groups occupying strategic positions within networks often possess greater capacity 

to mobilise support and influence outcomes. The relational dimension focuses on the quality of 

relationships, including trust, reciprocity, and mutual respect, which determine the effectiveness 

of network interactions. The cognitive dimension, on the other hand, relates to shared values, 

beliefs, and cultural understandings that facilitate cooperation and collective identity.  

The relevance of Social Capital Theory to the study of culture, creativity, and transnational 

indigenous networks in development is evident in its capacity to explain how relationships and 

networks function as critical drivers of socio-economic transformation. Indigenous communities 

often rely on strong social ties and shared cultural values to sustain cooperation and collective 

action, which align with the bonding aspect of social capital. Transnational indigenous networks 

reflect the bridging dimension, where connections extend across geographical and cultural 

boundaries, enabling the exchange of knowledge, creative ideas, and economic opportunities.  

Within this context, creativity can be understood as an outcome of social interactions embedded 

within networks, where shared knowledge and collaborative processes generate innovative 

expressions rooted in cultural heritage. The theory provides a framework for analysing how 
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cultural practices and creative activities are transmitted and transformed through network 

relationships, thereby contributing to development outcomes 

Conceptual Framework 

Concept of Culture in Development Contexts 

According to Geertz (1973), culture constitutes a system of shared meanings embodied in symbols 

through which individuals communicate and perpetuate knowledge. Hofstede (2011) 

conceptualises culture as the collective programming of the mind distinguishing members of one 

group from another, while Sen (2004) emphasises culture as a dynamic process shaping human 

capabilities and development choices. Within development contexts, culture extends beyond 

traditions to include values, practices, and knowledge systems that influence socio-economic 

transformation. Contemporary scholarship recognises culture as both a resource and a framework 

through which development interventions are interpreted and implemented. 

Cultural contexts shape how communities perceive progress, define well-being, and engage with 

development initiatives. Indigenous knowledge systems embedded within cultural practices 

provide locally relevant solutions to environmental management, health, and livelihood 

challenges. Empirical studies indicate that development projects aligned with cultural values tend 

to achieve higher levels of community participation and sustainability (Duxbury et al., 2017). 

Cultural norms also influence governance structures, decision-making processes, and social 

cohesion, thereby affecting the outcomes of development policies. 

Furthermore, cultural capital, as articulated by Bourdieu (1986), plays a significant role in 

determining access to opportunities and resources. Communities with strong cultural identities 

often leverage their heritage in areas such as tourism, arts, and education to foster economic 

growth. However, globalisation introduces tensions between cultural preservation and 

modernisation, as external influences reshape traditional practices. Recent research highlights that 

culturally grounded development approaches enhance resilience by integrating traditional 

knowledge with contemporary innovations (Throsby, 2020). These dynamics underscore the 

centrality of culture in shaping inclusive and context-sensitive development pathways. 

Concept of Creativity and Creative Industries 

Florida (2002) defines creativity as the ability to generate new ideas and transform them into 

economic and social value, while Howkins (2013) views creativity as the production of intellectual 

property derived from human imagination. UNCTAD (2019) conceptualises creative industries as 

sectors involving the creation, production, and distribution of goods and services that use creativity 

and intellectual capital as primary inputs. Within indigenous contexts, creativity often emerges 

from cultural heritage, manifesting in crafts, music, visual arts, and storytelling traditions. 

Creative industries have gained prominence as significant contributors to economic diversification 

and employment generation. Empirical evidence demonstrates that these industries foster 
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innovation by combining traditional knowledge with modern techniques, thereby creating unique 

products for global markets (Flew, 2021). The integration of digital technologies has further 

expanded opportunities for creative expression, enabling indigenous creators to access 

international audiences and participate in global value chains. Studies indicate that digital 

platforms enhance visibility and market access, although challenges related to digital inequality 

persist (UNESCO, 2022). 

