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ABSTRACT

In the academic discourse decentralization has ¢omge to be regarded as the best way of
integrating local people into the web of developm&evelopment practitioners, however,
see decentralization as a necessary but not &igatficondition for involving cross-section
of community members into development interventi@ecause of elite domination a
powerful few customarily overshadow the powerlesssn the poor and the marginalized
and successfully block their meaningful integrataord participation in CDF development
projects activities. This present study is an emdedo have a fresh look at the local
governance status through assessing the levelnofnemity members’ participation in CDF
development process. The study also explores tioesaand factors shaping participation as
well as causes for non-participation. For the psepof the study Mvita Constituency was
selected. Both the community members and the Rrdjaplementation Committee
members have been interviewed through a struciyuedtionnaire. The study reveals some
interesting findings indicating that socio-econontiackgrounds of the participants are
found to be vital factors influencing their parpation. Participation is mostly limited to the
socially, economically and politically well off pple. Political influence in the CDF project
activities and also in the Project Implementatioontinittee is a common practice which
ultimately hinders the effective participation ¢fetcommunity members. Moreover, the
existing rules and regulations in the county goreent as well as the structure of the CDF
influence participation as well. In synthesis, st mentionable that all the variables and
indicators taken in this study to explain the dejgam variable (participation of community
people in CDF development projects) have been foarek significantly correlated. In fact,
the elected representatives seem to have develapeatron-client relationship with the
community elites in sharing mutual benefits whigkegs the poor and the marginalized
outside the CDF project process. In order to bteedugh the unholy alliance and to place a
culture of participatory practice at the constittieitevel, massive awareness programs in
community participation need to be initiated. Pcbjevaluation system should also be
activated to bring transparency in the CDF projeetnagement system and to ensure
accountability in the activities of the selected presentatives.

Xi



CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background of the study

Community participation is thsine qua nonfor development. The notion of people's
participation in their development has been gaimmgmentum in the process of human
empowerment and development. Contemporary developseéolars have been advocating
the inclusion of people's participation in devel@mnprojects as they believe the avowed
objectives of any project cannot be fully achieuatkss people meaningfully participate in
it. Stone (1989) argues that people's participaitiodevelopment projects may help bring
effective social change rather than impose an eateculture on a society. Similarly,
Shrimpton (1989) states that community participatio the design and management of a
project greatly enhances the likelihood of projgaetcess due to improved goodness of fit
and increased sustainability. The most popular &itltly adopted strategy for ensuring
people’s participation in local development is itiiied as decentralization. There is
perhaps no other institution like local governméodies to provide a wide scope for

community participation at the grassroots level.

The necessity of people’s participation was firglt fwhen the Growth Model of
development failed to bring in desired result. TBasic Need Model of development
adopted by the developing countries in the 1970phasized on the fulfilment of basic
needs by diverting resources from the rich andrudestor to the poor and rural sector. This
approach practically faced resistance from bothutivan and rural elites. Consequently, by
the late 1970s emphasis was imparted to ‘peopleidicgpation’ in planning and
administration. The prime objective was to involpeople in decision making process.
During the same period the idea of ‘decentralizatalso attracted wide attention of the
developmentalists as a strategy for ensuring p&opéeticipation in devolvement activities.
Since 1970s scholars, development practitionermspidoas well as governments particularly
those in developing countries, began to consideopleé participation through
decentralization as a new strategy for development.

Kenya has a long history of local government simcependence. But it has not achieved
the expected level of decentralization and peopfesticipation because the political

masters have exploited it as a means of gaining ploétical goals. All the reforms initiated



by the successive governments were politically wadéid. As a result, only people with
strong socio-economic and political background aitt close ties with the power structure
had some opportunity to assert their positionsasdl Government Institutions. The bulk
majority of the people particularly the poor and thisadvantaged, enjoyed little or no scope
for participation except in electing their reprasgines (Siddiqui, 1994). Therefore, despite
numerous reform initiatives in this field by the vgonments, The Ministry of local
Government through its Institutions has not yet @@ as autonomous and self governing
units. This, in turn, has limited the scope of tatammunity participation in the local

decision-making process as well as developmenegsof Mombasa County.

The Constitution of Kenya 2010 categorically emjures the need for establishing Local
Government (LG) with a representative character.this end, the representatives of the
Local Government Institutions (LGIs) are populadyected. Though this guarantees
people’s political participation, the present LGusture hardly provides any scope for
participation of common people in the decision mgkprocess. As a result, participatory
development through LGls is still a dream. Locabple see development projects being
implemented but they have hardly any stake in thdse 2003, the constituency
Development Fund (CDF) was founded as the mainsgrats’ monetary avenue for
integrating the community into the development pssc at the county level. Since
independence all the development projects undertakel implemented at the grass-root
level are done with the supervision of the Munitigzouncil currently the County
Government (CG), the lowest platform of the locatgrnment. Ironically, the outcome of
the development projects is not significantly Vieias most of those were not guided by the
beneficiaries. Poor villagers still live in miseamd deprivation; their basic human needs are
not fulfilled and their lifestyle has not improvad much as it was expected as witnessed by
the mushrooming of informal settlements seen in tbastituency. The participatory
practice has not yet been properly cultured. Ptagormation is hardly disseminated to the

community people. An effective evaluation systers hat been institutionalized till today.

From this backdrop some questions may subsequarniflg in the mind of a development
practitioner—-Does the existing decision making pescin Mvita Constituency not promote
the community participation in the development pss? Do the development projects
undertaken by the CDF suffer ownership crisis? Waiat the factors that affect the
participatory process in the constituency develapnpojects? This present study is an
endeavour to look through these pertinent questions

2



1.2 Statement of the problem

Community participation can be seen as a processeblly the residents of a community are
given a voice and a choice to participate in issaféscting their lives. In this way the

members of the community might, if the process &naged well, take ownership of the
projects that are implemented (Theron, 2005). Altfo community participation has its

drawbacks, there are more benefits. Various stdédef®play a role in contributing to more
meaningful community participation. The major qu@stin many development programs
and projects as Bunch (1995) postulates is thexefiot whether to increase participation

but how to achieve effective participation.

The main reasons behind the creation of the CDFtwaake development projects to the
grassroots and to increase the participation okéyestakeholders of development projects
in this case, the community members of Mvita Cdneticy. This is to ensure the proper
management and sustainability of the projects wileilepowering the community in

addressing their needs. In the CDF, project coreesttare the ones- recognized under
the CDF Act2007 as the bodies responsible for impl&ing projects. These bodies have
not been representing the community interests amdnat transparent or accountable
Gikonyo (2008). According to the Taskforce on CDRéndment Act of June 23rd 2009,

since its inception in 2003, the implementation GDF has encountered a number of
operational and policy challenges amongst whichude poor community participation

and contribution to projects.

Afsar (1999) in her study shows that poor peoplessticipation in local development
activities is very limited; community participation the decision-making process has been
very minimal. Because of the over-class bias andespread corruption there has been
severe neglect of the poor and the disadvantageatieindecision-making process. Khan
(2009) identifies bureaucratic domination in thedbcouncils, lack of knowledge, and lack
of expertise in technical matters as some of tle ocauses for non-participation. Local
elites form connivance with local administratiom foeir own interests and bypass the needs
of the masses. So the scanty participation thaste€xs limited only to the rich and
participation of the community poor is minimal. e et al. (1978) examines that
people’s participation in planning and implemematiof development projects has been
very limited. Siddiquee (1995) observes the samdirigs in his study. From these worrying

trends on community participation, this study wagamt to establish the extend of



community participation in CDF development projecs well as to indentify the

determinants of community participation in MvitarGtituency.

1.3 Purpose of the study

The purpose of this study was to analyse the detemts of community participation in

CDF projects in Mvita constituency, Mombasa Couitgnya.

1.4 Objectives of the study
The objectives of the study were as follows:

1. To analyze the extent to which institutional andulatory framework determine

community participation in CDF projects.

2. To determine the socio-economic factors that aifecdtmunity participation in CDF
projects.

3. To establish the politico-cultural determinants tthanfluence community

participation in CDF projects.

1.5 Research Questions
The research questions of this study were:

1. To what extent does the institutional and regulatdramework determine

community participation in CDF projects in Mvita &stituency?

2. What are the socio-economic determinants thatenite the participatory process in
the CDF projects in Mvita Constituency?

3. To what extend do politico-cultural determinarffee the community participation

in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency?



1.6 Statements of hypotheses

The study was guided by the following hypothesis:

Ho There is no influence of institutional and regaly framework on community

participation in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency

H1 There is influence of institutional and regutgtdramework on community

participation in CDF projects Mvita Constituency.

Ho There is no influence of socio-economic deteamts on community

participation in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency

H1 There is influence of socio-economic determisastt community participation

in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency.

Ho There is no influence of politico-cultural detenants on community

participation in CDF projects Mvita Constituency.

H1 There is influence of politico-cultural deterraits on community participation

in CDF projects Mvita Constituency.

1.7 Significance of the study

The significance of this study is in three dimensio

1.

In theory, it will inform new knowledge on communparticipation which will also
form a basis on which academic researchers camurtoef studies on community

participation and CDF.

