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ABSTRACT

The Kenya Economic Stimulus Program (ESP) wasateiti by the Government to
jumpstart the economy after the 2007/2008 postielec The purpose of this study is
to determine the factors influencing implementatadnESP projects in reference to
fish farming in Kajiado North, Kenya. In Kenya fislkemand is constantly growing.
Fish supply, however, lags behind owing to dectimiatural fish stocks. Aquaculture
production in Kenya is still insignificant on a gl scale, not following the sector’s
worldwide rapid growth. The projects under studye ahe fish ponds being
implemented under the ESP programme. 63 farmere wampled of the total
population who benefitted for the programme. Spec#reas of focus was the
influence of government funding, government finahfiow process, commitment by
the beneficiaries and social-cultural beliefs omplementation of ESP fish farming
projects in Kajiado North District. A look at thegwious studies on ESP have been
diverse with varied focus but failing to identifyhet factors influencing
implementation of ESP projects in Kenya. Thereftaia for this study was collected
through structured and unstructured questionndimma the farmers. The data was
analyzed based on the themes of the research iebgcQuantitative data was
analyzed using Statistical Package for Social $isisn (SPSS) version 20 and
presented in form of tables and prose form. Qualgadata was analyzed by making
inferences from the expressions and opinions ofréispondents around the themes
and presented descriptively through content armlysi draw conclusions and
recommendation. The results have shown Implementati fish farming under ESP
is highly influenced by the government financiadvii followed by socio cultural
influences, and then commitments by beneficiaries laast by government funding.
The government should consider a bottom up andl pduticipatory approach when
considering the type of projects to benefit specdreas. This will take care of
different cultural beliefs and practices surrougdithe communities in terms of
project ownership and implementation
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background of the Study

The Kenya Economic Stimulus Program was initiatgdhe Government of Kenya to

boost economic growth and lead the Kenyan econontyod a recession situation

brought about by economic slowdown. Its aim wagutopstart the Kenyan economy
towards long term growth and development, after2®@7/2008 post-election violence
that affected the Kenyan economy, prolonged drquahlly in oil and food prices and

the effects of the 2008/09 global economic crisiee total budget allocated amounted to
22 Billion Kenya Shillings (260 million US$), withthe money going towards the

construction of schools, horticultural marketshffarming through construction of fish

ponds, jua kali sheds and public health centeadl ithe 210 constituencies.

Activities covered under the ESP include, expansibnirrigation-based agriculture,
construction of wholesale and fresh produce marketsstruction and stocking of
fishponds with fingerlings, provision of aquacuétuadvisory services, construction of
‘juakali’ sheds, tree planting and construction of soaifastructure such as schools,
health centres and roads. The ESP is governed eowihistry of Finance, with the
Minister for Finance as the overall leader. Ithaiced by the Permanent Secretary to the
Treasury, composed of Senior Treasury Officialthm Ministry of Finance and officers
from Budget Supplies and Economic Affairs departteeh is implemented under the

respective line Ministries of Health, Public Worksjucation and Local Government.

In fish farming whose lead was the fisheries depent, the project aimed at
constructing 200 farming ponds for 140 constituesicPonds were to be stocked with
appropriate fingerlings determined by the varioaeds of the beneficiaries and training
of trainers on fish ponds construction and hatcmeapagement led by the Ministry of
Fisheries Development. Each constituency benefitigd funds for 200 fish ponds, 15
kilograms of fertilizer and 1 000 fingerlings. Thgercise got into the second phase in
the 2011/2012 financial year where an additionalc@@stituencies were brought on
board adding an extra 100 fish ponds for the #8ttonstituencies and 300 fish ponds
for the new constituencies making a total of 48 P0@ds costing about 15 million US

dollars, the figure notwithstanding the operationast and cost for 15 kilograms of
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fertilizer per pond and 1 000 fingerlings per p@mlong others, (Watsuma, Bernard and
Henry, 2012).

The Fish Farming Enterprise Productivity PrograrREPP), started in mid-2009 was
initially to be for three years but was to be upled in subsequent years to form the
National Aquaculture Programme. The key mandateF&EPP was to contribute to the
national efforts and strategies that are aimed aatenqty alleviation. The Program’s
immediate objectives were twofold, (Sievers, 20The first was to facilitate increased
food security among the target groups. The secasltw increase their incomes mainly
through sale of fish produce. FFEPP was to cre@®00D0 rural jobs annually for the
next three years from startup of the programme, asd increase direct rural income
from fish farming by Kshs 4 billion annually, to annual income target of 20 billion in
the three years from inception. This was to be ditmeugh supporting aquaculture
products market development. The program also aiatethcreasing production of
farmed fish from 4000 MT to over 20,000 mega tomshe medium term and over
100,000 mega tons in the long term by digging 2&h foonds in each of 140

constituencies countrywide, (Charo, 2012).

Following the renovation of several government fisaring facilities, the establishment
of research programs to determine best practicepdad culture, and an intensive
training program for fisheries extension worketsre was renewed interest in fish
farming in Kenya of late, (Watsuma, Bernard and ije8012). In the year 2006 alone
the fisheries department contributed 0.5% of theysa GDP while in the year 2005
registered a 4.1% sub sector growth, (Mwangi 20@8¥ing to its prominence, the
Kenyan government in the 2009/2010 financial yeaden the Economic Stimulus
Program (ESP) introduced commercial fish farming KHenya in 140 political

constituencies.

Kajiado North is one of the beneficiaries of thegmamme. More than 300 individual
farmers benefitted and more than 200 fish pondse Haeen constructed since the
introduction of ESP in 2009. The aim was to endim@d security and creation of
employment to the idle youths and provide a sowicpermanent income to women,
youths and the disadvantaged groups. Kajiado Nehich hosts the traditionally non-

fish eating communityhas been targeted by the livestock and agricutirestry for
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having a climate conducive for fish farming. Theref this study examines factors
influencing implementation of ESP fish farming s with great emphasis to Kajiado
North.

1.2 Statement of the Problem

Previous studies on ESP have been far and in betWwegious authors have pointed out
issues regarding expenditure of public funds, laegm financing of projects,
community participation, capacity building and rdpw mechanism as factors which
could have a positive or negative impact on projegplementation. Financing of
projects by government and timely financial proesssRinga and Kyalo (2013)
popularized ESP although most of its target berafes lacked access to the funds.
This is due to the minimum conditions that had ¢ontet in order to benefit from the

programme.

According to Oloo (2011)many good initiatives inr€@ fail due to lack of local or
minimal participation from the local communities agll as factors emanating from
traditional cultures and Mwamuy, Cherutich and Nyai2012) points capacity building
and reporting mechanism, as the main areas foreaitiengagement in project

management.

Kajiado North was a beneficiary of the ESP sinséritroduction in 2009 and more than
200 fish ponds have been constructed for individiaamers. This study therefore
examines factors influencing implementation of E86jects in Kenya specifically the

fish farming projects in Kajiado North.

1.3 Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study was to investigate factofluencing the implementation of

ESP fish farming projects in Kajiado North District

1.4 Obijectives of the study
The study was guided by the following objectives:
1. To examine the influence of government fundingmplementation of ESP fish

farming projects in Kajiado North District



2. To determine the influence of government finanéi@av on implementation of
ESP fish farming projects in Kajiado North Distric

3. To establish the influence of commitment by benafies on implementation of
ESP fish farming projects in Kajiado North District

4. To find out how social-cultural beliefs influenceaplementation of ESP fish

farming projects in Kajiado North District.

1.5 Research Questions

The study sought to answer the following researgstons:

1. How do government funding influence implementatioh ESP fish farming
projects in Kajiado North District?

2. In what ways does government financial flow prodefisience implementation
of ESP fish farming projects in Kajiado North Dist?

3. How does the commitment by beneficiaries influeimoplementation of ESP
fish farming projects in Kajiado North District?

4. How do socio-cultural beliefs influence implemerdat of ESP fish farming

projects in Kajiado North District?

1.6 Significance of the Study
The study is significant in that it shall enablelipp makers prioritize project
identification and implementation strategies ini@as parts of the country in order to

meet the intended objectives.

For the Kenyan Government, the study encouragesaitgaigns on poverty reduction
and alleviation in all spheres of development. Howernment is informed that in
utilizing local capacity on poverty reduction ségies, the focus is not on individual but
on the system which determines roles and respditisti access to and control over

resources, and decision-making potentials.

The study findings shall enable extension serviceiders refocus their service delivery
to fish farmers to enhance fish production throtigh ESP programme and also in
making informed decisions on the ways to fast tréek implementation of the ESP
programmes especially in the fishing industry. Reseers and scholars will use the

findings as a basis for further research.



1.7 Delimitations of the Study
This study was delimited on factors influencing lempentation of Economic Stimulus
Programmes. The study was confined within the batiad of the five political

divisions in Kajiado North district and emphasizedthe ones under the ESP docket.

The study concentrated on individual farmers whaefited from the ESP funding
which was undertaken during the period betweeryéiaes 2009 and 2013 when the ESP

program was undertaken by the Kenyan Government.

1.8 Limitations of the Study
Kajiado North is vast with bad terrain and poordosetwork. This means movement
was a big challenge. The researcher therefore madagements for a suitable, flexible

means to ease the movement and reduce the tingetékén during data collection.

