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ABSTRACT

The worsening living conditions of people demand that concerted efforts are made to improve the situation. Improving the quality of the living standards of people entails embarking on sustainable and massive community developmental projects. The aim of this study was to examine evidences of community (citizens) participation in government-funded community development projects with reference to Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly in the Ashanti Region of Ghana. The study primarily adopted both descriptive and explanatory research designs. A sample size of 400 was used. Primary data were collected through the usage of questionnaire. Data were analysed using both descriptive and inferential statistical tools. The study discovered that the: involvement of citizens in Asokore Mampong Municipality on government projects is low; the strongest participation method employed by development agents is the passive participation; development project outcomes is very poor. The usage of manipulative participation promotes positive project outcomes but the usage of passive participation technique demotes positive project outcomes. The strongest challenges that confront the respondents in their quest to participate in development projects are bureaucracy and political influence and complexity of analysis. However, the study discovered that complexity of analysis has the strongest adverse effect on ownership, sustainability and commitment outcomes but favouritism has the strongest adverse effect on transparency, resource allocation, maintenance culture, and project completion. Some of the recommendations made include: involvement of locals on government projects, adoption of e-governance system, and public education of locals on the importance of owning and sustaining government projects.
TABLE OF CONTENTS

i

DECLARATION

ii

DEDICATION

iii

ABSTRACT

iv

TABLE OF CONTENTS

ix

LIST OF TABLES

x

LIST OF FIGURES

xi

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

1

CHAPTER ONE

1

INTRODUCTION

1

1.1 BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

4

1.2 PROBLEM STATEMENT

6

1.3 AIM OF THE STUDY

6

1.4 RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

6

1.5 RESEARCH QUESTIONS

7

1.6 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

7

1.7 SCOPE OF THE STUDY

8

1.8 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

8

1.9 ORGANISATION OF THE STUDY

10

CHAPTER TWO

10

LITERATURE REVIEW

10

2.1. INTRODUCTION

10

2.2 THEORETICAL LITERATURE AND FRAMEWORK

10

2.2.1 THE CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY

13

2.2.2 The concept of development

15

2.2.3. Theoretical framework of the study/ development theory

16

2.2.4. Community development

17

2.2.5. The concept of community participation

19

2.2.6. Typologies of community participation

20

2.3 EMPIRICAL LITERATURE

21

2.3.1 Studies on specific project involvement

23

2.3.2 Forms/typologies of community participation

25

2.3.3 Effect of community participation on community development project outcomes

27

2.3.4. Challenges of community participation in developmental projects

29

2.4. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK OF THE STUDY

32

CHAPTER THREE

32

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

32

3.1. INTRODUCTION TO METHODOLOGY

32

3.2 Research design

33

3.3 Research Approach

34

3.4 Research Strategy

35

3.5 Research Method

35

3.6 Sources of data

35

3.7 Population of the study

36

3.8 Sample size

37

3.9. Sampling techniques

37

3.8. Data collection instruments

39

3.9. Data analysis techniques

41

3.9.1 Model specifications/ measurable variables

41

3.9.2  Model estimation technique

42

3.10. Ethical consideration

43

3.11 Profile of the study area

48

CHAPTER FOUR:

48

DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

48

4.1INTRODUCTION

48

4.2DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE OF THE RESPONDENTS

49

4.2.1Gender of respondents

50

4.2.1AGE OF THE RESPONDENTS

50

4.2.2 Educational background of the respondents

51

4.2.3 Years of residency in the Municipality

53

4.2.5 Occupational status of respondents

53

4.3 Involvement of citizens on selected government funded projects

57

4.4 Typologies of community participation of community development projects

59

4.5: Community development project outcomes

59

4.6 Descriptive results of community development project outcomes

61

4.7 The effect of community participation on community development project outcomes

64

4.8 Challenges of participating in community development projects

65

4.9 Descriptive results of community participating challenges

66

4.10 The relationship between participating challenges and outcomes

68

CHAPTER FIVE:

68

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

68

5.1 Introduction

68

5.2. Summary of key findings

68

5.2.1. Citizens involvement on selected government funded projects

68

5.2.2. Typologies of community participation in projects

69

5.2.3. Community development project outcomes

70

5.2.4. Challenges of community participation in projects

70

5.3. Conclusion

71

5.3.1. Suggestion for future studies

72

5.4. Recommendations

72

5.4.1. involvement of locals in government projects

72

5.4.2. Public education on government projects

72

5.4.3. Reduction of bureaucracy

73

5.4.4. E-governance system

73

5.4.5. Non-politicisation of government projects

74

REFERENCES

80

APPENDIX



LIST OF TABLES

20

Table  2.1: Pretty’s typology of participation



 TOC \h \z \c "Table 3." 
38

Table 3.1:  Reliability test

42

Table 3.2:  Expected signs of the dependent and the independent variables



 TOC \h \z \c "Table 4." 
49

Table 4.1: Gender of respondents

50

Table 4.2: Table age range of respondents

51

Table 4.3: highlights the qualification levels of the respondents.

52

Table 4.4: Years of residency in the Municipality

53

Table 4.5: indicates the occupational status of the respondents.

57

Table 4.6: Descriptive Statistics of participation in selected projects

59

Table 4.7: Descriptive Statistics of community participation

60

Table 4.8:  indicates the descriptive results of community development project outcomes.

61

Table 4.9: effect of typologies on outcomes

65

Table 4.10. Descriptive Statistics of project challenges

66

Table 4.11: connexion of challenges to outcomes



LIST OF FIGURES

14

Figure 2.1: Shift from ill-being to well-being

17

Figure 2.2: Importance of community development

31

Figure 2.3: Conceptual framework of the study



 TOC \h \z \c "Figure 3." 
47

Figure 3.2: District Map of Asokore Mampong Municipal



LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

BP: Bureaucracy and political influence 

CA: Complexity of analysis 

CT: Commitment

CS: Cost

DA:  Domineering development agent 

FP: Functional participation  

FS: Favouritism 

IP: Interactive participation 

LS: Lack of literacy skills 

MC: Maintenance culture 

MP: Manipulative participation  

OW: Ownership 

PCO: Project completion 

PC: Participation by consultation 

PM: Participation for material incentives  

PP:  Passive participation 

RA: Resource allocation 

SP: Self-mobilisation 

 ST: Sustainability

TA:  Transparency and accountability

UP: Unequal partnership 

CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1 BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

The worsening living conditions of people demand that concerted efforts are made to improve the situation (Erim, Asor, and Akpama, 2015). Improving the quality of the living standards of people entails embarking on sustainable and massive community developmental projects (Erim, et al, 2015). According to Ofuoku (2011), the United Nations defined community development as the process that unites the efforts of the people themselves with those of the governmental authorities. The goal of this unity of effort is to improve the economic, social and cultural conditions of communities, to integrate these communities into the life of a nation and to enable them contribute fully to national progress (Ofuoku, 2011). Adegboye (2016) argued that one important way of ensuring sustainable developmental projects is the adoption of community-based development (CBD) philosophy. Community-based development is a form of development within the community through maximum participation of community members in designing and implementing the project that brings about improvement (Adegboye, 2016).  Adegboye and Oyesola (2010) asserted that community-based development projects help build capacity and strengthen institutions, providing services to rural poor people, assisting with necessary policy changes, developing local organizations to enhance their effective participation, and promoting initiatives to foster rapid private sector-led poverty reduction strategy and economic growth. 

Adegboye (2016) highlighted that for CBD to be successful, people must change their attitude and become actors rather than the recipients of developmental projects. Adegboye and Oyesola (2010) alluded that for CBD to occur, there is the need for people to embrace small incremental change generated internally rather than expect large infusions of external wealth and technology. Hence community-based development encompasses forms of development as well as the structures needed to achieve them (Adegboye, 2016). Bonsu (2008) indicated that in many African countries like Ghana, Nigeria, and Gambia, community development projects and programmes were instituted post-independence to provide modern social amenities such as schools, markets, portable water, health facilities, and roads to local communities. These developments were mostly based on the top-down developmental philosophy.  Amedzro (2004) noted that community members are still seen as subjects of development as plans are still sent from national and district capitals without the involvement of community members.