In practice, the study will also help the CDF pobjemanagersin policy
implementation for development projects. The figdinvill also help the community

find ways to own the CDF projects by enhancing npaeicipation



3. In policy, study will inform government policy wittegard to designing changes to

streamline the CDF management to enhance moreipatton from the community.

1.8 Delimitations of the study

The study was limited to one constituency. The wtisdused on the CDF projects within
Mvita constituency in Mombasa County. The CDF prtgeare in the following sectors:
education, infrastructure, water and sanitatioousty and sports. Mvita constituency was
chosen since it will help examine the communitygle® scope and nature of participation
in the development projects considering the exstsocial, economic and educational
diversity among people of this constituency. Iniadd the constituency is located at the
centre of the county and hosts the county headeysaas well as the port, which serves the
entire East Africa region. For the period betwe@@&®and 2012, a total of 25 projects were
put in place with 20 projects being completed andse, 1 project was complete but not in

use and 4 projects were incomplete.

1.9 Limitations of the study

The limitations for this study included time andse@arces constraints as well as the
collection of primary data from respondents for thteidy. For the above mentioned
limitations the researcher borrowed funds fromndie and family to facilitate on the
resources needed for the study.In addition theareber alsotookleave from her office

duties to avail more time for caring out the resbar

Finally in getting primary data from the respondenhe researcher used the CDF office in
Mvita Constituency in gaining access to the otlempondents especially the community

representatives.



1.10 Basic assumptions of the study
The assumptions of this study were;

1. That the community of Mvita constituency would bdling to participate in the

study and give honest opinions and responses dtnegurvey.

2. That the CDF staff in Mvita constituency would leeeptive, cooperative and ready
to give us data and information in regard to theFQI2velopment projects in the

constituency.

3. In addition the researcher also assumed that Swmirees allocated for this research
study will be adequate in the in the completiontlod study in the time frame
provided.

1.11 Definition of significant terms

Community-UNDP defined community as a group of people livinga geographically
defined area, or a group that interacts becaussomimon social, economic, or political
interests.

Community Participation€ommunity participation concerns the engagemeirdividuals
and communities in decisions about things thatcatfeeir lives.

Determinants These are factors that decisively affect the natureutcome of something.
In this study we are seeking to find out the deteamts of community participation in CDF

development projects in Mvita Constituency.

Development projectsA specific activity or task settled upon to tramslan idea about
helping communities to meet an identified need iptactical actions (strategies or a

project) that will substantially change peoplei®s for the better.

CDF projects-These are the projects implemented in the constiudevel using the
constituency development funds allocated by théraegovernment to the constituencies.

Project cycle This is the sequence of phases through which tbegrwill evolve, which

includes identification, preparation, appraisalpliementation and evaluation.



Project implementationThis is a vital stage of the project cycle thatalves resources
being mobilized, activities determined and a cdninechanism established so that the

project inputs can produce project outputs in otderchieve the project purpose.

Project managemenProject management is the application of knowledg#ls, tools, and

techniques to manage the scope, time and cospraiject.

Project sustainability This refers to the continuation of a project’s goadrinciples, and

efforts to achieve desired outcomes.

Community AwarenessThese are programs aimed at making the communitye mo
informed, alert, self-reliant and capable of p@sating in all activities and programs that

concern them.

EmpowermentEmpowerment is the process of enhancing the dgpatiindividuals or
groups to make choices and to transform those ebaito desired actions and outcomes to

enable them better influence the course of thessliand the decisions which affect them

1.12 Organisation of the study

The study is organised into five chapters. In chaphne, the introduction of the study is
contained. It has the background of the study, Ilprobstatement, purpose of the study,
objectives of the study, research questions forsthey, the statements of hypothesis, the
scope of the study, its significance, the asswnptas well as the limitations in addition to

the organisation of the study.

Chapter two presents the literature review of thuelys here concepts and terms such as
participation, community participation, types of nomunity participation, project
implementation, project management, levels of comtyguparticipation, barriers to
community participation and stakeholder’'s analymise among the terminologies that are

reviewed. This chapter also presents the concefsarabwork of the study.

Chapter three outlines the study design, the tgsgptlation, methods of data collection,
validity and reliability of the research instrumerdnd data collection procedures. The
chapter also includes the ethical considerationtbefstudy, data analysis and presentation,

and the operationalization of variables.



Chapter four contains the response rate of theysthe demographic characteristics of the
respondents and determinants of community participan the CDF development projects.
Chapter five presents a summary of the findingsudises the findings giving conclusions

and recommendations as well.



CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Introduction

In order to put this research in its appropriatetert, this chapter reviews concepts of
community participation in project preparation andnagement for a better understanding
into the research topic. Concepts and terms sugarigipation, community participation,

types of community participation, project implensgidn, project management, levels of
community participation, barriers to community paEpation and stakeholder’s analysis are

among the terminologies that would be reviewed.

2.2 Community and participation

According to UNDP a community is defined as a grofipeople living in a geographical

defined area, or a group that interacts becaussomimon social, economic, or political

interests. Communities do contain interest grougstaey are made up of individuals, but
they are more than interest groups and are more ttitea sum up of the individuals who

make them up. The individual men, women and childseme rich, some poor, do not just
co-exist in a shared space. They interact in maiffgrent ways, some visible, some

invisible. The existence of community is not sonmeghthat can be demonstrated, it is a
philosophical point of departure that is sharedeglimplicitly, by most of the key players

(Schouten and Moriarty, 2003).

Participation in development can be defined aspttoeess through which people with an
interest (stakeholders) influence and share corvelr development initiatives and the
decisions and resources that affect them. In medhis involves employing measures to:
identify relevant stakeholders, share informatiathvthem, listen to their views, involve
them in processes of development planning and ideemaking, contribute to their
capacity-building and, ultimately empower them ndgiate, manage and control their own
self-development. Participation can take differémtms, depending on the breadth of
stakeholders involved and the depth of their pigiton.

10



2.3 Development projects and the project cycle

Development in this study is concerned basicallihwhe improved quality of life that can
be ushered in the grassroots’ through proper imehgimg of development projects.
Development projects are specific activities oksasettled upon to achieve the economic,
political and social goals of development. Intetpdebroadly the concept of a development
project concerns the steps taken to translate ean athout helping communities to meet an
identified need into practical actions (strategiesa project) that will substantially change
people’s lives for the better. A development projgets out to meet a perceived need by a
sequence of activities, which includes identifioati preparation, appraisal, implementation
and evaluation. The sequence has been adapted byn §a978). The stages and
components of project cycle and their logical seges can be formulated with the

following diagram:

Identification

A 4

4

Evaluation and Appraisal
Follow-up
A
A4
Monitoring and Negotiation and
Control Approval
A
Implementation v

Figure: 1: Project cycle: the six phases

Source: Baum (1978).

In the project cycle, identification of project akeis very important to overcome problems
or fulfil the development priorities in the contest local objectives. As the development
projects affect the life of the community membeingir participation in this stage is utmost

necessary. It is the community members who known#tare of their problems and also the

11



ways of overcoming such problems. So project ideh@ossible solution must be emanated
from an initiative by the community. Project apgediand approval may only take place
after the policy makers have accepted the projeatten the funding organizations get

satisfied with the feasibility criteria.

Implementation is perhaps the most vital stage lod project cycle involving the
procurement of equipment and resources, recruitmepersonnel and allocation of tasks
and resources within the project organization. Wnthee project implementation plan,
resources are mobilized, activities determinedamdrol mechanism established so that the
project inputs can produce project outputs in otdexchieve the project purpose. Hence the
community participation at this stage is condudivehe successful operation of projects.
The purpose of monitoring and controllingof a pobjis to evaluate the project performance
by providing timely information and feedback to theanagement from all levels thus,
helping the project management to achieve the tsgfethe project. The final stage in the
project cycle is evaluation, which is enhanceddilofv-up action. Evaluation may be done
by different people, concerned agencies, or doonbrhe project on an ex-post basis to
assess the performance of the project to see whigthstated objectives are achieved or not
and to what extent. For the purpose of this stedyaymunity members’ participation in the
development project activities particularly in thdentification implementation and
evaluation stages of the projects will be examined.

2.4 Stakeholders in community participation

According to Glicken (2000), a stakeholder is adgividual or group influenced by and with
an ability to significantly impact (positively oregatively) the topical area of interest.
Primary stakeholders are the beneficiaries of aldgwment intervention or those directly
affected (positively or negatively) by it. They Inde local populations (individuals and
community-based organizations) in the project/paograrea, in particular poor and
marginalized groups who have traditionally been lwded from participating in
development efforts. Secondary stakeholders arsethsho influence a development
intervention or are indirectly affected by it. Thaclude the borrowing government, line
ministry and project staff, implementing agencidgscal governments, civil society

organizations, private sector firms and their stieiglers and other development agencies.
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2.4. 1 Community members as stakeholders

Community members are the most important stakeholdeall (Slocum et al, 1995). In
fact, the hallmark value of community developmens tbeen and remains community
participation and leadership in the development c@ss. Development of
communitymembers as stakeholders is a critical wansure accountability and legitimacy
of the development project. It is also a way tooggise voices that possess important
information on how the community processes shoolcied. Organisations involved in
community development at the community level needevelop the community’s capacity

to act as stakeholders and their capacity to iraratp other residents in that role.