The issue of language barrier arose due to thathact the researcher and her assistant
are from different ethnic communities. This greatlffected data collection and

therefore delayed the process. The researcher leoweegaged a local data analyst who
acted as an interpreter to facilitate understandieigveen the researcher, her assistant

and the study respondents.

Poor network connectivity was also a big challenitst respondents would be
unreachable for days. The researcher therefore mede arrangements and booked

appointments where necessary to avoid botched eeatings with the respondents.

1.9 Assumptions of the Study
The researcher assumed that the sample represeet@dpulation; the data collection
instruments are valid and measure the desired remist the respondents answers

questions correctly and truthfully and the dataysis methods gives a reliable output.

The researcher also assumed that the study respsnaeuld fill up the questionnaires

and return them within the agreed durations.



1.10 Definition of Significant Terms Used in the Stdy

Economic Stimulus Program: ESP is an intensive, high impact programme that
stimulates economic activities, creates
employment, encourages wealth-creation, spurs
entrepreneurship, and supports the building-blocks
that anchors a healthy, educated, innovative

populace.

Implementation of Projects: This is the process of carrying out and realization
of a planned project or programmes in an adequate
manner. This process ensures all government
programs are undertaken successfully. These

implementation processes adopts a project cycle.

Government Funding: This includes the government mode of provisions
of financial resources to projects and programs so
as to undertake development for the betterment of

citizens lives.

Financial Flow Processes: This is the flow, movement or transmission of
government money or financial resources from the
government treasury to grassroots based projects

such as economic stimulus projects.

Commitment by Beneficiaries:  This is the level of participation by the peopleovh
are targeted by the ESP.

Social Cultural Beliefs: These are the people’s way of life or belief system
regarding certain norms and tradition$hese

belief systems influences behaviors and habits

1.11  Organization of the Study
This study encompasses five chapters. The firsptehaconsists of introduction to the

study which is composed of the background to tlublem; statement of the problem;



purpose of the study; objectives of the study, aede questions; significance of the
study; delimitations and limitations of the studgsumptions of the study; definition of

significant terms, summary and organisation ofsitugly.

Chapter two consists of the literature review dnfiarming production statistics and
ESP, government financial flow process for the ESR farming projects in Kenya,

target beneficiaries commitment and ESP fish faghpirojects,socio-cultural beliefs and
performance of ESP fish farming projects and goviermt mode of transfer of payment
to ESP fish farming projects. The section windsaugh the theoretical framework and

conceptual framework.

Chapter three consists of the research methodolggh is considered under the
following sub-headings, introduction, research giesitarget population; sample and
sampling techniques; data collection methods, daféection procedures; and data

analysis techniques.

Chapter four entails data analysis, presentatioterpretation and discussion. While
chapter five entails the summary of findings, casmns and recommendations for

further research.



CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Introduction

This section contains relevant literature on ESRI ahe factors influencing
implementation of ESP projects, theoretical frameyoonceptual framework, research
gaps and chapter summary. The literature reviewathiESP, fish farming production
statistics, government financing and ESP fish fagnithe government financial flow
and ESP fish farming, commitment by beneficiariad &SP fish farming and socio-
cultural beliefs and ESP fish farming. The purpokthe literature review is to ensure a
thorough understanding of the topic, identify ptigdrareas for research, similar work
done within the area, compare previous findinggiqae existing findings and suggest

further studies.

2.2 The Essence of Economic Stimulus Projects

In response to the global financial and economisiscithat started in 2008, countries
around the world embarked on an unprecedented ¢tévetervention. Within months of
the crisis, stimulus packages were announced, mgrfgom 1.4 percent of GDP in the
United Kingdom to close to 6 per cent of the GDRha United States, and over 12
percent of GDP in China. The aim of the intervemticomplemented in many instances
by financial and monetary policies was to keep éhenomy buoyant and stop a full-
scale assault on the labour market. World econamievth has returned to positive
territory but the recovery is fragile and uneverevBloping and emerging economies
have rebounded strongly with growth much more tepiddvanced economies. In both
instances, however, a number of labour market ehg#ls persist. In regions where
employment growth is positive, it is not strong egl to offset the growing number of

individuals entering the labour market.

There were evident difficulties in determining #eact size of fiscal stimulus. However,
most major economies responded to the crisis wihimonths of the collapse of
Lehman Brothers in September 15, 2008. This wasagslfy the case with the advanced
economies where the financial sector went througiergod of considerable stress. At
first it seemed that the emerging economies wouhgrge from the crisis relatively

unscathed, giving credence to the view that indeéleely had “decoupled” from the
8



advanced world. However, in the early months of Q0@ became clear that the
emerging economies had to intervene to cushionfafliein economic output and

employment.

In Kenya stimulus was made necessary by the deitlittee economic growth rate from
7.1% in 2007 to 1.7% in 2009. The total budgetc@ted amounted to 22 Billion Kenya
Shillings(260 million US$), with the money goingatards the construction of schools,
horticultural marketsjuakali sheds, fish farming and public health centerdlitha 210
constituencies. Its objectives were to boost thentg's economic recovery, invest in
long term solutions to the challenges of food siéguexpand economic opportunities in
rural areas for employment creation, promote regjidevelopment for equity and social
stability, improve infrastructure and the qualifyedlucation and healthcare, invest in the
conservation of the environment, expand the acttesand build the ICT capacity to

expand economic opportunities and accelerate ecorgnowth.

Activities covered under the ESP include, expansbnrrigation-based agriculture,
construction of wholesale and fresh produce marketsstruction and stocking of
fishponds with fingerlings, provision of aquacu#fuadvisory services, construction of
‘juakali’ sheds, tree planting and construction of soa&astructure such as schools,
health centers and roads. The ESP is governed eoyihistry of Finance, with the
Minister for Finance as the overall leader. Ithsiced by the Permanent Secretary to the
Treasury, composed of Senior Treasury Officialthm Ministry of Finance and officers
from Budget Supplies and Economic Affairs departtsett is implemented under the

respective line Ministries of Health, Public Worksjucation and Local Government.

2.2.1 Fish Farming Production Statistics

Fish has always been an important source of prateihe human diet and on a global
scale, fish and fish products are the most impodadrce of protein and it is estimated
that more than 30% of fish for human consumptiorme® from aquaculture
(Hastein2006). Over the past three decades, aquezlias developed to become the
fastest growing food-producing sector in the woAdarge proportion of fish products
come from small-scale producers in developing aoesit More than 80% of global

aquaculture products are produced in fresh watemFts early development in Asia,



aquaculture has undergone huge development andoday t highly demanded,
(Hastein2006).

Aquaculture consists of a broad spectrum of systéros small ponds to large-scale,
highly intensified commercial systems. The Food aggiculture Organization (FAQO)
of the United Nations has estimated that more @%b of all fish used for human
consumption originates from aquaculture. These €ismprise primarily herbivorous
species, such as tilapia and carp. In 2004, tlz gbdbal production in aquaculture was
17.3 million tonnes of carpClypriniuscarpig, 1.2 million tonnes of tilapiaT{lapia
spp), 1.1 million tonnes of salmon, 0.5 million tonnesf rainbow trout
(Oncorhynchusmykiys0.5 million tonnes of shrimp and more than 10iom tonnes of
mollusks. The production of algae is estimateddariore than 12 million tonnes. The
People’s Republic of China is, by far, still thegest producer of aquaculture products
in the world, (Bornstein, 2007).

Developing countries contribute almost 90% of glo@uaculture production
significantly to GDP and foreign exchange earningsmany low-income Asian
countries like Bangladesh. In many developing coest aquaculture has had
significant positive effects on rural and urban dosupply and on income and
employment, (Bjork, 1999). However, increasing dechéor fish in global markets and
the complex networks that affect the supply andepaf fish are influencing aquaculture
production both at national and local levels. Caestare now faced with challenges to
improve their operations towards efficiency anceetiveness. These facts indicate that
there are both opportunities and challenges whesdrio be addressed if poverty and
hunger were to be reduced so as to promote ovecalhomic development through
promotion of socially and environmentally sustaieabquaculture, (Bhaskaran and
Ghosh, 2010).

Hetland, (2008) observed that the economic vigbilit fish farming was becoming
widely recognized as observed in countries likadsmwhere more than half the fish
eaten in the country was produced from fish far&imilarly 25% of fish in China and
in India, 11% in USA and 10% in Japan were aquacelproducts. In developing
countries, fish farms not only improved a natiogist but brought income to small

farmers and created employment particularly in Irar@as. Fish culture has proved
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successful in improving the standard of living ofal farmers in Asia, where fish

culture had a long tradition (Edwards, 2000).

Roderick (2002) realized that more recently, a mewe of optimism for aquaculture in
Africa had been observed with several privatelydithtilapia farming projects showing
promise. These included the Kafue Fish Farm in damtake Harvest in Zimbabwe,
and several farms in Ghana, Nigeria and MalawipReghat progress, the promotion of
aquaculture for rural development had a poor redordhany developing countries,
especially in Africa where insufficient attentioachbeen paid to the role of aquaculture
in the livelihood or farming system of the intendaeheficiaries the result being poor

adoption by one of the intended target groupsruha poor (FAO, 2002).