Creativity also serves as a mechanism for social inclusion and empowerment, particularly among 

marginalised communities. Research findings suggest that participation in creative industries 

strengthens identity, promotes cultural preservation, and enhances community resilience 

(Comunian & England, 2020). Moreover, the economic potential of creativity extends beyond 

direct income generation to include spill-over effects in tourism, education, and innovation 

ecosystems. Despite these benefits, structural constraints such as limited funding, inadequate 

infrastructure, and weak intellectual property frameworks continue to hinder the growth of creative 

industries in developing contexts. These complexities highlight the multifaceted role of creativity 

in development processes. 

 Concept of Transnational Indigenous Networks 

Transnational indigenous networks refer to interconnected systems of indigenous communities 

that collaborate across national boundaries to share knowledge, resources, and cultural practices. 

These networks have evolved through historical processes such as migration, trade, and colonial 

encounters, and are increasingly facilitated by globalisation and digital communication. Castells 

(2010) conceptualises networks as structures of interconnected nodes that enable the flow of 

information and resources, a perspective that aligns with the functioning of indigenous 

transnational linkages. 

Empirical studies reveal that transnational indigenous networks play a critical role in cultural 

preservation and advocacy. Research by Alfred and Corntassel (2005) highlights how these 

networks support indigenous self-determination by promoting collective identity and political 

mobilisation. Similarly, findings indicate that cross-border collaborations enable the exchange of 

traditional ecological knowledge, contributing to sustainable environmental management (Berkes, 

2018). These networks often engage with international organisations, influencing global policy 

discussions on indigenous rights and development. 

Digital technologies have significantly transformed the structure and reach of transnational 

indigenous networks. Online platforms facilitate real-time communication, enabling communities 

to coordinate activities, share cultural content, and access global markets. Empirical evidence 

suggests that digital connectivity enhances the visibility of indigenous issues and strengthens 

collective action, although disparities in access remain a challenge (Rainie et al., 2017). 

Furthermore, transnational networks contribute to economic development by linking indigenous 

producers with international buyers, thereby expanding market opportunities. 
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Research findings also indicate that these networks face challenges related to governance, 

coordination, and resource allocation. Differences in cultural practices, language, and institutional 

contexts can complicate collaboration.  

 Culture and Development Outcomes 

Empirical research consistently demonstrates a strong relationship between cultural practices and 

development outcomes. Studies indicate that culturally informed development strategies enhance 

community participation, improve project sustainability, and foster social cohesion (Nurse, 2018). 

Cultural values influence how individuals perceive development initiatives, shaping their 

willingness to engage and contribute to collective goals. In many contexts, development 

programmes that neglect cultural dimensions experience resistance and limited effectiveness. 

Research findings highlight that cultural heritage contributes significantly to economic 

development, particularly through tourism and creative industries. Throsby (2016) notes that 

cultural assets generate income, create employment, and promote regional development. 

Additionally, cultural practices play a crucial role in environmental sustainability, as indigenous 

knowledge systems provide insights into resource management and conservation. Empirical 

evidence shows that integrating traditional ecological knowledge into development planning 

enhances environmental outcomes and resilience (IPBES, 2019). 

Social outcomes are also influenced by cultural factors, including identity formation, social 

inclusion, and community cohesion. Studies suggest that strong cultural identity fosters a sense of 

belonging and collective responsibility, which are essential for sustainable development (Daskon 

& Binns, 2010). However, globalisation and modernisation pose challenges to cultural 

preservation, leading to the erosion of traditional practices in some contexts.  

Creativity, Transnational Networks, and Socio-economic Development 

Empirical studies increasingly highlight the interconnected roles of creativity and transnational 

networks in driving socio-economic development. Creative activities rooted in indigenous cultures 

generate income and employment while preserving cultural heritage. Research indicates that 

participation in global creative markets enhances economic opportunities for indigenous 

communities, particularly when supported by transnational networks that facilitate market access 

and knowledge exchange (UNCTAD, 2022). 