To incorporate community members as true stakem®ldethe organisations, organisations
must incorporate their visions and needs into agixactise and governance on a continuing
basis. This means having multiple avenues for pm@ting community input such as
meaningful participation on the board and prograommittees. It is only then that
community members become true stakeholders anduatadality is present. In addition,
organisations should also develop the capacithefcommunity as a group, by providing a
framework for its members in asset-poor placesdbocallectively on problems in their
communities. This is where community organizingipliag can play an important role.
Organisations should be proactive in informingdesis about the complexities of policies
that affect their communities. (Clayton, Oakleyd &ratt,1997)

2.4.2 Participatory Stakeholder Analysis

A key element in participatory development is th®lity to identify stakeholders, their
needs, interests, relative power and potential @anpa the project outcomes. Grimble and
Chan (1995) define stakeholder analysis as a metbgy for identifying and analyzing the
key stakeholders in a project and planning forrtpatticipation. It is, therefore, the starting
point of most participatory processes and provitles foundation for the design of
subsequent stakeholder activities throughout thagepr cycle. A thorough stakeholder
analysis should be carried out in the early plagrstages of all development projects, and
reviewed and refined from time to time as the detaf project design become more

detailed and definite.
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2.4.2.1 Rationale to carry out a stakeholder analys

Ultimately, all projects depend on selecting stakedrs with whom they can jointly work
towards goals that ensure that the developmentegiojare successful. According to
Twigg(2001) a stakeholder analysis helps you toesssthe best way to do your
consultation. It also helps you to identify actwald potential conflicts of interest — a
stakeholder who is vital to your project may havang other priorities and you need to
know this so that you can plan how to engage wigmt In addition, a stakeholder analysis
draws out the interests of stakeholders in relatiothe project’s objectives — stakeholders
who will be directly affected by, or who could ditly affect the project are clearly of

greater importance than those who are only indyedfected.

The process of engaging stakeholders may take lahga convectional processes but may
be more cost effective in the long term than exkyndriven initiatives. This is partly
because a stakeholder process is more likely tsuséainable and because the process
allows the ideas to be tried, tested and refinddrbeadoption (Van Asselt et al, 2001). The
full participation of stakeholders in both projeesign and implementation is a key to - but
not guarantee of — success. Stakeholders bringda wange of skills, knowledge and
experience to the project. If well managed, this dwelp to make the project more

successful.

2.4.2.2 Steps in Stakeholder analysis

Participatory stakeholder analysis is done in Sagpeas to accurately identify interests and
plan subsequent participation; it requires direttaboration with key stakeholder groups.
Workshop-based and/or field-based methods can dx tasgather primary data, brainstorm
with stakeholders regarding their interests andeetgiions and to jointly plan for
stakeholder participation throughout the projectiey According to Glicken (2000) the
stakeholder analysis essentially involves four steghe first step is to identify the key
stakeholders from the large array of groups andidals that could potentially affect or
be affected by the proposed intervention. Secondly, analyze their interests (overt and
hidden) and to assess the potential impact of thpgsed project on their interests. The
third step is categorizing different groups of sfaédlders and to determine the relative

priority that the project should give to each stakder group's interest. Finally, you outline
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a stakeholder participation strategy. This is anfitainvolve the stakeholders in different

stages of the project preparation, implementati@hevaluation process.

2.5 Review of theories of participation

There are as yet no universally accepted theorfesommunity participation in the
development programmes. However scholars have agmevith a set of propositions
stating the conditions under which people do omdb participate. These propositions are
given in the theory of collective action as develdfpy Oslon (1971). The theory by Oslon
(1971) is based on analyzing the benefits and adstellective goods. Oslon observed that
benefits derived from most common pool resourcecaliective goods that once produced
are available to all the members of the organimati®slon, intimates that groups of
individuals having common interest do not necelsavork together to achieve them.
Oslon argues that unless the number of individunbs group is quite small or unless there
is coercion or some other special device to mallevituals act in their common interest,

rational, self interested individuals will not aatachieve their common or group interest.

Oslon (1971) adds that some mechanisms must bel flmuocourse the members to pay for
the collective goods provided them or institute somcentive that will motivate the

members to contribute to the organization. In aoldithe individual is too small to have any
significant effect on his organization either bywtrébuting or not contributing. However the

individual can share in the benefits generated eivére has not contributed — free rider
problem. This is particularly evident in large gpsuwhere the actions and dealings of
individual members are less noticeable and the abbtinging the members together are
also high. This creates conditions necessary fee fiding. Oslon thus suggest that the
group should be small enough so that individuaioacof any one or more members is

noticeable to any other individuals in the group.

On the other hand,the Buchanan and Tullock themspqunded by Buchanan and Tullock
(1965) emphasizes the individual behavior basetherunderstanding that collective action
is composed of individual actions. The theory ergdothe conditions under which a group
comprisingof a free and rational utility maximizimglividual chooses to formulate or abide
by a rule or a set of rule of retained use of commool resources. They argue that a group
chooses a collective mode of action when eachsahdividual members finds it profitable

to act collectively rather than individually, fanstance, when his perceived costs are less
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than his perceived benefits from the collectiveicmct Therefore they argue that what
determines the optimal rule or choice is the cesternal and internal). Singh (1991),
summed Oslon and Buchanan and Tullock theoriegitgrating that people will participate
in collective action when they are organized in kmgeups,the expected private benefits
from collective action exceeds the expected privaist of participation and there is an

assurance that the expected benefits would irefamue to the participants.

2.6 Levels of stakeholder involvement.

There are six progressive levels of stakeholdemluement. The first three levels

(information-sharing, listening and learning anéhjoassessment) constitute consultation,
rather than participation as such. These levelshimiig considered as prerequisites for
participation. The next three levels (shared denishaking, collaboration and, finally,

empowerment) constitute progressively deeper and meaningful levels of participation.

As one moves from “shallower” to “deeper” levels pdrticipation, stakeholders have

greater influence and control over developmentdieas, actions and resources.

Table 2. 1 Different Levels of Stakeholder Involverant

Levels of Stakeholder Involvement

Consultation 1. Information-sharing : dissemination of documents, public
meetings, seminars.
A.istening and learning: field visits, interviews, consultative meetings.

Joint assessmentparticipatory needs assessment, beneficiary sisezgs

Participation 4. Shared decision-making public review of draft Documents, participatofy
project planning, workpldo identify priorities, resolve conflicts, etc.
SCollaboration: joint committees or working groups with stakelesld
representatives, stakedotdsponsibility for implementation.
&mpowerment capacity-building activities, self-managementsup

for stakeholder initiatives

Source: Adapted from World Bank, Participation $elnook, (1995).
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2.7 Participation as a means vs. Participation asneend.

One of the common distinctions made by authors deaetlopment practitioners is that of
‘participation as a means’ and ‘participation aseal.’ Participation as means implies the
use of participation to achieve some pre-determmals. It is a way of harnessing rural
people’s physical, economic and social resourceactieve the aims and objectives of
development programmes and projects more effigiemtifectively or cheaply (Burkey,
1993). Participation as an end is viewed as awvectiynamic and genuine process which
unfolds over time and whose purpose is to devetapsirengthen the capabilities of rural
people to intervene more directly in developmentiatives (Oakley, 1991). Table 2.2
provides a comparative analysis which summarises differences between these two

concepts.

Table 2.2: Comparative Analysis: Participation as Means vs.Participation as End

Participation as means Participation as end

1. It implies use of participation to achieve Attempts to empower people to

some predetermined goals or objectives. participate more meaningfully.

2. It is an attempt to utilise the existing The attempt is to ensure the increased
resources in order to achieve the objectives ofole of people in development

programmes/projects. initiatives.

3. The stress is on achieving the objective andrhe focus is on improving the ability

not so much on the act of participation itself.  of the people to participate rather than
just in achieving the predetermined
objectives of the project.

4. It is more common in government This view finds relatively less favour

programmes, where the main concern is towith the government agencies. NGOs

mobilise the community and involve them in in principle agree with this viewpoint.

improving of the delivery system.

5. Participation is generally short term. Viewedadeng term process.
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6. Appears to be a passive form of participation. elaRvely more active and long term.

Source: adapted from Kumar (2002, p.26).

2.8 Determinants of community participation

The main assumption in this study was that thereewse number of social, cultural,
economic and political factors that may have befégcting and arguably encumbering to
some extent the effective participation of communmembers in CDF development
activities in the constituency level. For the puwpmf analysis, the main factors that may
affect community people’s participation in develaarhprojects especially in planning and
implementation stages were mainly categorizedreettareas; a) institutional and regulatory

framework, b) socio-economic factors, and c) pmdcultural factors.