In Kenya, aquaculture contributes to an estima#édo? the total fish produced and is
practiced mainly under smallholder mixed farmingtsyns, where farmers grow crops
and keep livestock in addition to fish farming (Mjua, 2002). Smallholder aquaculture
farmers operate mainly in the medium to high adtical potential areas, and tend to
farm for household needs rather than purely ecoonaibjectives. However, in order to
raise incomes for rural smallholders through aqgltami production, a shift towards a

more business oriented approach is required.

2.3 Government Funding and Economic Stimulus Fish&ming Projects

Nora (2013) uses structured questionnaires to ddteithe impacts of governmental
support on the livelihoods of small-scale aquacalfarmers in the Nyanza and Western
provinces, Kenya. She finds out that the livelimod ESP supported farmers improved
in terms of protein consumption through incomesmfraquaculture but pond
productivities were low. ESP subsidies helped f@ésmers in the short-term, i.e. through
income generation and increased protein accesgjlblit it failed to teach farmers how

to achieve self-sustainable aquaculture withouhtlp of subsidies.

She recommends that to achieve higher pond pradliesi is the promotion of

sustainable and integrated aquaculture-agricultanaming practices. The risk is high
that if pond productivities are not increased, agitare practices may be discontinued
in the future with negative impacts on the farmeigelihoods. This study takes on a

different scope and examines how government funtemy influenced performance of
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fish ponds in Kajiado North District. It explores avays in which the government can
inculcate sustainable aqua-cultural practices withdepending on the government

subsidies in future.

According to WHO (2010) report, the ESP was alleda22billionfor various inter-

sectoral programmes among them fish farming. lses@ment on the extent to which
fish farming has improved food security and impdot& household employment and
income level, reports increased food security, oapd nutritional health of households,
employment opportunities and income levels. Amomgtigipants 42.4 % reported
increased food availability, 57.6% reported impbJeusehold nutrition and 56.1%
reported employment opportunities, while 43.9 reegéi income from fish farming

leading to a positive impact on underlying detemnis of health. While this report
gives a general picture on the benefits accruefishyfarmers from the ESP, it does not
report on the situation at the local level wherege may have different beliefs on this
form of agriculture. This study was very precise loow government funding has

influenced performance of ESP fish programmes ijielda North District.

According to Ringa, and Kyalo, (2013), the Econo®iitnulus Programme was created
to encourage expenditure of public funds in the lele@untry through initiatives such
as the construction of fish ponds to promote agiiia®us However, despite the fact that
most of the young business owners are aware ointtiatives by the government, not
many have access to them. This also includes projdere most of the young
businessmen are not fully exploiting potentials/amious areas. In their case, the study
revealed that agriculture was not the major soofaacome to most of Kenyan youths.
The current study benefits from Ringa and Kyalarfrtheir recognition that the ESP
encourages expenditure of public funds through tcocson of fish ponds for
promotion of aquaculture, however we are not tabdvlexpenditure of these funds

influence performance of the fish ponds after catiph which is the basis of this study.

Ringa and Kyalo(2013) recommends that the GoverhrokEKenya needs to sensitize
the youth about products tailored for them andirtess associations in form of Sacco’s
or self-help groups to pull resources, share ideapgeriences and suggestions. The
Government of Kenya is keen on boosting the adtcall sector as it has the potential

of revitalizing the economy while at the same tibgng a centre of business creation
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among the youth. However, only 3% out of the 57%0Whew about these initiatives
have used the farm inputs that the Governmentdsa®ed a subsidy on. In addition, the
lower revenues collection affected exchequer issaethe spending units leading to

lower than expected expenditure levels, (Repubili€emya, 2009).

Kariuki (2013) says that aquaculture, being a fpomtuction sub sector, can positively
contribute towards food security, generate income eeate the much needed gainful
employment for young Kenyans. He notes that theeBowent of Kenya initiated the
Economic Stimulus Programme in 2009, with the oVesmm of encouraging
aquaculture in Kenya and reduce poverty. He thezekpught to establish if the
objectives of the programme had been realizednggiicase of Molo constituency. The
study targeted a population of 200 fish farmers Where beneficiaries of the FFEPP in

the constituency.

A sample size of 67 was chosen. Random samplingusaed to select respondents from
the target population. Structured questionnairesewesed to collect data. Five point
Likert scale was used to rank variables. Analy$ifinaings was done using frequency
counts, percentages and mean for descriptive t&tatsnd Pearson correlation analysis
for inferential analysis. Secondary data for thadgtwas collected from District

Fisheries office records from which a random samfgi¢he study was collected.

However, the respondents were not positive abaustistainability and positive impact
of fish farming on their lives. It was evident thdgspite the initial support from the
government through the Economic Stimulus Plan, fesmers still faced challenges in
terms of access to credit, access to technicatnrdtion, predatory animals and lack of
support from government extension services. As shelGovernment needs to provide
technical capacity building, more land and cadibalthe fish farmers in their ventures.
This will enable them move from a purely subsiseementure to a more commercial
one. The difference between the current study aiuKi’'s is that it has been informed
by the poor performance of fish ponds in KajiadatNdistrict according to the ESP

(year) strategic plan (show figure) was disburseait the farmers in construction of
ponds in the district. It will also focus on theesfic docket where fish farming falls

and study hoe transfer of funds affects performari¢kese fish ponds.
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2.4 Financial Flow Processes and Economic Stimul#ssh Farming Projects

Capital is an essential tool for investment angeisessary for the commercialization and
intensification of aquaculture (Brummet and NobtE95). Capital expenses in

aquaculture tend to be relatively high and may iredong term financing arrangement.

For the ESP, the Kenyan Government has put in pladeus guidelines to streamline

the funding of its programmes across the variou®se of interest.

The roles are subdivided across the various stddtetsothat are involved in the flow of
funds. The first stake holder is the Ministry of rAagillture at the headquarters who
submits to Treasury work plans and cash flow ptaes for the Economic Stimulus
Programme activities, (Office of the Deputy PresidODP), 2009). Then a special
exchequer requisition in line with the work plardasash flow projection follows. The
Ministry of Finance issues exchequer release ferBbonomic Stimulus Programme to
Ministries. The Ministry then issue specific AIE#ority to Incur Expenditure) clearly
marked “Economic Stimulus” to the relevant deparitme the District not later than
two (2) days after the receipt of exchequer. Th& Atust be accompanied with a

cheque for the equivalent amount, (ODP, 2009)

On receipt of “Economic Stimulus” AIE and cheques televant AIE holder will retain
the original copy of the AIE, and, submit the dopte AIE together with the
corresponding cheque to the District Accountante District Accountant will then
deposit the cheque in the Ministry’s specific baigkount. It is required that all requests
for payment will in addition to meeting the norn@OK regulations, be accompanied by
Minutes of the Stimulus Project Management Commit8PMC) with the requisite
resolution of the SPMC authorizing payment, andwérded through the Constituency
Development Fund Committee (CDFC) to the AIE hald@DP, 2009).

The request for payment will be forwarded by th& Ablder to the District Accountant.
The AIE holder will be expected to keep a copylw same request for payment and
accompanying documentation. The District accountailit ensure, payment is made
within two (2) days after receipt of the paymerjuest. In the event that the District
Accountant is unable to make the payment, the iDistccountant will send back the
request for payment to the AIE holder within twd @ays stating clearly and in writing,

the reasons for which he is unable to pay withegtipulated time. The AIE holder and
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the District Accountant should make every effortelasure there are no unnecessary

delays in making payments, (Mishel and Shierhdl4,(3.

The District Accountant will ensure that all payrheheques are forwarded to the AIE,
holder for dispatch to the payee. The AIE holdestmaintain a register of the cheques
dispatched. The District Accountant will ensurettha up to date memorandum cash
book is maintained for each department implementihg “Economic Stimulus
Projects., (Mishel and Shierholz, 2010). The DistAccountant will prepare a specific
monthly expenditure return for the “Economic StiolAIE” for each department
implementing the project and send a copy to Trgabwyrthe last day of every month.
All funds received under this Programme will be itadl and reported upon by the
Controller and Auditor-General, (ODP, 2009).

Kogi (2013) intended to identify the factors inflileeng performance of economic
stimulus programme among construction projects airdbi County. In his study,

assessment on the influence of project funding I¢even the effectiveness of
implementation of economic stimulus programme wassiered alongside other
objectives. The field survey confirmed that proj&eiding levels, project cost control
and project scheduling all have influence on effeciess on implementation of
construction projects. Analysis of relative impoxta index revealed that project cost

control had the highest influence followed by pobjeinding levels (Kogi, 2013).

2.5 Commitment by Beneficiaries and Economic Stimuk Fish Farming Projects

The success of local development projects suclhea&SP depends on the willingness
of communities to participate in the projects frdmir initiation to completion stages. It

also depends on the integrity of the local commaitteembers. Local ESP committees
should be representative and should ensure allelstddlers in the location are

represented; they should ensure they have an bbpigender balance, (Mariara,

Ndeng’e and Mwabu, 2010).

An effective committed community will have membevigh a diversity of skills and
competencies able to administrate and implementeldpment projects. Local
committees should adopt an open information polaryall ESP records, reports and

procurement. The community members should audipémormance of the ESP in their
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constituency. If the citizen audit process ideasfiirregularities, misuse of funds
(corruption), ghost projects among other seriouscems, then the citizens should send

a written letter of complaint, with supporting infioation, (Mohan, 2007).