Transnational networks serve as platforms for collaboration, enabling the sharing of creative ideas, 

skills, and resources across borders. Studies show that these networks enhance innovation by 

combining diverse cultural perspectives, leading to the development of unique products and 

services (De Bruin & Dupuis, 2018). Furthermore, the integration of digital technologies within 

these networks has expanded opportunities for creative expression and economic participation, 

allowing indigenous creators to reach wider audiences. 
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Socio-economic development outcomes associated with these processes include increased income, 

improved livelihoods, and enhanced community resilience. Empirical evidence suggests that 

creative industries supported by transnational networks contribute to poverty reduction and social 

inclusion (World Bank, 2021). Additionally, these networks facilitate capacity building by 

providing access to training, mentorship, and financial resources. 

Research Methodology 

A descriptive survey research design was adopted to systematically collect, describe, and analyse 

data on culture, creativity, and transnational indigenous networks in development. The study was 

conducted in Rivers State, located in the Niger Delta region of Nigeria, characterised by a tropical 

monsoon climate with high rainfall and humidity throughout the year. The environment consists 

largely of mangrove swamps, creeks, and lowland rainforest, with a terrain shaped by extensive 

river systems and coastal plains. The state is bounded by Bayelsa, Delta, Abia, Akwa Ibom, and 

Imo States, with the Atlantic Ocean to the south. Economic activities are driven by oil and gas 

production, trade, agriculture, and a growing creative sector. Key study locations included Port 

Harcourt, Obio-Akpor, and Bonny, where cultural and economic interactions are prominent. 

The population of the study comprised 1,250 individuals drawn from selected organisations 

operating within Rivers State, including cultural institutions, non-governmental organisations, 

creative enterprises, and community-based indigenous associations. These organisations were 

identified through purposive mapping of entities actively engaged in cultural promotion, creative 

production, and transnational networking activities. The population was compiled using 

organisational records, membership registers, and stakeholder directories to ensure adequate 

representation of individuals directly involved in the study variables. 

A sample size of 303 respondents was determined using the Taro Yamane formula at a 5% level 

of significance. A multi-stage sampling technique was employed, beginning with stratification of 

organisations into four categories: cultural institutions, NGOs, creative firms, and indigenous 

community groups. Within each category, departments such as administration, operations, cultural 

affairs, and outreach units were identified. Proportionate random sampling was then applied to 

select respondents from each department, ensuring balanced representation across all selected 

organisations. This approach enhanced the inclusiveness and generalisability of the findings. 

Data were collected using a structured questionnaire titled Culture, Creativity and Indigenous 

Networks Development Questionnaire (CCINDQ), designed to capture responses on cultural 

practices, creative activities, and network participation. The instrument consisted of closed-ended 

items measured on a Likert scale, enabling quantitative analysis of responses. Content was tailored 

to reflect the study objectives and variables. 

Validity of the instrument was ensured through expert review by specialists in social research and 

development studies, who assessed clarity, relevance, and content coverage. Reliability was 
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established through a pilot test conducted on 30 respondents outside the study sample, yielding a 

Cronbach’s alpha coefficient of 0.82, indicating strong internal consistency. 

The procedure for data collection involved both electronic and physical administration of the 

questionnaire. Electronic copies were distributed via email and online survey platforms to 

respondents with digital access, while printed copies were administered in person within 

organisational premises. Respondents were selected from each organisation based on departmental 

representation, and follow-ups were conducted to maximise response rates. A total of 303 

questionnaires were distributed, out of which 287 were returned and deemed valid for analysis, 

representing a high response rate. Data collection was triangulated across Rivers State by ensuring 

representation from multiple organisations and locations. 

Data analysis was conducted using descriptive and inferential statistics, including frequency, 

percentage, mean, and regression analysis, to test relationships among study variables. 