2.8.1 Institutional and regulatory framework

Development projects are planned, prepared ancemmahted for the development of local
people. As the administrative system and instihgionanagement of Mombasa County has
from time immemorial been hierarchical and rule mhu but strong institutional
mechanisms and development focused regulatory fxankeis utmost necessary to connect
the local people into development process. The eoiaf institutional structure and
supportive legal framework of an organization isisidered as a precondition for ensuring
stakeholders’ access in planning and implementgiroeess of its development programs
(Oslon, 1971). In Mvita Constituency politically taoritarian and highly centralized state
structure mingled with political rent-seeking inibdal the poor and the marginalized
generally in involving the domain of decision-makiprocess at local level. To be involved
into development activities, the community membessbeneficiaries have every possible
right to know about the ins and outs of developmprdjects. But with a very few
exceptions, the elected representatives were foustly reluctant to disclose development

project related information to common people, K(2009).

The institutional structure integrates and widehe scope of all parties involved in
successful operationalization of development ptsjdt instigates and encourages people to
participate in development initiatives undertakgnitb In this study, structure indicates the
existing CDF structure and county government fotimgt Due to the colonial tendency of
heaving power in the centre and the bureaucratidetecy of establishing control on local
council, Mvita constituency has failed to emergaagell-structured LGI though it has been

run by people’s representatives for a long peri@tk of expertise in technical matters and
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absence of gradual institutional reform has maeeetkisting Mvita constituency structure
non-participatory.Proper legal provision is verypiontant in shaping the institutional
procedures as well as ensuring and protectingdhgcpatory right of community people in
development projects. The indicator has been usesdess the extent of influence of the
existing rules, regulations and guidelines of Mvifnstituency in encouraging the

community into the participatory practices at theal level.

2.8.2 Socio-economic determinants

People’s participation is greatly determined by sbeio-economic factors in which they are
bound to live and adjust. The socially poor, disadtaged community and minorities are
seldom asked for participation in government ruogpam/ projects. This is shaped by the
prevailing social norms and cultures in the sociétg social theory implies, the social

determinants for participation are gender, econostatus, level of education, person’s
influence in the society. Actually social-econorfactors play significant role in shaping

both participation and participatory outcomes. Adgttraditions like gender stratification,

social backwardness, patron-client relation anébsih in the society may seriously inhibit

the process of participation. Social exclusionamgcpces like gender-inequality, religious
factors etc. may undermine participation of certgioupsparticularly the women in the

decision-making processes (Gupte, 2004).

In a traditional society, the income level of agueris considered as an important criterion
for judging one’s ability. There is a general asption that higher the income level, higher
the participation. As a result, it can be said tloater income level affects participation.
Economic condition of people also determines taetive participation in project run by the
local governmen{Siddiqui, 1994). Economically strong people ofteaken alliances with
the elected representatives and exploit their jpositto ensure mutual gains. It may be
inferred from their proposition that the better-piople in society in terms of economy
easily get participation in various government pmagrams because their social identity is
the prosperity and the social prestige they holdhi& society. Moreover, they are key
influential persons in the society in absence ofowhinder the implementation of

government run program and policies.

On the other hand education is the pass word ter énto the development intervention.

Meaningful participation in development projectgaly depends on the educational status
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of the community members. Hence, to explore thelle¥ participation of common people
in development project, literacy rate or educatietatus has been chosen as an indicator in
this study. It is evident that illiterate peoplerdig understand the nitty-gritty of a project
and thus their illiteracy is a great hindrance twit participation in the project
implementation committees. llliterate people arnemiooked down upon as problematic as
they more often cannot articulate their demands puod forward their opinions in a

systematic way. Hence, their illiteracy is leadihgm to non-participation.

Finally, for ushering a balanced development, irgggn of a cross-section of people
irrespective of gender is a viable option. The Mwbnstituency society is predominantly
patriarchal in which female participation in devymioent activities is traditionally looked
down upon. The common religious sentiment is algairest women’s spontaneous
participation in development program. However, peopith strong family background
enjoy privileges at all levels. In fact, withouketsupport of the traditionally strong families

implementation of any development program in thestituency level is very difficult.

2.8.3 Politico-cultural factors

Politico-cultural factors are also responsible fmmstraining participation of people in
projects run by local government. It is evident thapjects are usually selected and framed
as the expression of political government as pértheir commitment to the people.
Consequently, it is assumed that projects will beected on the basis of local people’s
urgent need and demands not to facilitate the gybiarty local political leaders or elected
representatives closest ones some undue advanBgeis. essence powerful stakeholders,
who are politically, socially and economically derant, for their own interests may thwart
the participation of their counterparts, and infice the selection and planning of projects to
favour their personal interests (Samad, 2002)atn, fin most of the cases, interests of the
political elites and administrators, who run thgimee, penetrate the arena and shape the

outcomes.

Political interferenceis also a common phenomemoprocessing development projects in
Mvita constituency especially as regards the inclusf ‘politically correct’ people in the

Project Implementation Committees. Historicallyificd has been preserved for very small,
relatively homogeneous elite who shares a commacatbn, culture, and ethos; interacts

socially; and intermarries in this land. The pobtiarena is dominated by informal networks
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of patron-client relations which ultimately prevehe local people to be involved in the
development projects. These networks of patromtlielations coupled with complex
bureaucratic structure of the country make pawiign of the community members difficult

in development programs. (Kochanek, 2000).

The Meaningful contribution in development projetasgely depends on the community
spontaneous participation on it. Furthermore, t&emany development program a success,
involvement of cross-section of people into it inecessary precondition. In Most African
societies traditionally and culturally people, pararly socially enlightened class and
female folk are non-participatory in nature, (Wikhd Marshall 1999). The socially
enlightened class is self-cantered and always tdesvoid involvement into the existing
participatory practices rather thinking it as ameressary hassle. The female folk on the
other hand, traditionally and religiously engagéeémselves into household works and
always try to express unwillingness to be involvetd local development projects. Such

type of attitude has become a part of the tradition

2.8.4 Level of community participation awareness

Community participation is a democratic process amdhe country progresses towards
democratic polity, community participation is to éesured in all levels of administration in

order to make the government ‘of the people, bypkeple for the people’. But to what

extend and by whom participation can be more fulijtfrealized for national development

is the crux of the problem today, (Ali et al 198Bhe community members being aware of
participation and its importance as regards thaitigpation in their development projects

is of key importance in getting them to participatehe development projects. In instances
where the community is not informed on their rightsd the importance of participation,

then it is always advisable to conduct civic ediocabn the same (Khwaja, 2004)

2.9 Conceptual framework of the study

In this study, community participation in CDF prcige in Mvita constituency is the
dependent variable. The existing institutional aadulatory framework, socio-economic
status of the people and the prevailing politictitoal situation which largely affects and
shapes participation of the community members hea €DF projects, are taken as
independent variables, while community awarenessthia concept of community

participation is used as the moderating variablehim study. On the basis of the afore-
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mentioned literatures, discussions of various tiesand propositions and various findings
of the scholars, the researcher would like to dpmralize the variables through the

following conceptual model (figure: 2)

Conceptual framework of the study.

Independent Variables Dependent Variable

Institutional and
Regulatory
Framework

1) Rules and Regulations C "

2) Structure ommunity -
Participation in

CDF Projects.

A 4

1) Participation in
Project planning

Socio-economic
determinants

1) Income Level 2)Participation in
2) Literacy Rate Project

3) Gender implementation

A 4

A 4

3)Participation in
Project evaluation

Politico-cultural
determinants

1) No. of Political
Interference
2)Cultural practises

Level of community
participation awareness

1) Civic education to the
community members.

Moderating Variable

Figure 2.Conceptual framework of the study.
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2.10 Summary of literature review

Community participation is a broad and comprehansocietal happening that cannot take
place in isolation. Participation is the by-prodatt democratic, civic and political cultural

process. Multifarious social, cultural, politicaiconomic factors inhibit participation. Even

the state itself in its anti-participatory modeibits participation. This study explored the

level of participation of community members in @BF projects in Mvita constituency by

examining the factors that affect it.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESERCH METHODOLGY

3.1 Introduction

This chapter examines the research design, popujaample size, data collection methods
and procedures, validity and reliability of reséangstruments, ethical considerations, data
presentation and analysis techniques to be usetharaperational definition of variables. It

will describe in detail what will be done and hdwill be done.
3.2 Research Design

This study was conducted through a descriptive esumesearch design. A descriptive

survey is a present oriented methodology used vesiigate populations by selecting

samples to analyze and discover occurrences (O8mé&n, 2009). It was used to provide

numeric descriptions of some part of the populatibrdescribed and explained events as
they occurred. The design was purposively selefttethis study because of the economy
of the method and the ability to understand thectetl population from a particular part of

it.