Khwaja (2004) has asserted the demerits of the top-down approach to development. According to Khwaja (2004), the past several decades of development funding (e.g., World Bank in Africa) has demonstrated the failures of top-down approaches to development. Not only does the provision of public goods remain low in developing nations, most projects suffer from lack of sustainability and ownership. A possible reason for these failures is attributed to the lack of local participation. Since the 1980s, the new development slogan has been “participatory or community-led development” and there has been a rush to jump on the participatory bandwagon (Khwaja, 2004). Iddi and Nuhu (2018) argued that participation has been realized as a central aspect to developmental projects. Project financiers (such as development partners, governments and international organizations) are advocating participatory approaches with integrating people’s knowledge as the basis for planning and change [Kwamie, nd Nabyonga-Orem, 2016]. Participation is a process through which stakeholders influence and share control over development initiatives and the decision and resources which affect them (Ofuoku, 2011). Ofuoku (2011) indicated that unless the poor are given an opportunity to participate in the development of interventions designed to improve their livelihood, they will continue to miss the benefits of any intervention. Community participation is a social process whereby specific groups with shared needs, often but not always living in a defined geographical area, actively pursue identification of their needs, make decision and establish mechanism to meet these needs (Ofuoku, 2011).

The quest to ensure that development is brought to the door-step of the average Ghanaian and that the local people take active interest in the development agenda of their own communities was one of the reasons for the promulgation of the Local Government System Act of Ghana. The enactment of the Local Government Law 1988 (PNDC Law 207) marked a significant period in the history of decentralization in Ghana. Ghana’s decentralization programme has emphasized the participation of people in the development process and seems to provide a bottom-up approach to development. Since 1988, development planning has been decentralized through the District Assembly system (Bonsu, 2008). One such assembly established to promote community development in the Ashanti region of Ghana is the Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly. The establishment of the Municipality has led to many developmental projects in the catchment area of the Municipality. Notable projects include the construction of the district court, Bobang police station, and Asokore Mampong Community Day School (Muniru, 2017). 

However, the construction of some of these projects were not smooth sailing. The construction of the Asokore Mampong District Court for example attracted the resistance of some youth in the Municipality (Tawiah, 2016). This has therefore raised the issue of community participation on government-funded community development projects and its effects, hence the need to conduct this study.

1.2 PROBLEM STATEMENT

Community projects are expected to bring development to local communities and as such members of communities where projects are sited are expected to be joyful for such projects. Even though this assertion may be true, Tawiah (2016) reported otherwise with respect to Asokore Mampong Municipality. In a news item carried by www.myjoyonline.com under the heading “Youth gang up against Asokore Mampong Assembly’s projects”, Ohemeng Tawiah (a reporter from Nhyira Fm in Kumasi) reported that “some youth in the Asokore Mampong Municipality are said to be conspiring to stall infrastructural development in the area” (Tawiah, 2016). The reporter intimated that some of the projects that suffered resistance include the construction of a: district court at Asawasi; police station at Bobang; nursing and physician assistant training schoolat Asokore Manpong town; and a fence wall for a cluster of schools at Aboabo. Tawiah (2016) reported that a public forum conducted by the then Municipal Chief Executive Alhaji Nurudeen Hamidan in Aboabo (a town in the Municipality) to address the conduct of the youth was boycotted by the entire community. The question that readily comes to mind is, if the community members had participated in the decisions pertaining to the development and construction of these facilities, would they have resisted them and boycotted the forum? In other words, did the community members participate in the development of some of these projects and what typology of participation was employed? The answer lies in a research, hence this study.

Even though community participation in development projects have been advocated by many authors (example: Amedzro, 2004; Khwaja, 2004; Iddi and Nuhu, 2018; Kwamie, and Nabyonga-Orem, 2016], the debate on whether it has positive or negative effect on project outcomes lingers on. Even though studies by some authors (such as: Adesida and Okunlola, 2015; Adegboye, 2016; Said, Ahmad, Tahir, Ahmad and Hassanm 2013) have revealed a positive relationship between community participation and project outcomes such as sense of ownership, sustainability, and completion, other authors like Khwaja (2004) intimated that community participation may not always be desirable. Khwaja (2004) argues that while community participation improves project outcomes in non-technical decisions, increasing community participation in technical decisions actually leads to worse project outcomes. This shows that the effect of community participation on project outcomes is not clear. Hence, the conduct of this study will shed more light on whether community participation have positive or negative effect on project outcomes from the perspective of Asokore Mampong Municipality.