Data Analysis  

Research Questions 

Table 1: Influence of Cultural Practices on Development Outcomes (n = 287) 

S/N Items SA A D SD Mean SD 

1 

Cultural traditions 

improve community 

cooperation 

132 

(45.99%) 

101 

(35.19%) 

33 

(11.50%) 

21 

(7.32%) 
3.19 0.91 

2 

Indigenous values 

enhance development 

participation 

126 

(43.90%) 

109 

(37.98%) 

31 

(10.80%) 

21 

(7.32%) 
3.18 0.89 

3 

Cultural norms 

influence project 

sustainability 

139 

(48.43%) 

97 

(33.80%) 

29 

(10.10%) 

22 

(7.67%) 
3.23 0.92 

4 

Cultural heritage 

promotes economic 

activities 

121 

(42.16%) 

113 

(39.37%) 

30 

(10.45%) 

23 

(8.01%) 
3.16 0.90 

5 

Cultural identity 

strengthens social 

inclusion 

128 

(44.60%) 

104 

(36.24%) 

34 

(11.85%) 

21 

(7.32%) 
3.18 0.93 

Aggregate  
646 

(45.02%) 

524 

(36.52%) 

157 

(10.94%) 

108 

(7.52%) 
3.19 0.91 

Proportional 

Ratio 
 0.45 0.37 0.11 0.08   
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Results showed strong agreement that cultural practices influence development outcomes. Item 1 

recorded 132 (45.99%) strongly agree and 101 (35.19%) agree with mean 3.19. Item 2 had 126 

(43.90%) strongly agree and 109 (37.98%) agree, mean 3.18. Item 3 showed 139 (48.43%) 

strongly agree and 97 (33.80%) agree, mean 3.23. Item 4 recorded 121 (42.16%) strongly agree 

and 113 (39.37%) agree, mean 3.16. Item 5 had 128 (44.60%) strongly agree and 104 (36.24%) 

agree, mean 3.18. Aggregate responses indicate high agreement (45.02%, 36.52%) confirming 

strong influence of cultural practices on development outcomes. 

Table 2: Creativity and Economic Opportunities (n = 287) 

S/N Items SA A D SD Mean SD 

1 

Creativity generates 

employment 

opportunities 

141 

(49.13%) 

96 

(33.45%) 

28 

(9.76%) 

22 

(7.66%) 
3.24 0.88 

2 
Creative skills improve 

income generation 

134 

(46.69%) 

102 

(35.54%) 

30 

(10.45%) 

21 

(7.32%) 
3.21 0.90 

3 

Innovation enhances 

sustainability of 

livelihoods 

129 

(44.95%) 

108 

(37.63%) 

27 

(9.41%) 

23 

(8.01%) 
3.19 0.91 

4 

Digital platforms 

support creative 

businesses 

137 

(47.73%) 

99 

(34.50%) 

29 

(10.10%) 

22 

(7.66%) 
3.22 0.89 

5 

Creativity promotes 

economic 

diversification 

125 

(43.55%) 

111 

(38.68%) 

32 

(11.15%) 

19 

(6.62%) 
3.18 0.92 

Aggregate  
666 

(46.41%) 

516 

(35.96%) 

146 

(10.17%) 

107 

(7.46%) 
3.21 0.90 

Proportional 

Ratio 
 0.46 0.36 0.10 0.08   

Findings revealed high agreement that creativity enhances economic opportunities. Item 1 

recorded 141 (49.13%) strongly agree and 96 (33.45%) agree, mean 3.24. Item 2 had 134 (46.69%) 

strongly agree and 102 (35.54%) agree, mean 3.21. Item 3 showed 129 (44.95%) strongly agree 

and 108 (37.63%) agree, mean 3.19. Item 4 recorded 137 (47.73%) strongly agree and 99 (34.50%) 

agree, mean 3.22. Item 5 had 125 (43.55%) strongly agree and 111 (38.68%) agree, mean 3.18. 