3.3 The Target Population

According to Mugenda and Mugenda (2003) target [adjmn is the members of a real or
hypothetical set of people, events or objects @searcher wishes to generalize results of
the research. This research was geared towardmdirmut determinants of community
participation in CDF development projects in Muitanstituency. Hence it was targeting the
CDF development projects in the constituency. Adlstained from the CDF office in Mvita
Constituency showed that there were 25 projectst #gpril 2013. These were the projects
implemented between 2006 and 2012 as shown inathle 8.1 below. In addition it also
targeted the community members of Mvita constityeneho are also the project

beneficiaries.
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Table 3.1 The CDF projects in Mvita constituency fom 2006-2012

Sector Complete Complete and Incomplete Total
and in use not in-use projects
projects projects
Education 3 - 2 5
Infrastructure 4 - - 4
Water and 7 1 1 9
Sanitation
Security 3 - - 3
Sports and 3 - 1 4
recreation
TOTAL 20 1 4 25

Source: CDF Office Mvita Constituency (2013)

3.4 Sample size and sampling techniques

The researcher did a census survey of the 25 Cbjeqts in Mvita Constituency. From

each of the 25 CDF development projects, the rebearthen purposively sampled 2
respondents from the project implementation conemitivho are not members of the
community and 2 respondents from the community wieoe not members of the Project
Implementation Committee. From the above, the samsjze for this study was reached at

100 respondents.

3.5 Data Collection Procedure

Data were collected in July 2013. Both primary aedondary methods of data collection

have been used. Primary data was collected usingstignnaires which were
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be administered by the researcher. The questi@meaomprised of questions which were to
answer questions related to the objectives of thdys The questions were both closed to
enhance uniformity and open ended to ensure maxidata was obtained. The researcher
provided 4 questionnaires to represent each oRtherojects. These questionnaires were
issued to the 2 local representatives who are mesdighe community and 2 members of

the project implementation committee who are namimers of the community.

This was meant to get enough information since résearcher assumed that the local
representatives know the reasons or determinaatdrtfluence the community’s levels of
participation, while the committee members whoraemembers of the community would
give the perspective of the outsider on communaytipipation in the CDF projects in
Mvita Constituency. The researcher got the respatsdéhrough the local CDF office.
Secondary data was obtained from books, interngfj@urnals as indicated in the literature

review.

Table: 3.2 Numbers of the Respondents Surveyed

Sl Category Total Number
1 Local representatives 50
25x2
2 Project implementation 50
committee members
25x2
Totals 100

3.5.1 Validity and reliability of the research instument

Reliability is a measure of the degree to whicheaearch instrument yields consistent
results of data after repeated trials while vajidg the accuracy and meaningfulness of
inferences, which are based on the research re@diigenda &Mugenda, 2003).The
reliability and validity of the research instrumextldress issues about the quality of the data
and appropriateness of the methods used in carrgingsearch project. A number of
measures were taken to ensure reliability and wplad the study. First of all, the themes on
which the interview questions were developed weasvd from the objectives stated in the
study. After developing the interview guide, it wgiven to two research students (who

were also using interviews in their own researchjeview and comment on its structure
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and contents. After this, the interview guide wasg to my supervisor to provide useful

advice for improvement.

Secondly, to achieve reliability and validity ofethquestionnaire, the instrument was
designed with great care, matching the questiotis te objectives stated in the study. The
initial draft was reviewed after which the researcpresented it (together with the proposal
for the study) to two other research students wleoewalso using questionnaires in their
studies to review it. Next, the researcher empldpedexpert validation” method (Mensah,
2006) by presenting it to the supervisor. The dqaestire was also tested by 10
respondents from a different Constituency in atpslnidy. The responses generated were
critically examined in relation to the objectivest $or the study and were compared with

each other to check common understanding of itantise questionnaire.
3.6 Data Analysis Techniques

The collected data was accumulated, categorizetbdcand analyzed keeping in mind the
objectives of the study. The analysis of quantitatilata was done with the help of the
statistical tool, Statistical Package for SociaieSce (SPSS) to generate a descriptive
picture of the data gathered. Interpretations ¢ deere based on statistical generalization.
Simple percentages, frequencies and means were tasadalyse the quantitative data
obtained from the questionnaire. Bivariate corietatvas used to determine the relationship

between the variables based on the SPSS output.
3.7 Ethical considerations.

A number of ethical issues were addressed in theseoof the research including informed
consent, access, acceptance and confidentialithelmonduct of this research, the principle
of informed consent was given the required attenbip explaining the purpose of the study
to participants and making them aware that pasgtam was optional and they could choose

to answer or not answer any questions in the cafrdee interview.

Throughout the research the researcherensureththatrticipants are well informed about
the purpose of the research they are being askpdrtizipate in.In additiontheparticipants
also understood that their responses will be tdeaith utmost confidentiality and that these
responses will be purely used for academic purpdseally they were assured that a copy
of the research would be made available to thenughothe CDF office in Mvita

Constituency, for them to access if they so desired
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3.8 Operational definition of variables

Indicators were denoted by the main variables urstady in order to render them

measurable.

Table 3.8 Operational definition of variables.

members.

observed

Type of | Variable Indicators Measure Tool of
variable analysis
Dependent Community 1) Participation in Level of | Interval
participation in| Project Planning articipation
CDF projects P P
2) Participation in
Project
implementation
3) Participation in
Project evaluation
Independent Institutional andL) Rules  and Level Interval
regulatory Regulations
Framework 2) Structure observed
Independent | Socio-economic| 1) Income Level Level Interval
factors 2) Literacy Rate observed
3) Gender
Independent | Politico-cultural | 1) No. of Political| Level Interval
factors Interference observed
2)Cultural practises
Moderating Community 1) Civic education Level Interval
awareness to the community
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CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSIS, PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION.
4.1 Introduction.

The aim of this study is to address the determsmahtcommunity participation in CDF
development projects in Mvita Constituency. Withveew to addressing the above
mentioned issue, a survey was conducted in Mvitas@mency. A total of hundred
respondents were interviewed using questionnaires.respondents were asked questions
where the objective was to find out the level omoounity members participation in the
CDF development projects. During the study somer@sting findings have been revealed

which need a critical analysis

For the sake of a sequential presentation of the, dast the data has been furnished
inaccordance with research questions highlightirgihdependent variables. Likewise, the
study findings and the relevant analysis have laggaulated accordingly. Keeping an eye
to the research objectives—all these are done difyjuhe conceptual framework of the

study.
4.2 Questionnaire completion rate

A total of 100 respondents were sampled to pa#dteifin the study. Therefore a total of 100
guestionnaires were distributed and only 91 wereirmed thereby achieving a 91%
response rate from the respondents, which is amlepaccording to the Gallup Europe
Journal (2007) which cites that a response of nitoae 70% is very good for survey data

analysis.

Table 4.1 Response Rate of the Study Respondents

Respondent Number in each Response rate Percentage
category category

CDF committee 50 46 46%
members

Community 50 45 45%
members

29



Totals 100 91 91%

Table 4.1 shows the number of responses from the &€ibnmittee members as well as the

Mvita constituency community members.

4.3 Demographic Characteristics of the Respondents
4.3.1 Religion demographics of the respondents

Table 4.2 indicates the religion demographics @& taspondents. It is divided into five
categories representing those who are ChristianssliMs, Indians, Atheists and others.
21.9% are Christians with 43.9% being Muslims, 2¢ Heing Indians, 3.4% being Atheists

and finally the rest belonging to others.

Table 4.2 Religion demographics of the respondents

Frequency Percent

Christians 20 21.9
Muslims 40 43.9
Indians 25 27.4
Atheists 3 3.4
Others 3 3.4
Total 91 100.0

From the table, we can see that majority of th@aedents are Muslims, but with Mvita

Constituency being cosmopolitan, the presenceraratligions is quite noticeable.

4.3.2 Education among the Respondents in the Study

Table 4.3 indicates the education demographichefréspondents. It is divided into five

categories representing those who have not beethool, those in primary schooling,
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secondary schooling, college diploma and degreeatitin. The education demographics
indicate that a majority of the respondents, 37.4#ve college diploma, 33% have a
secondary school certificate, 19.8% with degreecation and the rest 9.9% being in the

primary level or having never been to school.

Table 4.3 Education among the Respondents in theusly

Frequency Percent
Not been to school 3 3.3
Primary School 6 6.6
Secondary School 30 33.0
College Diploma 34 37.4
Degree and above 18 19.8
Total 91 100.0

Therefore 90.2% of the respondents have had segosdhool education level and above
thus placing the calibre of their opinions at anaaded level. This large proportion of the

respondents contributes significantly to the vaidif the results.

4.3.3 Income level among the Respondents in the 8tu

Table 4.4 indicates the income level of the respaoisl It is divided into three categories
representing those who earn below Kshs. 2,000,ethadso earn between Kshs. 5,000-
Kshs.10, 000 and finally those who earn above K&B900. The income level indicates
58.2 % earn above Kshs. 10,000, 25.3% earn betitsles 5,000- Kshs. 10,000 and finally
16.5% earning below Kshs. 2,000.

Table 4.4 Income level among the Respondents in titudy

Frequency Percent
Below 2,000 15 16.5
5,000-10,000 23 25.3
Above 10,000 53 58.2
Total 91 100.0
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Therefore this means that we have more than halefespondents with an income above
Kshs. 10,000 hence we expect high levels of pagdti@mn from the community in Mvita

Constituency.
4.3.4 Occupation among the Respondents in the Study

Table 4.5 indicates the occupations of the respaisdédt is divided into five categories
representing those who are not employed, thosesmeéss, civil service, labour and others.
From the data collected, it was observed that 275%e respondents were not employed,
28.6% were in business, 16.5% are in the civiliser\8% are in labour and finally 18.7%
are under others.