Rebecca (2011) investigated the impact of fish fagmon the economy of Kisumu
County in Kenya to gauge the attitudes of the redpats towards fish farming, the
sustainability of fish farming and gender issuesfish farming. The study was
conducted in Kisumu County, which is located ongheres of Lake Victoria the largest
fresh water lake in Africa. The government of Keimiéiated the ESP in Kisumu and its
overall aim was to encourage aquaculture in theonegnd reduce poverty. Through a
guantitative survey that was carried out with fildlrmers in the region, it was
established that most of the fish farmers wereniied and supported through this
Economic Stimulus Programme. However, most of #spondents are still employed

formally and have employed other people to careéHenr fish farms, (Oloo, 2011).

The respondents were positive about the sustaityalihd positive impact of fish
farming on their lives. It was evident from thisidy that, despite the initial support
from the government through the Economic StimullsnPfish farmers still faced
challenges in terms of access to credit, accestedbnical information, predatory
animals and lack of support from government extenservices.Unfortunately, many
good initiatives in Kenya fail due to lack of loaa minimal participation from the local
communities. Sometimes poor planning will prevdm tompletion of a project due to
disputes over land and so forth. The failure toolaeg citizens in local development is
another cause of under development. Members optidic have a responsibility to
monitor public development projects to evaluate he@ll public resources are being
used and how to improve performance. Local devetognprojects such as the ESP

should ensure maximum community participation, ¢Riand Kyalo, 2013).

Poor planning has often contributed to the margiaibn of communities, poor
prioritization of community needs and high incontjale rates of projects at local levels.
Planning under county governments should be graliegeconsultative processes and
informed by statistical and factual data. Commesitheed to develop county visions
that are guided by strategic action plans, (MwaR@07). Need for effective legislation

that compels duty bearers in public offices to aototo the citizens. Planning,
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implementation and monitoring and evaluation sholéd devolved to lower levels
within the county system to ensure greater reptaien of communities. This
necessitates the establishment of representatiizerciforums. The emerging policy
concerns lay the foundation for proposals and cimations to be made that can be

adopted for implementation under the county govemis) (Mwangi 2008).

Citizens should audit the performance of ESP tauenshat implementation of the
projects is transparent, members of the publidrarelved and well represented, funds
are managed accountably; ensure projects are ctmplejects adhere to laid down
regulations, prevent abuse of funds and corruptéodt to measure the impact of the
projects, (Mwangi, 2008). First it is important saderstand how ESP works, that is,
which projects does ESP fund, who manages the gqisojand how citizens can
effectively track those projects. There is confasi@tween projects funded by ESP and

those funded by CDF since the Member of Parliarigetiite patron of both funds.

Youth entrepreneurship involves acquainting youreppbe and students with the
opportunities of small-business employment and esinip. To help reduce youth
unemployment levels in the world, different Goveemnts have come up with plans to
promote economic growth which will promote youthtrepreneurship and reduce the
reliance on formal employment by the youth. Ringal Kyalo (2013) looked the
Economic Stimulus Programme launched by the Kengee@ment in 2010 as one of
such interventions. This was created to encourageraliture of public funds in the
whole country through initiatives such as the camdion of fish ponds to promote
aquaculture. This research study employed desegipgsearch design and purposive
sampling method was used to sample information fa®¥% respondents in Kajiado

North constituency.

Questionnaires were used as the main instrumedataf collection. The data collected
was processed and analyzed using spread sheetsthantihdings were presented
graphically. The study results indicated that mafsthe young business owners were
aware of the initiatives by the government but mainy had access to them. The study
also revealed that agriculture was not the majorcg of income to many. The main
conclusion from the study was that Government ofijeneeds to sensitize the youth

about products tailored for them. Young entrepremesinould be encouraged by the
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government to form business associations in forrf8aifco’s or self help groups to pull
resources, share ideas, experiences and sugges$kamga and Kyalo, 2013). From this
study we see that the government has done a lovider funds through ESP but does
not provide adequate information to the target beiagies hence the are missing in
terms of coming up with ideas on what opportunites available for them to put the
funds provided by the government into. This studiends to demonstrate that the
beneficiaries must be involved in the implementatdd ESP programmes. They should
be given adequate information on available oppdrasas well as trained on effective

utilization of the funds.

2.6 Socio-Cultural Beliefs and Economic Stimulus Bh Farming Projects

Every society has its own complex identity whichedmines how they accept new
technologies in the area. Social acceptabilityJyasus definitions; however it is noted
that it is a complex synthesis of multiple opinipmalues and attitudes. It involves a
judgment process by individual or some aggregatidnindividuals (Stankey and

Shindler, 2006, Clausen and Schroeder, 2004). dierofor a project to be accepted
socially, people in the area incorporate the peezkreality with its known alternatives
and then decides whether the practice is superigutiiciently similar to the most

favorable alternative practice.

Factors determining acceptability of fish farminy ¢éages may include ethical and
gender concerns, perception of the society on thgegq, perceived benefits,

management issues as well as environmental imjolicatsince studies have shown a
link between social acceptability of aquacultured aibs environmental impacts

(Whitmarsh and Palmieri, 2007).

Kyangwa and Odongkara (2006) set out to estabksbeptions of fishers on the levels
and use of sanitary facilities, fish handling fagk and artisanal fish processing
techniques, and the social cultural factors thdluémced the persistence of social
cultural practices in the fishing communities okkea/ictoria. The study was pegged on
the need to up hold any socio-economic initiataioted toward transforming the sector
for the better because the importance of the fiskesector in the economy is
undisputable. Social cultural practices of fishéesse greatly affected the levels and use

of sanitation facilities, fish handling facilitiesd artisanal fish processing techniques in
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the fishing communities of Lake Victoria. Thesetéas were lack of awareness, lack of
facilities, poverty poor community leadership andK of alternatives to fish processing
as sun drying. This study however will take on Hedent concept and argues that
successful fish farming in Kajiado North Distrietrconly be realized if the communities
views fish as a supplementary source of nutritidme other difference is that the study
was carried out in Kajiado North District which @éminated by non-fish eating

community and only focus on fish ponds that havenbeonstructed through the ESP

programme by the Kenyan Government.

In an effort to characterize fish farming practides Mwea Division of Kirinyaga
County, in Kenya, (Maina2012) evaluated how soe@nomic and gender factors
influenced fish production. The study further exptibthe preliminary influence of the
Fish Farming Enterprise and Productivity PrograrREFP) on fish farming practices
and production in Mwea Division. In conclusion gendhad a significant influence on
fish management practices as there were differebeggeen men and women farmers
in relation to size of ponds, where men tendedateeHarger ponds than women. There
were also differences in frequency of fertilizingnpls and in the type of fertilizers used
in fertilizing ponds. These gender disparities arfysem the differences in the economic
status of men and women, where women tend to hessedccess to land, capital and
credit to increase pond sizes, improve managenmehparchase commercial fertilizers.
In a study on gender inequality in Agricultural kehtolds in Kenya, Wagithi (2003)
observed that women in Kenya are generally lesgadd than men, and those who

work as hired labour in farms earn less than tmaile counter-parts.

In Endarasha, it was unlike the other areas, fegpleeconsume fish because majority
and especially the older generation fear the banésh and the smell of fish puts them
off. Contrary to the other type of food which iepared by women at home, in many
families in Endarasha, fish is prepared by men magbrity of women do not like fish
due to the smell and bones. Preparation methofistoare also not well known in the
area and the utensils used to prepare fish ardlysept separately and given to men
when they need to prepare the fish. Children arellys cautioned by their mothers
against eating fish for the fear of bones. Roasting deep frying were the preparation
methods of fish used in the area, with the deemdrpeing preferred, but the cost of

fats/oils is usually a hindrance to deep fryindis.
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In Karatina, Ruthagati dam it was noted that theyscime fish frequently obtained both
from the dam and the market. Tilapia and mudfisheweted to be the most consumed
fish types due to their availability in the areavwever many people prefer mudfish for
it is more fleshly and has less bones. Fish is wmesl by young and old men and
women in the area and majority of people eat fishmarkets where it is already
prepared and is available in small portion whicé aconomically manageable. It was
noted that few people buy raw fish to prepare andéndrequently. The raw fish is

prepared by women mainly by deep frying, bakingteaming. No home preservation is

done for they buy only enough to consume at once.

Onzere (2013) scrutinized the influence of socittueal factors on the performance of
community based fish farming projects in Nyeri Ciyua non- fish eating community.

The study used descriptive survey approach. Thyetaopulation of the study was 407
which were made up of 43 group leaders, 359 fisméas and 5 District Fisheries

Officers (DFOs). A sample size of 83 was taken Whitcluded 43 group leaders, 35
fish farmers and 5 District Fishery Officers (DF()e found that most of the members
of the community are yet to embrace fish consumpaiod therefore local market for the
harvest is still low in the area which leads to lprefitability and wastage. She therefore
recommended that project leaders to develop madkedirategies to ensure that their

produce can be sold in other parts of the counttly where fish is highly consumed.