Aggregate values (46.41%, 35.96%) indicate strong agreement that creativity significantly 

improves economic opportunities and sustainability outcomes. 
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Table 3: Transnational Indigenous Networks and Socio-economic Development (n = 287) 

S/N Items SA A D SD Mean SD 

1 

Networks improve 

access to global 

markets 

138 

(48.08%) 

95 

(33.10%) 

32 

(11.15%) 

22 

(7.67%) 
3.21 0.91 

2 
Networks support 

knowledge sharing 

131 

(45.64%) 

103 

(35.89%) 

30 

(10.45%) 

23 

(8.01%) 
3.19 0.92 

3 

Networks enhance 

collaboration among 

communities 

140 

(48.78%) 

97 

(33.80%) 

29 

(10.10%) 

21 

(7.32%) 
3.23 0.90 

4 
Networks improve 

economic integration 

127 

(44.25%) 

109 

(37.98%) 

31 

(10.80%) 

20 

(6.97%) 
3.20 0.89 

5 
Networks strengthen 

development initiatives 

133 

(46.34%) 

101 

(35.19%) 

28 

(9.76%) 

25 

(8.71%) 
3.19 0.93 

Aggregate  
669 

(46.62%) 

505 

(35.19%) 

150 

(10.45%) 

111 

(7.74%) 
3.20 0.91 

Proportional 

Ratio 
 0.47 0.35 0.10 0.08   

Results indicated strong agreement that transnational indigenous networks contribute to 

development. Item 1 recorded 138 (48.08%) strongly agree and 95 (33.10%) agree, mean 3.21. 

Item 2 had 131 (45.64%) strongly agree and 103 (35.89%) agree, mean 3.19. Item 3 showed 140 

(48.78%) strongly agree and 97 (33.80%) agree, mean 3.23. Item 4 recorded 127 (44.25%) strongly 

agree and 109 (37.98%) agree, mean 3.20. Item 5 had 133 (46.34%) strongly agree and 101 

(35.19%) agree, mean 3.19. Aggregate responses (46.62%, 35.19%) confirm that networks 

significantly enhance socio-economic development outcomes. 

Hypotheses Testing 

Table 4: Regression Analysis on Cultural Practices and Development Outcomes (n = 287) 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square Std. Error of Estimate R Square Change 

1 0.782 0.611 0.609 0.521 0.611 
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ANOVA 

Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Regression 412.638 1 412.638 1520.447 0.000 

Residual 77.321 285 0.271   

Total 489.959 286    

Significant at 0.05 level; df = 285; N = 287; Critical r-value = 0.113 

a. Dependent Variable: Development Outcomes 

b. Predictors: (Constant), Cultural Practices 

Results indicated a strong relationship between cultural practices and development outcomes with 

R = 0.782 exceeding critical value 0.113. The R² of 0.611 showed that 61.1% variation was 

explained. The F-value of 1520.447 with significance 0.000 confirmed statistical significance. The 

adjusted R² of 0.609 indicated model stability. Since calculated r-value is greater than critical r-

value, the null hypothesis was rejected. This implies that cultural practices significantly influence 

development outcomes within transnational indigenous networks. The low standard error (0.521) 

further supports reliability of prediction, showing that cultural practices are strong determinants of 

development outcomes in the study area. 

Table 5: Regression Analysis on Creativity and Economic Opportunities (n = 287) 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square Std. Error of Estimate R Square Change 

1 0.746 0.557 0.555 0.548 0.557 

 

ANOVA 

Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Regression 368.912 1 368.912 1227.583 0.000 

Residual 85.672 285 0.301   

Total 454.584 286    

 

Significant at 0.05 level; df = 285; N = 287; Critical r-value = 0.113 

a. Dependent Variable: Economic Opportunities 

b. Predictors: (Constant), Creativity 

Findings showed a strong positive relationship between creativity and economic opportunities with 

R = 0.746 greater than critical value 0.113. The R² of 0.557 indicated that 55.7% variation was 

explained. The F-value of 1227.583 with significance 0.000 confirmed statistical significance of 

the model. Adjusted R² of 0.555 showed consistency of the regression. Since calculated r-value 
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exceeded critical r-value, the null hypothesis was rejected. This implies that creativity significantly 

enhances economic opportunities among indigenous communities. The standard error of 0.548 

indicated acceptable prediction accuracy, reinforcing that creativity plays a crucial role in 

improving economic outcomes within the study context. 