Table 4.5 Occupation among the Respondents in theugly

Frequency Percent

Not employed 25 275
Business 26 28.6
Civil service 15 16.5
Labor 8 8.8

Others 17 18.7
Total 91 100.0

From this table, it shows that we have a good peacge of the respondents that are not
employed and thus we can assume that they havghapotential of participating in the

CDF projects in Mvita Constituency.

4.4 Institutional and regulatory framework determinant

The researcher used this variable to test to whétne the structure of the county
government influenced the community member’'s piaiton in the CDF development

projects in Mvita constituency.

Table 4.6 Means of the institutional and regulatory framework variable
indicators

Std.
N Minimum Maximum Mean Deviation
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Structure of county go 91 1 5 2.71 922
on comm. part

CDF structure on comi 91 1 5 2.70 .876
Part.
Valid N (listwise) 91

As shown in table 4.6, the means of the two indicatised in the study are 2.71 and 2.70
respectively indicating that there was moderatéu@nfce by the variable on community
participation in CDF projects, though we had somgipns of the responses citing between

low to high influences as depicted by the levelthefstandard deviation.

A further look at the frequencies of the CDF stmetand its influence in community
participation, in table 4.7, revealed that 13.2 #he respondents cited a high influence,
with 25.3% citing it as low while the remaining 6% citing a moderate influence by the

CDF structure on community participation in the CrBjects in Mvita Constituency.

Table 4.7 CDF Structure on the community participaton in CDF projects

Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent

Very low 9 9.9 9.9
Low 23 25.3 35.2
Medium 47 51.6 86.8
High 10 11.0 97.8
Very high 2 2.2 100.0
Total 91 100.0

As shown in the results, we have at least halhefrespondents in the study citing moderate
influence by the CDF structure as far as commupigyticipation by the community

members is concerned.

4.5. Socio- economic determinants to community padipation in CDF development

projects

The researcher used this variable to test to wkbtgne socio- economic determinants
influenced the community member’s participationtire CDF development projects in

Mvita constituency.
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Table 4.8 Means of the socio- economic determinaniariable indicators

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Income level 91 1 5 2.47 1.168
on participation
Literacy level 91 1 5 2.59 1.085
on participation
Gender on 91 1 5 2.87 1.275
participation
Valid N 91

From the findings in table 4.8 the means of thedhindicators which are income level,
literacy rate and the gender were 2.47, 2.59 a8d &spectively,indicating that there was
indeed influence by the variable on community jegstition in CDF projects, though we
hadsome portions of the responses citing betwegnddigh influences as depicted by the

high levels of the standard deviation.

Looking at the frequencies of gender which hadhighest mean, the researcher observed
that to 35.2% of the participants, participatiorthe CDF development projects was only to
a low extend influenced by their gender. To 33%tle# respondents the influence was
moderate, with 31.9% citing a high gender influemacetheir participation in the CDF

projects.

Table 4.9 Gender on the community participation inCDF projects.

Frequency Percent
very low 19 20.9
low 13 14.3
medium 30 33.0
high 19 20.9
very high 10 11.0
Total 91 100.0
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From the findings in table 4.9, we observe thagaicant portion of the respondents cite a

high influence of gender on their participatiorGBF projects, which is of great concern.
4.6 Politico-cultural determinants

The researcher observed that there were high meahis variable with a mean of 3.31 to
political pressure in the CDF projects, a mean.8#43o political influence in the Project
Implementation Committee and finally a mean of 2f0the cultural influence in
community participation of the community membergha CDF projects as shown in table
4.10.

Table 4.10 Means of the politico-cultural determinats variable indicators

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std.
Political 91 1 5 3.31 1.322
pressure influence
on CDF projects
Political 91 1 5 3.34 1.301
Influence
in the PIC
Cultural 91 1 5 2.70 1.140
influence
on participation
Valid N 91

This indicates that a high degree of politicaluefice in both the CDF project activities and
also in the PIC, something which will be exploredilier when we test the hypothesis in
table 4.16

A look into the frequencies of the political infuge in the project Implementation
Committee revealed that there was a high polifitiilience of 50.6% in the inclusion into
Project Implementation Committee (PIC) in Mvita Gbtuency, with only 24 respondents

saying that the influence was low as shown in tdhld.
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Table 4.11Political influence in the Project Implenentation Committee (PIC)

Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent
Very low 11 12.1 12.1
Low 13 14.3 26.4
Moderate 21 23.1 49.5
High 26 28.5 78.0
Very high 20 22.0 100.0
Total 91 100.0

Cumulatively we have 73.6% of the respondents gitmoderate to high political
interference in the inclusion to the PIC. This ieay high percentage which can discourage

the community participation especially in the derismaking process in the CDF projects.

4.7 Level of community participation awareness

The researcher used this variable to test to W&l & community participation awareness
and noted that a moderate proportion of the comipunembers in Mvita Constituency
knew about community participation with the indmahaving a mean of 3.09 while those

who had had any civic education of the same respiti a mean of 2.92.

Table 4.12 Means of the level of community particigtion awarenessvariable

indicators
Std.
N Minimum Maximum Mean Deviation
Knowledge 91 1 5 3.09 .890
Of
Comm.Participation.
Civic 91 1 5 2.92 991

education training
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Table 4.12 Means of the level of community particigtion awarenessvariable

indicators
Std.
N Minimum Maximum Mean  Deviation
Knowledge 91 1 5 3.09 .890
Of
Comm.Participation.
Civic 91 1 5 2.92 991
education training
Valid N 91

Table 4.12 shows that most of the community membghdvita Constituency know about
the concept of community participation with a gqmattion of the respondents had civic

education on the same.

The researcher observed that 70.4 % of the resptstiad moderate to high levels of civic

education on community participation as shown btet&.13.

Table 4.13Extend of civic education to the communjtmembers

Cumulative
Frequency  Percent Valid Percent  Percent
Valid  very low 8 8.8 8.8 8.8
low 19 20.9 20.9 29.7
medium 41 45.1 45.1 4.7
high 18 19.8 19.8 94.5
very high 5 5.5 5.5 100.0

Total 91 100.0 100.0

From this table only 29.7% of the respondents hiawve levels of civic education on

community participation in Mvita Constituency.

4.8 Identifying Relationships between the Variables

The variables used in this study included threeepihdent variables, one dependent

variable and one moderating variable. The reseatelséed the relationships between each
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independent variable against the dependent variablesing inferential statistics to test the

Null and Alternate Hypothesis.

4.8. 1. The first hypothesis to be tested was;

Ho There is no influence of institutional and regaly framework on community

participation in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency

H1 There is influence of institutional and regutgtdramework on community

participation in CDF projects Mvita Constituency.

In testing this hypothesis, the researcher, useariaie correlation to evaluate the degree of
relationship between the institutional and regulattameworkand community participation
as shown in table 4.14. The bivariate Correlatiestdd whether the relationship between
two variables was linear (as one variable increaties other also increases or as one
variable increases, the other variable decreases).

The bivariate Correlation was significant at th@l0Olevel (2-tailed) as shown below.

Table 4.14 Testing Hypothesis 1

Structure of Participation Participation Participation
County govt CDF CDF CDF CDF
on structure on planning planning planning
participation. participation
Structure of Pearson 1
County govt Correlatior
on Sig. (2-
participation. tajled)
N 91
CDF Pearson 458" 1
structure on Correlatior
participation  sjg. (2- 000
tailed)
N 91 91
Participation Pearson 144 320 1
CDF planning Correlatior
Sig. (2- 173 .002
tailed)
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N 91 91 91

Participation Pearson 112 192 716 1
CDF Correlatior
implement  gjg. (2- 292 .069 .000

tailed)

N 91 91 91 91
Participation Pearson 012 169 622 707 1
CDF evaluate Correlatior

Sig. (2- 913 109 .000 .000

tailed)

N 91 91 91 91 91

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 leveH@iled).

From the above table, there is a statistically ifigant relationship between CDF structure
and participation in CDF project planning. The @bttty of the null hypothesis being true
isr= .320 at this particular point indicating a modenadsitive linear correlation.Since this
probability is less than the pre-set level of digance of 0.01, the researcher rejected the
null hypothesis and concluded that the relationdiepwveen institutional and regulatory
framework and community participation in CDF prdgeim Mvita Constituency statistically

significant.

4.8. 2. The second hypothesis to be tested was;

Ho There is no influence of socio-economic deteemisa on community

participation in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency

H1 There is influence of socio-economic determisastt community participation

in CDF projects in Mvita Constituency.

In testing this hypothesis, the researcher, useatibie correlation to evaluate the degree of
relationship between the socio-economic determgartd community participation as

shown in the table below. The bivariate Correlatested whether the relationship between
two variables was linear (as one variable increaiess other also increases or as one

variable increases, the other variable decreases).
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The bivariate Correlation was significant at th@10level and 0.05 levels (2-tailed) as

shown below.