2.7 Theoretical Framework

This study is based on the Keynesian's economiesryh According to Keynes (2008)
Economic Theory is an approach to economic pohey favors using the government's
power to spend, tax, and borrow to keep the econstalyie and growing. It is of the
view that in the short run, especially during retess, economic output is strongly
influenced by aggregate demand (total spendinggaretonomy). The aggregate demand
does not necessarily equal the productive capamfitfhe economy; instead, it is
influenced by a host of factors and sometimes behavratically, affecting production,
employment, and inflation. In other words, the tlye@dvocates for government
monetary and fiscal programs intended to stimulaisiness activities and increase

employment at the local level, (Keynes, 2008).
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Aggregate supply shocks are seen to be equallyfismm as the aggregate demand
shocks emphasized by Keynesian. The private sadjosts via relative price changes
to such disturbances quite adequately, so actiakiligation policy is not required.
Furthermore, it (stabilization policy) may, if ingghented increase rather than diminish
fluctuations in output and employment. Neverthelassabilization policy requires that
policy makers can determine feasible targets, haweasonable knowledge of the
workings of instrumental variables and can effadtiv control the instrumental
variables, (Blinder, 2008).

For the current study, the researcher argues hbaiargets for government programmes
are those variables for which the government sdekgable values. The targets are set
with a view to maximizing social welfare. Instrunt@nvariables, however, are those
variables which the government can manipulate toiexe its economic objectives.
Instrumental variables are necessarily exogenouablas as the government must be
able to determine their values independently ofdther variables, whereas tax revenues
could be seen as instrumental variable, in the seate they are not since their values
are determined not only by the tax rates set bygtheernment but also by the level of

national income.

2.8 Conceptual Framework
In this study, completion rate of ESP fish farmimgjects is the dependent variable
while government expenditure, government finantt@ah process, target beneficiaries

commitment and socio-cultural believes are the pedeent variables.
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Independent Variables

Government Funding

1. Conditions for provision
for funds
2. Provision for subsidy

Financial Flow Processes

1. Stages involved

Intervening Variable

2. Time management

Commitment by Beneficiaries

1. Level of participation

2. Personal contribution

Socio-cultural Beliefs

1. Gender involvement

A\ 4

Political environment

1. Interference by politica
figures
Water shortage

3. Predators

Dependent variable

2. Traditional values

3. Community priority

Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework
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Moderating variable
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Effective implementation of ESP
fish farming projects
1. Fish ponds earmarked ar
completed
Period of implementation

3. Cost factor
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The researcher conceptualizes that effective imptgation for fish farming projects
under the ESP Programme in Kajiado North Distri$ been influenced by government
funding, government’s financial flow process, thevdl of commitment by the
beneficiaries and the traditional beliefs. Howettee positive performance may not be
realized if there is no political good will both tie national and grass root as well as the

environmental factors.

2.9 Research Gaps

This study was informed by the below average impiletation of fish farming projects in
Kajiado North District. According to the ESP 201012 strategic plan show
approximately 8M was allocated to aid the farmarsanstruction of ponds in the district.
The study therefore examines the factors influempdimplementation of the projects

despite there being good the allocation of fundgatds the projects.

Kogi (2013) intended to identify the factors infleeng performance of economic stimulus
programme among construction projects in Nairobur@g. In his study, influence of
project funding levels and processes on the pedoo®a of economic stimulus programme
was considered alongside other objectives. Thd §atvey confirmed that project funding
levels, processes involved, project cost contral project scheduling all have influence
on performance of construction projects. The figdimndicated that most of the young
business owners were aware of the initiatives ygibvernment but not many had access
to them. The study also revealed that agricultuas wot the major source of income to
many. The main conclusion from the study was thavegghment of Kenya needs to
sensitize the youth about products tailored fonrth&oung entrepreneurs should be
encouraged by the government to form business asi®ms in form of Sacco’s or self-
help groups to pull resources, share ideas, expsgeand suggestions, (Ringa and Kyalo,
2013).

From the current study we see that the governimanidone a lot provide funds through
ESP but does not provide adequate information éotdlhget beneficiaries hence they are
missing in terms of coming up with ideas on whapartunities are available for them to

put the funds provided by the government into. Htigly intends to demonstrate that the

beneficiaries must be involved in the implementatd ESP programmes. They should be
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given adequate information on available opportesitas well as trained on effective

utilization of the funds.

Onzere (2013) scrutinized the influence of socitteral factors on the performance of
community based fish farming projects in Nyeri Cyua non- fish eating community. She
found that most of the members of the communityyateto embrace fish consumption
and therefore local market for the harvest is $oW in the area which leads to low
profitability and wastage. She therefore recommdntieat project leaders to develop
marketing strategies to ensure that their prodacebe sold in other parts of the country
with where fish is highly consumed. In relationthis, this study intends to demonstrate
that social-cultural factors need to be considefi@deffective implementation of the

projects.

2.10 Summary of the Literature Review

The literature reviewed in this study includes: Erstanding the essence of ESP in a
global, regional and local perspective, fish fargniproduction statistics globally and

locally, government financing and ESP fish farmimgreviewing several studies done,
government financial flow process and ESP fish fagnby discussing the process

involved to get the funds to the projects, targemddiciaries commitment and ESP fish
farming projects as well as socio-cultural beli@istms and traditions and performance of
ESP fish projects. The summary also covers ther¢tieal framework and finally the

conceptual framework.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Introduction

This chapter discusses the research methodologyregearch design, target population,
sampling procedure, sample size, research instsmisting for Validity and Reliability,
data collection procedure, data analysis techni@pérationalization table of variables and
ethical issues is to be considered.

3.2 Research Design

This study adopted a descriptive survey design. évdg and Mugenda (2003) describe
descriptive survey design as a research method tosebtain information that describes
existing phenomena by asking individuals aboutrtipeirceptions, behavior attitude or
values. Descriptive research encompasses muchrgoeat sponsored research including
the population census, the collection of a widegeanf social indicators and economic
information such as household expenditure pattdaime use studies, employment and
crime statistics and the like (Bryman, 2004).Tresearch design was used in collecting
the data since the population is large while acgurand certainty of the results was
considered.

3.3 Target Population

Target population is a group of individuals, obgeot items from which samples are taken
for measurement (Kombo and Tromp 2006). The tapggulation for this study was
75individual fish farmers who had been identifigdthe Government officials to benefit
in the ESP. From the list of fish farmers held bg fisheries office in Kajiado North
District, the total population is 203 individualrfieers that were involved in fish farming

under ESP which formed the study population.

3.4 Sample Size and Sampling Procedure

The sample size and sampling procedure adopteatifostudy is as shown

3.4.1 Sample Size
From the target population of the individual farsjethe researcher picked 63 farmers

targeted to benefit from ESP. This is in line witle provision ofKrgcie and Morgan
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which will helped the researcher determine (with@%cent certainty) what the results

would have been if the entire population had beeveyed.

Table 3.1: Sampling Table

Areas Sample Size Percentage
Ewuaso Enkidong’i 12 19%
Magadi 12 19%
llkeekonyokie 12 19%

Ngong 15 24%
O/Rongai 12 19%

Total 63 100

3.4.2 Sampling Procedure

Stratified random sampling was used in this stddys is a sampling process of selecting
a number of individuals so that the selected imligis represent the large group from
which they are selected, (Mugenda and Mugenda,)2008 was employed to a group of
farmers implementing ESP fish farming programme rehe list of these farmers was
obtained from the local fisheries offices in KapadNorth District (District
Commissioner’'s Office). The target population wasuged into five areas as they are

administratively: Ewuaso Kedong, Magadi, Ngong, Hkeekonyokie.

Simple random sampling was then be used in picking respondents during data
collection. The parameters of interest was thetteog time they have been running their
fish farms, technical knowledge on fish farmingppgort from government, whether the
fish ponds are complete or if the fish farming bess is operational, the benefits accrued

from the business and the challenges they haveuareed in the process.

3.5 Research Instruments

The information gathering instruments used was ciired and unstructured
guestionnaires and contained systematic and pegrdigted questions and was presented
with exactly the same wording and in the same otdeall respondents. llliterate and
functionally illiterate respondents were reached ama - testing was done in order to

ensure that there is a fit with the population pep{Cooper and Schindler, 2003).
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Section A of the questionnaire concentrated on dbmographic information of the
respondents and the area of project implementatsattion B had questions on the
government funding and implementation of fish farguiprojects. The researcher was
interested to know whether the community membegdersiood how the funding of the
government worked and how they ended up benefiftiogn such program. Also apart
from ESP, did the farmers know of other they camspe to sustain the fish farming
projects. Section C had questions on the governnfi@aincial flow processes on
implementation of fish farming projects. The resbar was interested to know whether
the period and speed of payment had any effecth®@nmplementation of fish farming
projects. Section D had questions on the commitmentthe beneficiaries on
implementation of fish farming projects while seatiE addressed the influence of socio-

cultural beliefs on implementation of fish farmipgjects.

3.5.1 Pilot Testing of the Research Instrument

Polit, Beck and Hungler, 2001) advices that “adstin the questionnaire to pilot subjects
in exactly the same way as it was administeredhénnbain study, ask the respondents for
feedback to identify ambiguities and difficult qtiess, record the time taken to complete
the questionnaire and decide whether it is readendlscard all unnecessary, difficult or
ambiguous questions, assess whether each questeaman adequate range of responses,
establish that replies can be interpreted in tesfrthe information that is required, check
that all questions are answered, re-word or reesgay questions that are not answered as
expected, shorten, revise and, if possible, ptaird, (Prescott and Soeken, 2009).