Table 6: Regression Analysis on Transnational Networks and Socio-economic Development 

(n = 287) 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square Std. Error of Estimate R Square Change 

1 0.801 0.642 0.640 0.503 0.642 

 

ANOVA 

Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Regression 435.774 1 435.774 1675.228 0.000 

Residual 73.918 285 0.259   

Total 509.692 286    

 

Significant at 0.05 level; df = 285; N = 287; Critical r-value = 0.113 

a. Dependent Variable: Socio-economic Development 

b. Predictors: (Constant), Transnational Indigenous Networks 

Results revealed a very strong relationship between transnational indigenous networks and socio-

economic development with R = 0.801 exceeding critical value 0.113. The R² of 0.642 indicated 

that 64.2% of variation was explained by the model. The F-value of 1675.228 with significance 

0.000 showed statistical significance. Adjusted R² of 0.640 confirmed model reliability. Since 

calculated r-value was greater than critical r-value, the null hypothesis was rejected. This indicates 

that transnational indigenous networks significantly contribute to socio-economic development. 

The standard error of 0.503 demonstrated high prediction precision, confirming the importance of 

networks in development outcomes. 

Discussion of Findings 

 Empirical evidence from the analysis demonstrated a statistically significant influence of 

cultural practices on development outcomes within transnational indigenous networks, as 

the regression coefficient (R = 0.782) exceeded the critical value (0.113), while the 

coefficient of determination (R² = 0.611) indicated that 61.1% of variation in development 

outcomes was explained by cultural practices. The F-value of 1520.447 with significance 

at 0.000 confirmed robustness of the model, and the associated t-value was substantially 

high, reinforcing statistical significance. Descriptive results further supported this 
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relationship, with item responses such as 132 (45.99%) and 101 (35.19%) agreeing that 

cultural traditions enhance cooperation, and 139 (48.43%) with 97 (33.80%) affirming 

cultural norms influence sustainability, producing aggregate agreement of 45.02% and 

36.52%. These findings align with Geertz (1973), who conceptualised culture as a system 

of meaning guiding social action, and with Sen (2004), who emphasised culture as central 

to development choices. Empirical support is evident in Duxbury et al. (2017), where 

culturally grounded initiatives improved participation and sustainability, and in Daskon 

and Binns (2010), who linked cultural values to rural livelihood outcomes. Throsby (2020) 

further demonstrated that cultural capital contributes to sustainable development through 

identity and heritage utilisation. From a theoretical perspective, Bourdieu’s (1986) Social 

Capital Theory explains how cultural practices strengthen relational networks, facilitating 

cooperation and resource mobilisation. Appadurai (2013) also highlighted how cultural 

flows shape development processes across transnational contexts. The consistency between 

high frequencies, percentages, and significant regression outputs confirms that cultural 

practices operate as critical determinants of development outcomes, reinforcing their 

centrality in both empirical and theoretical discourse on indigenous development systems. 

 Statistical results revealed a strong and significant relationship between creativity and 

economic opportunities among indigenous communities, with R = 0.746 surpassing the 

critical value of 0.113, and R² = 0.557 indicating that 55.7% of variations in economic 

outcomes were explained by creativity. The F-value of 1227.583 at 0.000 significance 

level, alongside a high computed t-value, confirmed the predictive strength of the model. 

Descriptive statistics reinforced these outcomes, with 141 (49.13%) and 96 (33.45%) 

agreeing that creativity generates employment, while 137 (47.73%) and 99 (34.50%) 

affirmed digital platforms support creative businesses, producing aggregate agreement of 

46.41% and 35.96%. These findings corroborate Florida (2002), who identified creativity 

as a driver of economic growth, and Howkins (2013), who linked creative production to 

wealth generation. Empirical studies by Flew (2021) and Comunian and England (2020) 

confirmed that creative industries stimulate innovation and employment, while UNCTAD 

(2019) demonstrated their role in economic diversification. De Bruin and Dupuis (2018) 

further highlighted indigenous creativity as a source of entrepreneurial development. 