Table 4.15 Testing Hypothesis 2

Income Literacy

Level level Gender_  Participatior Participatior Participation
On On On CDF CDF CDF
participatior participatior participatior planning  implement evaluation
Income Level Pearson 1
On r
participation  gjg. (2-
tailed)
N 91
Literacy level Pearson .390" 1
On r
participation  gjg. (2-  .000
tailed)
N 91 91
Gender Pearson  .326 443 1
On r
participation  gjg. (2 .002 .000
tailed)
N 91 91 91
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Participation Pearson
CDF planning r

Sig. (2
tailed)
N
Participation Pearson
CDF r
implementationsjg. (2-
tailed)
N
Participation Pearson
CDF r
evaluation Sig. (2-
tailed)
N

*

.266

.011

91

F*

.332

.001

91

.230

.028

91

**

.349

.001

91

F*

448

.000

91

ok

.384

.000

91

484"

.000

91

547"

.000

91

462

.000

91

91

tad

.716

.000

91

*x

.622

.000

91

91

707"

.000

91

91

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 leveHg&iled).

*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 leveltled).

From the table 4.15, there is a statistically digant relationship between the income

levels, literacy levels and gender on communitytip@ation planning, implementation and

evaluation. The levels for literacy and gender in relation to @pation in the project

planning, implementation and evaluation were betw®d9 and 5.47 indicating a moderate

positive correlation while the income level hadevels less than 0.3 indicating a weak

positive correlation except in the implementatitege were we had a correlationwith the

value of 0.332 indicating a moderate positive fefeghip Therefore the probability of the

null hypothesis being true is less than the preakies of 0.01 and 0.05 in all the above

cases. The researcher thus rejected the null hgpisthnd adopted the alternate hypothesis.

4.8. 3. The third hypothesis to be tested was;

Ho There is no influence of politico-cultural detenants on community

participation in CDF projects Mvita Constituency.

H1 There is influence of politico-cultural deterraits on community participation

in CDF projects Mvita Constituency.
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In testing this hypothesis, the researcher, useatibie correlation to evaluate the degree of
relationship between the politico-cultural deteramts and community participation as

shown in the table below. The bivariate Correlatested whether the relationship between
two variables was linear (as one variable increaiess other also increases or as one
variable increases, the other variable decreases).

The bivariate Correlation was significant at th@10level and 0.05 levels (2-tailed) as

shown below.

Table 4.16 Testing Hypothesis 3

Political
pressure
Influence Political Cultural

on influence influence  Participatior Participation Participation

CDF In the On CDF CDF CDF

projects PIC participatior planning  implementatiol evaluation
Political pressurePearson 1

Influence on Correlation
CDF projects  gjg. (2-tailed)

N 91
Political Pearson 655" 1
influence Correlation
In the PIC Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 91 91
Cultural influencePearson .002 -.006 1

On participation Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .983 .955
N 91 91 91

Participation ~ Pearson -249  -160 293" 1
CDF planning  Correlation
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Sig. (2-tailed) .017  .129 .005

N 91 91 91 91
Participation ~ Pearson -184  -.105 305" 716 1
CDF Correlation
implementation  gjg. (2-tailed) .082  .322 .003 .000

N 91 91 91 91 91
Participation ~ Pearson -209  -.162 335" 627" 707" 1
CDF evaluation Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed) .047  .126 .001 .000 .000

N 91 91 91 91 91 91

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level{@led).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level tf@led).

As shown in table 4.16, there is a statisticallgngicant relationship between political
pressure influence on the CDF projects, politioluence in the PIC and cultural influence
on community participation in CD planning, implentation and evaluation. Thevalues
for political pressure influence in the CDF projactivities were -0.249 in the CDF project
planning and -0.209 in the CDF project evaluatibmist indicating a weak negative
correlation. In the cultural influence as regardsxmunity participation we hadvalues of
0.305 in the project implementation and 0.335 i@ @DF project evaluation indicating a
moderate positive correlation. Therefore the prdlgtof the null hypothesis being true is
less than the pre-set values of 0.01 and 0.05lithal cases above. The researcher thus
rejected the null hypothesis and adopted the aterhypothesis. Something to note is the
significant negative correlation between politipagssure influences on the CDF projects in
the CDF planning and evaluation as well.

4.8. 4. The level of community participation awarenessgeigard to civic education training
of the community members was also tested as showabie 4.17.In testing this variables,
the researcher, used bivariate correlation to evalthe degree of relationship between the
level of community participation and community pefation as shown in the table below.
The bivariate Correlation tested whether the refeinip between two variables was linear
(as one variable increases, the other also ingearsas one variable increases, the other
variable decreases). The bivariate Correlation sigsificant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed) as

shown below.

43



Table 4.17 Testing civic education training on comumity participation.

Civic Participatior Participatior Participation
education CDF CDF CDF
training planning  planning  planning
Civic education Pearson 1
training Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N 91
Participation Pearson 401" 1
CDF planning Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 91 91
Participation CDF Pearson 478" 716 1
implementation Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000
N 91 91 91
Participation Pearson 431" 627" 707" 1
CDF evaluation Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000
N 91 91 91 91
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Table 4.17 Testing civic education training on comuomity participation.

Civic Participatior Participatior Participation
education CDF CDF CDF
training planning  planning  planning
Civic education Pearson 1
training Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N 91
Participation Pearson 401" 1
CDF planning Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .000
N 91 91
Participation CDF Pearson 478" 716 1
implementation Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000
N 91 91 91
Participation Pearson 431" 627" 707" 1
CDF evaluation Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000
N 91 91 91 91

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 levekH@iled).

As shown in this table, there is a statisticallgngicant relationship between civic
education training and community participation i lanning, implementation and
evaluation. The probability of the null hypothebging true is less than the pre-set values
of 0.01 in all the above cases withvalues of more than 0.4, thus indicating a mo@erat
positive correlation. This means that increasedeareases in the extend of civic education
significantly relate to increases or decreaseberlg@vels of community participation.
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CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, DISCUSSIONS, CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS.

5.1 Introduction.

This chapter includes summary of findings, disaussiof the findings, conclusions and
recommendations. The project sought to investighte determinants of community
participation in CDF projects in Mvita Constituenchhe findings presented describe the

determinants of community participation as pergt@ects objectives.
5.2 Summary of findings

The structure of the county government on the @gdtion on the community members
was on a low of 29.7% with most of the respondents7.1% citing that the influence that
the county government had on the community memivassmoderate. A Similar pattern is
observed in the CDF structure where we have 35.2%he respondents citing that the
influence was low, with 13.2% citing that the irdhce is high while the rest have saying
that the influence is moderate. The two indicateed for the study to test the institutional

and regulatory framework variable had a similar me&2.7 for each of the indicators.

As per the social —economic variable, in termshaebime, to 51.6% of the respondents their
income levels had low influence to their participatin the CDF projects, whereas to 18.7%
of the respondents, the income levels had a hiiiieince on their participation of the same.
In terms of education levels, to 33.0% of the resjgmts, their education levels had
moderate influence on their participation, while4t3% their education had low impact in

their CDF participation. 31.9% of the respondewited that their gender influenced to a
high extent their participation in the CDF projectshile to 68.1% the influence was

moderate with 35.2% of the respondents citing lbas

In regard to the political pressure on the CDF gxty, a half of the respondents at 50.5%
cited a high political influence on the undertaldérgf the CDF development projects, with
29.7% of the respondents citing a low politicalluehce. When it comes to political
influence in the project implementation committé®Q) we had similar results with 50.5%

of the respondents citing a high influence by thditipal/party members influencing
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inclusion in the Project Implementation Committ&8.1% cited that the influence is
moderate, while 26.4% citing low pressure. Finallg had 40.7% of the respondents citing
low influence of their culture on their participai while 27.5% of the respondents cited a

high influence of their culture on their particijat

Finally, we had 45.1% of the respondents citing thay had to a moderate extend some
civic education on community participation, with.296 having had the civic education

training on community participation to a low extend
5.3 Discussions of findings

The research was able to establish that commuritticgpation in the CDF projects in
Mvita Constituency is not so new a concept to tlmnmunity members of Mvita

Constituency.
5.3.1 Institutional and Regulatory Framework and Paticipation

Development projects are planned, prepared andemmabted for the development of the
local community people. As the administrative systand institutional management of
Mombasa County where-in Mvita Constituency liesrframeimmemorial are hierarchical
and rule bound therefore, strong institutional nai$ms and a development focused
regulatory framework is utmost necessary to conriket local people into the CDF
development process. Mombasa County has failedmerge as a well-structured LGl
though it has been run by people’s representafiwea very long period. Lack of expertise
in technical matters and absence of gradual instital reform has made the existing
county government structure non-participatory agated by many of the respondents.
Khan (2009) identifies bureaucratic domination e focal councils, lack of knowledge,
and lack of expertise in technical matters as oaatses for non-participation. Local elites
form connivance with local administration for thewn interests and bypass the needs of
the mass. During this study it was observed thal%?7of the respondents felt that the
county structure was moderately conducive to themanity members’ participation in the
CDF projects, with 35.2 % of the respondents citthgt the CDF structure was not
conducive to community participation. At the sanmaet some respondents felt that the
problems for less participation of community mensber development initiatives by the
CDF lay not in the existing rules and regulations in its proper implementation process.