3.5.2 Validity of the Instruments

Validity is the appropriateness, meaningfulness aséfulness of the inferences a
researcher makes. Validity therefore has to do titlv accurate the data obtained in the
study represents the variables of the study, (@wcht993). To ascertain the content
validity of the questionnaires, they were pre-téstea pilot study in order to ensure that
they vyield the required information during the stu@he pilot study was carried out by

picking ten farmers who will not be included in theal study. External validity assumes

that there is a causal relationship in this stuefyveen the constructs of factors affecting

and performance of ESP projects. It can also beefine used to generalize this
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relationship to the target population or even otirtees there is transfer of funds like the
ESP.

3.5.3 Reliability of the Instruments

Reliability refers to the consistency of scoresanswers from one administration of an

instrument to another and from one set of itemartother, (Patton, 2002) and the closer
the value is to + 1.00, the stronger the congrueneasure (Norman and Lincoln, 2005).

A measure is considered reliable if a person'sesoarthe same test given twice is similar.
The reliability was estimated using retest methiod @pha coefficient o was found which

is above the cronbach alpha coefficient of 0.7 sThiade the questionnaire a reliable as

instrument of this research.

3.6 Data collection procedures

After approval of the research proposal, the retearcollected the letter of transmittal
from extra-mural department at the University ofirblai. Contacts of the individual
farmers expected to participate in the study wasinbd from DCs office in Kajiado
North District. Process of data collection begarubg of self-administered questionnaires.
In some cases research assistants (two enumeidgoigied in advance for this purpose)

were used to help in speedy administration anectin of questionnaires.

Questionnaires were hand delivered and collectéer.ldn order to ensure that the
guestionnaires reaches as many respondents ablpp#ise researcher and her assistants
will made follow ups on daily basis on the progresade by the respondents in filling
them. In this way judgment was made on who is nedipg adequately and giving

appropriate answers.

The researcher then booked appointments and aid@ldatabase of all relevant contacts.
The entire data collection exercise took approxatyaB weeks. After the data was
collected, checking for errors and inconsistenaias undertaken. At the end of each day,
the researcher held a brief meeting with the rebeassistants to review the day’s
experiences and checked the completeness and temyiof the data collected. At the
same time all the questionnaires administeredparticular day were collected at the end

of the day to avoid cases of alterations of théectg¢d data.
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3.7 Data Analysis Techniques

The data was analyzed based on the themes of dkaroh objectives. Quantitative data
was analyzed using Statistical Package for Socaénfists (SPSS) version 20 and

presented in form of tables and prose form. Qatal® data was analyzed by making

inferences from the expressions and opinions ofréispondents around the themes and

presented descriptively through content analysaraw conclusions and recommendation.

3.8 Ethical issues

These are issues that pertain to the behavior tf the researcher and the respondents in
the process of conducting research. In this stadgfidentiality of the respondents was
maintained by upholding their names and contactay Anformation termed as
‘confidential’ by the respondents was neither becldised to any other party nor formed

the basis of this study.

Respondents were also informed that participasovoluntary and that one can withdraw
at anytime with no negative repercussions. Potergspondents were allowed to decide if
they want to participate in the survey and will betcoerced or unduly influenced to take

part in the survey. Therefore oral consent in thise was sought from the respondents.
All people were treated with a lot of respect andrtesy, including children and mentally
challenged. The culture, community behaviours dmal beliefs were highly observed

throughout the period.

3.9 Operational Definition of Variables

The operational definition of study variables wasiel as shown on table 3.2
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Table 3.2 Operationalisation Table of Variables

Variable

Category

Indicators

Measurement Scale

Implementation ¢
ESP fish farmin
projects

Dependent

Number of fish ponds

Number
operation

of fish ponds

Benefits of fish ponds to t
farmers

Completion within time frame

Ratio

Government Independent | Provision of subsidies Ordinal
Funding Partial funding
Provisions of credit facilities| Ordinal
Money Transfers Ordinal
Government Independent | Flow of funds Ordinal
Financial Flov Time taken to disburse f{
process funds to beneficiaries

Target beneficiarié
commitment

Independent

No of farmers
the training

No farmers trained

registered {Ordinal

Farmers’ personal contributi

Farmers’ level of involveme
in all stages of the project

Socio-cultural
beliefs

Independent

Communal attitude
fish

towar|Ordinal

Communal livelihood structuK@rdinal

Stereotypes

Ordinal
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CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSIS, INTERPRETATION AND PRESENTATION

4.1 Introduction

This chapter focuses on data analysis, resulteptason and discussion of the findings.
The general objective of this study was to esthbtise various factors influencing
implementation of ESP fish farming projects in l&dip North District. The study also
sought to establish whether the government fundiggyernment financial flow,
commitment by beneficiaries and social-culturaidislinfluence implementation of ESP
fish farming projects in Kenyal'he research findings were presented in form ofetgb

graphs and prose form.

4.2 Questionnaire Response Rate

The sample size of this study was 63 who were iddal fish farmers in Kajiado North
district. All the 63 farmers filled and returnecethquestionnaires. This represents 100%
response rate. According to Babbie (2002) any mespof 50% and above is adequate for

analysis thus 100% was good enough

4.3 Validity of the Questionnaires
Table 4.1 Cronbach’s Alpha Values

Construct Cronbach’s Alpha
Government funding 0.76
Financial flow 0.844
Commitment by beneficiary 0.29
Socio cultural influence 0.64

4.4 Demographic Characteristics of the Respondents
This section asked about the gender, age of tip@neents, education level, marital status,

presence of children, the employment status oféepondents among other things

4.4.1. Distribution of the Respondents by Gender

The distribution of respondents by gender is asveha table 4.2
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Table 4.2 Distribution of Respondents by Gender

Frequency Percent
Male 47 73.4
Female 16 25.0
Total 63 100.0

The respondents were asked to indicate their gedaeording to the findings in figure
4.2 above, 73% of the respondents indicated tlegt Wwere male while 25% indicated that

they were female. From the findings, most of tisé fiarmers were males.

4.4 .2Distribution of the Respondents by Age
Table 4.3 Respondents Age

Frequency Percent
No response 1 1.6
18-35 years 19 29.7
35-50 years 18 28.1
over 50 years 25 40.6
Total 63 100.0

The fish farmers were also asked to indicate tagéa. According to the findings in table
4.3 above, 40.8% of the respondents indicated ttn@y were over 50 years, 29.7%
indicated that they were aged between 18 and 36 )y28.1% indicated that they were

aged between 35 and 50 years.
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4.4.3 Distribution of Respondents by the Level of @ication

Table 4.4 Respondents Level of Education

Frequency Percent
No response 1 1.6
Post graduate 23 35.9
Diploma 19 29.7
KCSE 13 20.3
KCPE 8 12.5
Total 63 100.0

The respondents were asked to indicate their higithgcation level. From the findings in
figure 4.4 above, 35% of the respondents indicdtatithey had bachelor’s degree as their
highest level of education, 23% indicated that thead postgraduate degree, 21%
diplomas, while 21% indicated that they had secondducation

4.4 .4 Distribution of Respondents by Marital Status
Table 4.5 Marital Status

Frequency Percent
Single 13 20
Married 45 70
Divorced 5 10
Total 63 100.0

The respondents were asked to indicate their matagus. From the findings in table 4.5
above, 70% of the respondents indicated that thheynaarried, 20% single and 10%
divorced
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4.4.5 Distribution of Respondents by children’s’ Pesence
Table 4.6 Presence of Children

Frequency Percent
No response 1 1.6
Yes 48 75.0
No 15 234
Total 63 100.0

The respondents were asked to indicate whether lilagg children or lack. From the
findings in table 4.6 above, majority 75% of thespendents indicated that they had
children while, 23% didn’t have children.

4.4.6 Distribution of Respondents by Occupation
Table 4.7 Other Occupation

Frequency Percent
Pastor 1 1.6
Nurse 8 13
Farmer 40 63
Teacher 11 18
Housewives 3 4.4
Total 63 100.0

The respondents were asked to indicate their pyimacupation. From the findings in
table 4.7 above, 63% of the respondents indicdtatl they are farmers as their main
occupation, 18% indicated that they are teach&?%, @re nurses, while housewives are
4.4%.
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4.4.7 Distribution of Respondents by Land Ownership
Table 4.8 Land Ownership

Frequency Percent
Yes 58 91
No 5 9
Total 63 100.0

The respondents were asked to indicate whetherawayland and the type of ownership.
From the findings in table 4.8 above, majority 9t%4he respondents indicated that they
own land they are farming in while 9% who don’t oland have either rent from relatives

or using family land.