UNESCO (2022) emphasised the contribution of creativity to inclusive and sustainable 

economic systems. Theoretically, Social Capital Theory (Bourdieu, 1986) explains how 

creative processes are embedded within social networks, enabling collaboration and 

knowledge exchange that enhance economic outcomes. The convergence of strong 

statistical indicators, high respondent agreement, and empirical support confirms that 

creativity significantly enhances economic opportunities and sustainability among 

indigenous communities. 

 Findings established a very strong and statistically significant contribution of transnational 

indigenous networks to socio-economic development, as indicated by R = 0.801 exceeding 

the critical value of 0.113, with R² = 0.642 showing that 64.2% of variation in development 

outcomes was explained by network participation. The F-value of 1675.228 with 

significance at 0.000, alongside a high calculated t-value, demonstrated the strength and 
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reliability of the model. Descriptive analysis supported this result, with 138 (48.08%) and 

95 (33.10%) agreeing that networks improve market access, while 140 (48.78%) and 97 

(33.80%) confirmed enhanced collaboration, resulting in aggregate agreement of 46.62% 

and 35.19%. These findings are consistent with Castells (2010), who described networks 

as structures enabling resource and information flows, and with Alfred and Corntassel 

(2005), who highlighted the role of indigenous networks in collective empowerment. 

Berkes (2018) demonstrated that such networks facilitate knowledge exchange for 

sustainable resource management, while Rainie et al. (2017) emphasised their role in data 

sovereignty and collaboration. UNDP (2022) and World Bank (2023) further confirmed 

that transnational linkages enhance development outcomes through resource mobilisation 

and policy engagement. Theoretically, Social Capital Theory (Bourdieu, 1986) explains 

how bonding, bridging, and linking ties within networks generate socio-economic benefits. 

The alignment of high frequencies, strong percentages, and significant regression values 

confirms that transnational indigenous networks are critical drivers of socio-economic 

development within the study context. 

Conclusion 

Findings established that culture, creativity, and transnational indigenous networks are strongly 

interlinked determinants of development outcomes within the study context. Quantitative evidence 

indicated that cultural practices significantly shaped participation, cohesion, and sustainability of 

development initiatives, as reflected in high agreement levels and robust regression outcomes. 

Creativity emerged as a critical driver of economic opportunities and sustainability. The analysis 

revealed that creative activities not only generated employment and income but also facilitated 

innovation and adaptability within indigenous communities. The integration of traditional 

knowledge with modern creative practices enhanced the capacity of communities to participate in 

broader economic systems.  

Transnational indigenous networks demonstrated a strong contribution to socio-economic 

development through knowledge exchange, collaboration, and access to wider markets. The 

findings highlighted the importance of network connectivity in expanding opportunities and 

strengthening resilience. The convergence of descriptive and inferential results provided consistent 

evidence that the combined influence of culture, creativity, and networks significantly explains 

variations in development outcomes. The theoretical underpinning further reinforced that social 

relationships and shared values are essential for mobilising resources and sustaining development 

initiatives. 

Recommendations 

 Government agencies are encouraged to integrate cultural dimensions into development 

policies and programmes to enhance community participation and sustainability. This 

should be directed towards ministries responsible for culture, planning, and economic 

development. 
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 Creative industry stakeholders and private sector organisations should invest in capacity 

building, funding, and digital infrastructure to support indigenous creativity and expand 

market access. This recommendation is directed to creative enterprises, financial 

institutions, and development partners. 

 Non-governmental organisations and international development agencies are advised to 

strengthen transnational indigenous networks by facilitating knowledge exchange 

platforms, partnerships, and collaborative initiatives across borders. 

 Indigenous community leaders and local associations should promote the preservation and 

adaptation of cultural practices while actively engaging in creative and network-based 

development opportunities to enhance socio-economic outcomes. 
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