These findings are similar to what Khan (2009)scitea similar study.
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5.3. 2 Socio-economic determinants and Participatio

Generally it is assumed that literate and econdiyisalvent people have easy access to the
implementation process of local development prsjedlales are more privileged than
females to tag into the development project cy@apte, (2004) also cites that age-old
traditions like gender stratification, social bagkdness, patron-client relation and so forth
in the society mayseriously inhibit the proces9afticipation. Those social exclusionary
practices like gender inequality, religious factets. may undermine participation of certain

groups particularly the women in decision-makinggassses.

The study however, reveals a connection betweeticipation and socio-economic
backgrounds of the participants. Comparatively nespondents mostly claimed that there
had been involvement of community members in thesldgpment process. There was an
assumption that the higher the income, the higherparticipation. Pearson’s coefficient
correlation was conducted to verify the assumptiboring the statistical analysis a
moderate degree of positive correlation betweeronme level and participation in the
project implementationr (=.332) is foundwhich is significant at the 0.0¢dk This means
that if income level increases theparticipationihie project implementation stage increases
as well. In other words, it can be said that coratpaly rich people avail the opportunities
while the poor and the disadvantaged remain outfidgealm of participation in the CDF
development projects.

It is evident that illiterate people hardly undarst the nitty-gritty of a project and thus their
illiteracy is a great hindrance to their participatin the CDF projects where as their
number is significant in the implementation stadesre the project area is. llliterate people
are often looked down upon as problematic, as theye often cannot articulate their
demands and put forward theiropinions in a systematy. Hence, their illiteracy is

leading them to non-participation. Education isréfiere, considered as a prime factor for
promoting meaningful participation. During the studnly educated respondents were

found knowledgeable about the functions of the GIéject Implementation Committee.

In Mvita Constituency which is largely Muslim, titidnally and culturally it is assumed
that the male group’s participation in CDF develeptactivities is higher than that of
females. The study also points out that 31.9% ef rdspondents cited that their gender
influenced to a high extend their participationtha83% citing the influence as moderate.
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5.3.3 Politico-cultural determinants and Participaton

The politico-cultural background of the people plag dominant role in shaping their
participation outcome. From time immemorial pobtim Mombasa County are dominated
by the local elites who are directly or indirectiyolved in power politics. Building up
nexus with local administration, these elites aointthe access to local development
intervention which ultimately discourages the comityumembers’ participation in CDF
development projects. Failing to breakthrough tmaly alliance, a portion of local
community members are becoming unwilling or someuddy@endent on others in taking
any decision in cases of involving the CDF develeptiproject cycle. On this basis it was
noted that 50.6% of the respondents’ response Wat there is a very high political
influence in the CDF development projects actigi@ad also in the Project Implementation
Committee. An observation also observed by Kh&i®04) that political power is mostly
limited to a handful powerful few; that the statedats bureaucracy arepowerful actors in
determining the allocation of resources. The pout the marginalized generally remain

outside the domain of decision-making process wvélbpment projects.

Cultural issues are considered as one of the nfagiors behind non-participation of
community members in CDF development process. fioadily, the principle of hierarchy

in interpersonal relationship has been acceptegeasssary and moral right in Mombasa
County. Obedience to the seniors, consult with gbardians/seniors/local elites before
taking any decision are an important value in #rgely Islamic society. Such hierarchism
fosters conservatism and produces a sense of campB to others thus weakening

individualism in the society.
5.3.4 Level of community participation awareness

Knowledge is power, and has observed in the firgliagrlier mentioned 29.7% of the
respondents cited very low levels of civic eduaatiovhether formal or informal) on
community participation in CDF development projeci® this extend, some of the
respondents did not see the need why they shoulitipate on the CDF development
projects since they assumed that it was the govemtimmresponsibility to provide them.
Such dependency on the government is a great tohibd development efforts in the

society.
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5.4 Conclusions

Mvita Constituency has the potential of getting top80% of the community members’
participation in the CDF development projects. Frilra study several factors have been
identified which help in determining the nature pdrticipation in CDF development
Projects. Participation in Mvita Constituency sea¢mbe limited only to people with strong
socio-economic backgrounds. The study further deviat political influence is very high
in the CDF development projects and also in thejeBtolmplementation Committee.
Besides the above mentioned factors, it seemstmé participation takes place in various
forms in the CDF development projects. Hence, seilwer lining is seen where under the
CDF structure the community members are gettingenapportunities to be involved in
project planning, implementation and evaluatione Tew percentages of the community
members that have low levels of knowledge on comnityuparticipation should be

enlightened on the same.

5.5Recommendations.

Based on the findings of the study, the researckeommended that for efficient and
effective community participation in the CDF deva@iment projects in Mvita Constituency,
the projects should be selected, designed and mgpited by the community people of the
locality where the projects are assumed to be imetged, this will create community

ownership of the project. In the end resultingustainability and viability of the projects.

In addition the researcher also recommended thhticpb interference in CDF project

activities, and even the inclusion ofpolitically correct persons’in the Project

Implementation Committees should be stopped fos#tke of proper utilization of allocated
resources and proper enhancement of community nmé&smparticipation in the CDF

projects. Stakeholder analysis should be done é&efordertaking any project. The
participation of key stakeholders (especially tlmmmunity members) in development
planning must be ensured in order to make develapmpmjects sustainable and viable.
This will go a long way to integrate the beneficarand to encourage their extensive
involvement in the CDF project activities. Finalgyaluation of each project should be done
on regular basis so that loopholes can beidentiiad mistakes are not repeated. In

evaluating the projects, opinions and perceptidriseokey beneficiaries should be sought.
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5.6 Suggestions for further research

Upon completion of the research with the given aede questions and the scope, it is
observed that some critical and relevant issueg nat been covered by this research. In
this study the prime focus is given to community rmbers’ participation in CDF

development projects in relation tothe three kexges of the project cycle i.e. planning,
implementation and evaluation, whereas the oth@reds like empowerment of the
community members in relation to their participaticn the CDF projects remained

untouched which can be a relevant and interestieg for future research.
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1. Letter of introduction

Date: July 12013

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Dear sir/ madam,

REQUEST FOR COLLECTION OF DATA

I Sylvia Mutua, Reg. No0.L50/70642/2011. | am a pgstduate student at the School of
Continuing and Distance Education, University ofrhllai. | am conducting a research study
titted “determinants of community participation @DF development projects in Mvita
constituency in Mombasa County, Kenya.

You have been selected to form part of this stidgdly assist by filling in the attached
guestionnaire. The information given will be trehte strict confidence and will be purely
used for academic purposes.

A copy of the final report will be availed upon yaequest.

Your assistance and cooperation will be highly apjated.

Yours sincerely,

Sylvia Mutua.
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Appendix 2Questionnaire.

Personal Information

Name = e
SeX--mmmmmmmmmmmm e AQE ---mm-mmmmmmmmm e
Address=--==mm-mnmem e e e

Socio-economic Status
1. Occupation

O Not employed [Jusiness Civil[Jervice
7 Labor Others
2. Educational Status
O Not been to schoolfrimary School Serpndary School
 College diploma 5 Degree and Above
3. Income Level (in Kshs.)
O Below 2,000 @O 5,000-10,000 @O Abo®0DO

Level of community participation awareness.
4. To what extend do you know about community pgudition?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
5. To what extend have you had civic education {thwreformal or informal) on community
participation in development projects?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5

6. To what extend have you participated at the @B\relopment project?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
Knowledge about Institutional and Regulatory Framework
7. To what extend is the structure of the countywegoment has conducive to the
community members’ participation in the CDF devehemt projects?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5

58



8. To what extend is the CDF structure conducivehéocommunity members’ participation
the CDF development projects?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
Participation in Planning, Implementation and evalwuation of Development Project
9. To what extend did you participate in the plagnof the CDF development project in
your locality?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
10. To what extend did you participate in implenagioh of the CDF development project
in your locality?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
11. To what extend did you participate in the eatbn and follow up of the CDF
development project in your locality?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
12. To what extend is the participation of commumitembers at the CDF development
projectsproject in your locality?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
Socio- economic determinants
13. To what extend did your income level determynar level of participation in the CDF
development projects?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
14. To what extend did your education level inflcenyour participation in the CDF
development projects?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
15. To what extend did your gender determine yawell of participation in the CDF
development projects?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
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Political Intervention on Planning and Implementation of Local Development Project
16. To what extend has political pressure influenttee undertakings any CDF development
project in your locality?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
17. To what extend has influence from politicaltpquarty members influenced inclusion into
the Project Implementation Committee (PIC) of CD&jgcts in your locality?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
Cultural Influence on Participation in Local Development Project
18. To what extend has your culture influenced yowolvement in project implementation
activities or being included in PIC?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5
19. To what extend did you seek any suggestion ft@rlocal elite/leader before participating
in any project planning/implementation activitieeing involved in PIC?
Low Medium High
1 2 3 4 5

***Thank you once again for your kind cooperation***
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