4.5. Government Funding and ESP
Table 4.9 Government Funding ESP

D N A NR Total
Fully aware of govt funding through ESP  9.4%  7.8%1.28 1.6% 100%
Govt provided enough finance to boost45.3% 25%  28.1% 1.6% 100%
fish farming
ESP has reduce the cost of farming inputs  54.7% 3920.23.4% 1.6% 100%
Govt long term financing will sustain r43.7% 12.5% 37.5% 6.3% 100%
business

Fish farming best funded by govt 50.0% 20.3% 28.1%6% 100%
Both phases of fish farming funded fully54.7% 0 43.7% 1.6% 100%
govt

Conditions for benefitting were simple 7.7%  17.29%8.526 1.6% 100%

First objective of the study was to examine thdugrice of government funding on
implementation of ESP fish farming projects in kdp North District. The respondents
were asked on their opinion of different aspectgafernment funding and gave responses

as stated above in table 4.9

On awareness of government funding through ESPramogmajority (81.2%) agreed that

they are aware but 9.4% didn’t agree while 7.8%ewwgutral. On whether government
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provided enough finance to boost their fish farmimgjority (45.3%) did not agree while
28.1% agreed, but 25% remained neutral. On wh&B& has helped in reducing the cost
of fish farming inputs, majority (43.7%) did notrag while 34.8% agreed, but 20.3%
remained neutral. In respect to government longténancing sustaining their fish
farming ventures majority (43.7%) did not agreele/34.4% agreed, but 12.5% remained
neutral. On whether fish farming should be bestdéth by the government, majority
(50%) did not agree while 28.1% agreed, but 12.%¥hained neutral. In respect to
whether both phases of fish farming funded fully dggvernment under ESP majority
(54.7%) did not agree while 43.7% agreed. And Bnah whether criteria for selecting
beneficiaries were simple, majority (73.5%) agrédeat the criterion was simple but 25%

didn’t agree while 17.8% were neutral.

4.6 Government Financial Flow Processes
Table 4.10 Government Financial Flow
SD D N A SA NR  Total

Aware of financialflow from34.4% 7.8% O 20.3% 35.9% 1.6% 100%

treasury to my farm
Financial flow is verl7.2% 10.9% 18.8% 28.1% 23.4% 1.6% 100%

effective
Time taken to get money fr(26.6% 3.1% 42.2% 7.8% 18.8% 1.6% 100%

treasury is minimal

Processing requisitions 4.7% O 51.6% 15.6% 26.6% 1.6% 100%
friendly

Govt financial flow is simpl9.4%  15.6% 46.9% 7.8% 18.8% 1.6% 100%
and flexible

Treasury and bank have g12.5% O 51.6% 10.9% 23.4% 1.6% 100%
arrangement

Offices involved are friendO 0 21.9% 15.6% 60.9% 1.6% 100%
to work with

The second objective of the study was to deterrtiirenfluence of government financial

flow on implementation of ESP fish farming projecifie respondents were asked on their
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opinion of different aspects of government finahdiew and gave responses as stated

below.

On awareness of financial flow from treasury toirtfi@ms, majority (56.2%) agreed that
they are aware 42.2% were not aware. On the efgetss of financial flow majority
(51.5%) agreed that the flow is effective while .[®8) didn’t agree. It can be seen that the
majority of the farmers (29.7%) held the opinioratthime taken to get money from
treasury is long while minority did not think so6(8%). 42.2% remained neutral. On
tediousness of processing requisition, majority.Z%@ agreed that it is friendly, while
(4.7%) disagreed. On government financial flow gesimple and flexible, (26.6%) agreed
that the system is simple and flexible while (25%6n’'t agree. 46.9% were neutral. It can
be seen that the majority of the farmers (34.3%J lige opinion that treasury and bank
have good work arrangement while minority did rahk so (12.5%). 51.6% remained
neutral. And finally on Offices involved in ESP afgendly to work with, majority
(76.5%) agreed while the rest were neutral (21.9%)

4.7 Commitment by the Beneficiaries

Table 4.11 Commitment by the beneficiary

SD D N A SA NR  Total
Personal responsibility 0 0 0 3.1% 95.3% 1.6% 100%
learn fish farming
Willing to participate in fislO 0 47% 9.4% 76.6% 9.4% 100%

farming in my area

Committee to present c23.4% 9.4% 4.7% 28.1% 32.8% 1.6% 100%
grievances

Formed fish farming grouj12.5% 12.5% 18.8% 21.9% 32.8% 1.6% 100%
to discuss our issues

Closely  working wittO 4.7% 28.1% 40.6% 25% 1.6% 100%
government officials

To sustains the enterpr21.9% 4.7% 12.5% 15.6% 43.8% 1.6% 100%

with own resources

The third objective of the study was to determihe influence of commitment by

beneficiaries on implementation of ESP fish farmprgjects in Kajiado North District.
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The respondents were asked on their opinion ofemifft aspects of beneficiary
commitment to ESP and gave responses as statathlén4.5 below. On taking Personal
responsibility to learn fish farming, majority (986) agreed that they take personal
initiatives. On willingness to participate in fishrming group activities in their areas,
(86%) agreed, (4.7%) were neutral while (9.4%) didgspond. In regards to formation of
Committee to present their grievances, majority48€) agreed while (32.8%) disagreed.
On formation of fish farming groups to discuss thesues, majority (54.7%) agreed while
(25%) disagreed. On closely working with governmefficials, majority (65.6%) of the
farmers agreed while (4.7%) didn’t agree. 28.1%ai@ed neutral. And finally on aspects
of sustaining the enterprises with their own resesironce the project ends (59.4%) agreed
while (26.6%) disagreed

4.8 Socio Cultural Influences and Economic Stimulu®rojects
Table 4.12 Socio Cultural Influences

SD D N A SA NR  Total
Culture doesn't allow 181.3% 4.7% 125% O 0 1.6% 100%
uptake govt initiated projects
Fish is major food around 23.4% 25% 23% 141% 0  %1.400%
Dont believe in eating fish 4.7% 28.1% 578% 7.8% 0 1.6% 100%
Community lifestyle doesr23.4% 21.9% 28.1% 25% O 1.6% 100%
embrace fish farming
Fish farming associated w25% 4.7% 51.6% 12.5% 4.7% 1.6% 100%

women
Livestock land can't £56.3% O 20.3% 12.5% 9.4% 1.6% 100%
committed for other things

To find out how social-cultural beliefs influenceplementation of ESP fish farming
projects in Kajiado North District. The respondentsre asked on their opinion of
different aspects of social-cultural beliefs infige on the implementation of ESP and
gave responses as stated in table 4.11 above. @thevhthe farmer’'s culture doesn’t
allow acceptance of government initiated projeatgjority (86.0%) disagreed while
(12.5%) remained neutral. On fish being a majodfacound, majority (48.4%) disagreed
while (14%). About (23%) remained neutral. Major{32.8%) believe in eating while
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(7.8%) believe tin eating fish. About 57.8% are sate. On community lifestyle not
embracing fish farming, majority (45.3%) disagreedthile (25%) agreed. Majority

(29.6%) disagreed that fish farming is associatéd women, (25%) agreed and (51.6%)
were neutral. On whether livestock land can’t bedufor other things, majority (56.3%)

disagreed, (21.9%) agreed and (20.3%) were neutral

Table 4.13 Recommendations

Frequency |Percent
No response 14 21.9
Establish fish research and breeding center |10 15.6
Permanent water source 5 7.8
Provide for good quality inputs 5 7.8
Pay government workers well to reduce corrup4 6.3
Enhance access to funds 6 9.4
The government should plan better 420 31.3
consultations with beneficiaries
Total 63 100.0

Table 4.12 above shows that, the majority (31.3%4he fish farmers recommended that
The government should plan better after consuhatiovith beneficiaries, (15.6%)
recommended establish fish research and breedingerce(9.4%) recommended
enhancement of funds, (7.8%) recommended provisfagood quality inputs as well as
permanent source of water (7.8%) and finally (6.3%ygested better remuneration to

civil servants.
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CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION S

5.1 Introduction

This chapter gives a summary of the study finditigalso presents the recommendations,
conclusion and areas for further research. Thewlata analyzed by use of SPSS package
to produce the descriptive statistics. Frequenbletaand charts were used to describe the

data and draw conclusions on the findings.

5.2 Summary of Findings
The research findings are as presented in chapteraind the following summaries are

made in light of the objectives of the study.

5.3 Demographic Characteristics of Respondents

On the demographics, (73%) of the respondentsateticthat they were male while (25%)
indicated that they were female. From the findingsst of the fish farmers were males.
(40.8%) of the respondents indicated that they voser 50 years, 29.7% indicated that
they were aged between 18 and 35 years, 28.1%aiedichat they were aged between 35
and50 years. (35%) of the respondents indicatetdtitey had bachelor's degree as their
highest level of education, (23%) indicated thatytthad postgraduate degree, (21%)
diplomas, while (21% )indicated that they had seéeoy education. Majority (70%) of
the respondents indicated that they are marrie@%]J2single and 10%)(divorced .
Majority 75% of the respondents indicated that thay children while, 23% didn’t have
children. On occupation, 39.1% of the responderdgated that they are farmers as their
main occupation, 17.2% indicated that they are hee; 12% are nurses, while
housewives are 4.7%. . On land ownership, maj@i86 of the respondents indicated that
they own land they are farming in while 8% who damwn land have either rent from

relatives or using family land.

5.4 Awareness of Government Funding through EconomiStimulus Projects
Majority (81.2%) agreed that they are aware bub®didn't agree while 7.8% were
neutral. On whether government provided enoughntirato boost their fish farming,

majority (45.3%) did not agree while 28.1% agrebdt 25% remained neutral. On
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whether ESP has helped in reducing the cost offighing inputs, majority (43.7%) did
not agree while 34.8% agreed, but 20.3% remainattadeln respect to government long
term financing sustaining their fish farming vemsimayjority (43.7%) did not agree while
34.4% agreed, but 12.5% remained neutral. On whé#gtefarming should be best funded
by the government, majority (50%) did not agreelevBB.1% agreed, but 12.5% remained
neutral. In respect to whether both phases offfsming funded fully by govt under ESP
majority (54.7%) did not agree while 43.7% agre&dd finally on whether criteria for
selecting beneficiaries were simple, majority (¥8)&greed that the criterion was simple

but 25% didn’t agree while 17.8% were neutral.

5.5 Financial Flow and Economic Stimulus Projects

On awareness of financial flow from treasury toittfi@ms, majority (56.2%) agreed that
they are aware 42.2% were not aware. On the effgetss of financial flow majority
(51.5%) agreed that the flow is effective while .[8) didn’t agree. It can be seen that the
majority of the farmers (29.7%) held the opinioratthime taken to get money from
treasury is long while minority did not think so6(8%). 42.2% remained neutral. On
tediousness of processing requisition, majority.Z%@ agreed that it is friendly, while
(4.7%) disagreed. On government financial flow gesimple and flexible, (26.6%) agreed
that the system is simple and flexible while (2586)n’t agree. 46.9% were neutral. It can
be seen that the majority of the farmers (34.3%J lige opinion that treasury and bank
have good work arrangement while minority did rahk so (12.5%). 51.6% remained
neutral. And finally on Offices involved in ESP afeendly to work with, majority
(76.5%) agreed while the rest were neutral (21.9%)

5.6 Commitment by Beneficiaries and Economic Stimuk Projects

On taking Personal responsibility to learn fishnfarg, majority (98.1%) agreed that they
take personal initiatives. On willingness to pap@te in fish farming group activities in
their areas, (86%) agreed, (4.7%) were neutralem®14%) didn’t respond. In regards to
formation of Committee to present their grievancesmjority (60.9%) agreed while
(32.8%) disagreed. On formation of fish farmingugpse to discuss their issues, majority
(54.7%) agreed while (25%) disagreed. On closelykimg with government officials,
majority (65.6%) of the farmers agreed while (4.7#)In't agree. 28.1% remained
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neutral. And finally on aspects o sustaining theegamises with their own resources once
the project ends (59.4%) agreed while (26.6%) deszd)

5.7 Social Cultural Beliefs and Economic Stimulus ®jects

On whether the farmer’s culture doesn't allow ataepe of  government initiated
projects, majority (86.0%) disagreed while (12.5eéained neutral. On fish being a
major food around, majority (48.4%) disagreed wHhi&%). About (23%) remained

neutral. Majority (32.8%) believe in eating whilé.§%) believe tin eating fish. About
57.8% are not sure. On community lifestyle not eanbrg fish farming, majority (45.3%)

disagreed while (25%) agreed. Majority (29.6%) disad that fish farming is associated
with women, (25%) agreed and (51.6%) were neuttal. whether livestock land can’t be
used for other things, majority (56.3%) disagre€tl,.9%) agreed and (20.3%) were

neutral

5.8 Conclusion
The results have shown Implementation of fish fagminder ESP is highly influenced by
the government financial flow, followed socio culibinfluences, and then commitments

by beneficiaries and least by government funding

5.9 Recommendations

The government should consider enhancing the furtdsprovides for project
implementation in order to get quality products aswatvices. It should also consider
reprimanding corrupt individuals who embezzle projeinds as well as recognizing and
awarding the implementers of the best performingjgats. The government should also
consider remunerating its employees well who are emplementers of this projects to
reduce the embezzlement levels. This way, goverhfoed will be well utilized and used

for proper use.

The public should be taken through awareness pmogn the government financial flow
process. The time taken in the entire process dralab be reduced and the officers to be
taken through refresher programs on how to harftdepublic in their offices. Proper
documenting and creation of databases for all ptejenplemented in a certain area at any
given time should both be maintained by the govemnoffices concerned as well as the

community committees and proper handing over afterject completion should be
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emphasized. A post monitoring and evaluation pocehich should include the
community members should also be considered. THisiglp the community members to

own and implement the projects as their own.

The government should consider a bottom up andllapéuticipatory approach when
considering the type of projects to benefit speddieas. This will take care of different
cultural beliefs and practices surrounding the camities in terms of project ownership

and implementation.

5.10 Suggestions for Further Research

In future, a study on “performance of ESP fish femgnprojects in Kajiado North” should
be done to assess how the projects performed area where fish farming is not fully
embraced. This will act as a guide to the goverrirnarhow to choose the projects which

should benefit certain areas.
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APPENDIX |
LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL OF DATA COLLECTION INSTRUMENT S

Sarah M. Kioi

P.O Box 849-20117
Naivasha

2" June, 2014

Dear Sir/Madam

RE: LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL
My Name is Sarah Muthoni Kioi a Master of Arts statl in project planning and

management from the University of Nairobi. | am reatly undertaking a study to
determine the factors influencing implementation egionomic stimulus fish farming
projects in Kajiado North District. You have beatentified as a respondent for this
research. Therefore | kindly request you to talehart break from your busy schedule to
fill in this questionnaire/interview. The informati you share will purely be used for
academic purpose and will not be disclosed to ahgropersons without your consent.

Anticipating your positive response

Yours Faithfully

Sarah M. Kioi
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APENDIX I
QUESTIONNAIRE
Instructions

Please fill in the empty spaces or tick where aajlie in this questionnaire

Section A: Demographic Information

1. Please indicate your gender.(M) (3]
2. What is your age bracket? ( Below 18 years) ( Betwl8 and 35 years)
(35 and 50 years) (50+ years)
3. What is highest level of education you have atthine (Masters and above)
(Degree) (Diploma) (K.C.S.EE) (K.C.P.E) (Others)
4. What is your marital status  (Single) (Married)  (biced) (Separated)
(Others)
5. Do you have any children  (Yes) (No)
Are you in any employment (formal or informal) @ fish farming your only
source of employment. Explain
7. What is the name of your fish farm?
8. What is the areal/location of your fish farm? ..............
0. Do you own the land where you practice fish farming (Yes) (No)
EXPIAIN e e
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Section B: Government Funding and Economic Stimulu®rojects

10. Please indicate the overall level of agreement thighfollowing,

1- Strongly Disagree, 2-Disagree, 3- Neutral, 4- Age, 5- Strongly Agree.
Influence of funding on implementation of ESP fistfarming 1 2 3 45
| am fully aware of the government funding throdgbP

The government has been able to provide adequetedial aid to m

to boost my fish farming business

Through the ESP programme, the cost of buying fésming input:

have been greatly subsidized

| will be able tosuccessfully sustain my fish farm because of
government long term financing arrangement

Of all the programmes under ESP, fish farming ie ohthe best i

terms of financing by the government

My fish farming project is fully funded by the gawenent both i
phase | and phase Il

The pre conditions before benefiting from the fumere simple an

affordable
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Section C: Government Financial Flow Process and iplementation of ESP
11. Please indicate the overall level of agreement thighfollowing,
1- Strongly Disagree, 2-Disagree, 3- Neutral, 4- Age, 5- Strongly Agree.

Influence of government financial flow process 1 23 4 5
| am fully aware of the entire process involvedflow of
finances from treasury to my fish farm

The entire financial flow process is very effective

The time taken to get the funds to the districastey is ver
iS minimal

Processing of the requisition forms at the distiegsury i
very friendly

The government financial flow process is very fld&ianc
tailor made to fit my needs

There is proper arrangement between the disteeistiry an
the local bank in accessing the funds

The offices involved in the entiygrocess are friendly to wc
with

1. What are the main challenges faced in the didtgetsury and the bank?

2. Give recommendations on ways to improve the protedast track fish farming

projects in this district.

Section D: Commitment by Beneficiaries and implemetation of projects
1. In short describe your level of involvement in fisliming and success of the fish

ponds under the ESP programme
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2. To what extent do you agree with the following ajueé the project?

Key: 1 — to very low extent, 2 — low extend, 3- nait all, 4 — to a high extent, 5 —to a
very high extent

Level of beneficiaries commitment in fish farming pojects 1 2 3 4 5
| have taken it a personal responsibility to learare abouteESF

and fish farming

| am always ready and willing to participate in awfivities on fisl

farming taking place in this area

Community leaders from our midst have been appaditdepreser

our challenges and recommendations to the goverinoffénals on

any difficulties experienced in this projects

To ensure diversity in terms of skills, ideas amebilogies, we hay

formed ourselves in groups where we meet occasjottadiscus

issues surrounding our fish business.

We work closely with the government officials in

implementation process of fish programmes in teaar

I will sustain this project using the proceeds frone farm an

personal funds (where necessary) when the goverrpoda out
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Section E: Effect of Socio-cultural beliefs on imgmentation of the projects

The following statements denote the influence afsaultural believes on fish farming
1- Strongly Disagree, 2-Disagree, 3- Neutral, 4- Age, 5- Strongly Agree.
Social-cultural beliefs on implementation of ESP pojects 1 2 3 4 5
My culture does not allow us to embrace projecitiated by th

government

Fish is one of the major source of food in thisaare

Some people don't believe in fish and thereforescomption is ver

low

The local community way of life does not embrash fiarming

Fish farming and fish eatingis only associated witimen

My culture do not allow committing land meant fowelstock keeping 1

any other projects

Additional information (optional)

Thank you for your Cooperation
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