Literatures (like: Ngesu, Gakuru, Gunga Christine, and Kahigi, 2013; and Sango, 2016) have advocated that community participation in community development projects and programs is not a straight forward thing. They advocated that factors such as high cost of living, high unemployment rate, and low morale are some of the key challenges that prevent communities in developing countries from developing the capacity to participate effectively and efficiently in community projects and programmes. However, even though these factors may be true, the studies that lead to their promulgation were done outside Ghana in general and Asokore Mampong Municipality in particular.  For example, Ngesu, et al (2013) study was conducted in Kenya whilst Sango (20160 study was conducted in Zimbabwe. Since the environment of Asokore Mampong in particular and Ghana in general are different from Kenya and Zimbabwe, one cannot ascribe these challenges to Asokore Mampong Municipality. In addition, not much researches have been conducted on the subject matter at Asokore Mampong Municipality. The situation of lack of much literature on community participation challenges with respect to Asokore Mampong Municipality has therefore created an academic gap which this study seeks to fill.

1.3 AIM OF THE STUDY

The aim of the study was to examine the effect of community (citizens) participation in government-funded community development projects. 

1.4 RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

The problem statement coupled with the purpose of the study enumerated above demand the indication of specific objectives that form the basis of the study. Accordingly, the following specific objectives were stated:

1. To examine the levels of involvement of citizens on selected government funded community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly;
2. To identify the methods used in community participation of community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly; and
3. To identify the effect of community participation on community development project outcomes in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly.

1.5 RESEARCH QUESTIONS

Research questions are statements that the researcher seeks to find answers to in order to achieve the research objectives. For the purpose of this study, the following research questions were stated: 

1. What are the levels of involvement of citizens on selected government funded community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly?

2. What are the methods/typologies/types/forms used in community participation of community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly?

3. What is the effect of community participation on community development project outcomes in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly?

1.6 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

The conduct of the study is justified on many grounds. Firstly, there is little research works on community participation with reference to Asokore Mampong Municipality. Therefore, the conduct of the study will add to the existing literature. The report of the study can be used by students and researchers of development studies as literature for their purposes. Findings on the effect of participation on project outcomes will help the Managers of the Municipal Assembly and government in general to appreciate the association of participation on project outcomes. This is expected to help these authorities to understand the importance of community participation on project decisions. Lastly, findings on the challenges that citizens face in their quest to participate in community development may be used by agents of government for citizens’ community participation capacity building. 

1.7 SCOPE OF THE STUDY

The scope of the study refers to the boundaries of the study. The scope defines what the study covers. There are two types of scope that the study covers. These are the thematic and geographical scope. There are four main themes of the study which the research objectives reflect. These are selected projects involvement, forms of participation, effect of participation on project outcomes, and participation challenges. On selected projects involvement, citizens of the Municipality were asked whether they were consulted before those projects were constructed.  On the forms/typologies of the study, citizens were asked the level of involvement or how were they consulted in general (not only on the selected projects). On the project outcomes, citizens were asked to assess government projects against certain key performance indicators. The responses were then correlated against the typologies. Lastly, for the involvement challenges, citizens were asked to indicate some of the challenges they faced with respect to their quest to participate in project decisions. The responses were then correlated against the typologies.

The geographical scope of the study refers to the location or place of the study. In other words, it refers to the study area. Geographically, the study focused on Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly in Ashanti region. This means areas in Kumasi that do not form part of the Asokore Mampong Municipality was excluded. 

1.8 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

The study begun with a search of literature to identify gaps that existed in available studies. This led to the Problem statement and Objectives. These objectives are the: effect of community participation on community development project outcomes; and challenges that citizens face in their quest to participate in community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly. The study is a hybrid of the exploratory, descriptive and explanatory designs. The method used was a quantitative approach because standardized questionaries were used and a Primary source of data was gathered. 
1.9 ORGANISATION OF THE STUDY

The study was organized into five distinctive chapters: Chapter one dealt with the introduction of the study, problem statement, objectives and research questions as well as significance of the study. Chapter two presented literature review; chapter three discussed the methodology and its structure under research design, study type, population, sampling technique, data collection, study variables, data analysis and ethical consideration.  Chapter four discussed analysis of data collected and the results obtained whilst chapter five dealt with summary, conclusion and recommendations.

CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1. INTRODUCTION

The literature review of the study presents the theoretical and empirical background of the study. It highlights what other authors have written on the subject matter. The literature forms the background for the preparation of the research questionnaire that is used to solicit for primary information from the study’s respondents. The same literature review provides the baseline for comparing empirical findings of the study. In other words, findings from the data analysis stage of the study will be compared and discussed with the literature review to determine whether or not existing concepts as presented in the literature have been confirmed or denied. The section has been divided into three (3) main sub-sections. These are the theoretical literature and framework, the empirical literature, and the conceptual framework of the study.  

2.2 THEORETICAL LITERATURE AND FRAMEWORK

The theoretical literature section of this chapter has been divided into six sections. These are: the concept of community; the concept of development; theoretical framework of the study/ development theory; community development; the concept of community participation; and typologies of community participation.

2.2.1 THE CONCEPT OF COMMUNITY

The term 'community' has been used differently depending on the level at which it is being used. In other words, the sociological concept 'community' is a contested term in the field of community studies (Samah and Aref, 2011).  Hillery in the year 1955 reviewed ninety-four definitions of community (Hillery, 1955). After the review, Hillery (1955) alluded that the common characteristics of community are common ties, area and social interaction. Hillery assertion means that community members tend to be localised and share a common territorial or geographical area. Simply put a community is geographically concentrated. Also, Hillery assertion means that community must share common ties. In other words, members of a community must be bounded by common socio-politico economic interests. These interests serve as the spine of the community.  Lastly, the social interaction of the community members is what shape and achieve the common interests. Hillery (1955) definition is supported and reflects Willmot (1989) components of quality. Willmot (1989) described Hillery’s area as territorial community, common ties as interest community, and social interaction as community of attachment.

Hillery (1955) and Willmot (1989) assertions mean that non-localised community is not a community since even though they may contain interest community and community of attachment, it may be geographically dispersed. In other words, geographical concentration is non-mutually exclusive and it is what differentiate communities from pseudo communities.  Territorial community who share and live in a common residential or geographical area contain localized interest communities, at least in terms of sharing some of their common problems or expectations. Working together to pursue shared needs or to overcome common problems implies that the sense of community of attachment could also enhance their existing spirit of community and feelings of identity, the social bonds that tie them together. The close and personal relationship between community members or group members within a small geographical area also resemble the characteristic of gemeinschaft (Samah and Aref, 2011).

Samah and Aref (2011) indicated that territorial community that contains all or most of the elements of a common life; the politic, economic, social and religious life of the inhabitants as a kind of small scale social system. However, Samah and Aref (2011) argued that “'particular dominant occupational function” is not a necessity in defining a community. Their argument is based on the fact that developmental changes such as transportation system can influence the behaviour and occupational patterns of the inhabitants. For example, members of a community may seek job in nearby towns or industrial areas, or the extraction of a major mineral resource may change an agrarian community into an extractive community (Samah and Aref, 2011). Simply put, both internal and external factors may contribute to the diversification of employment patterns among community members.

Samah and Aref (2011) stated that even though communities may be created traditionally, the government as agent of change may also create communities through national policy and administrative structure as part of its developmental agenda. Community can be seen as “a social unit where the locality in which they reside is an integral part; within which members interact together to do things and to achieve what they want. By participating in various groups and collective action, communities are able to act together regarding the common concerns of their lives” (Samah and Aref, 2011). This definition of community fits within the present study as it highlights the four basic components surrounding the concept, i.e. people, area, interaction and interest. In this study the definition of community is used as a convenient term to refer to individuals and groups who live together in a defined geographical area which has its own social, economic and political entity, that is the planned District settlement, interacting and working together to achieve their common interests in the process of developing their community life.

In conclusion, by abstracting community as a social unit community members are able to bring developmental changes to their life through participation in community developmental projects and programmes. This brings us to the definitions of community development and participation. 
2.2.2 The concept of development 

The term development has been seriously contested in recent years (Sibanda, 2011). The general believe is that “development” is a process whereby an entity, or entities, attains a more advanced state (Swanepoel and De Beer, 1997). This definition suggests that development is an upward change. Esman (1991) viewed development as a “steady progress toward improvement in the human condition; reduction and eventual elimination of poverty, ignorance, and disease; and expansion of well-being and opportunity for all. It entails rapid change, but change alone is insufficient; it must be directed to specific ends. Development involves societal transformation -- political, social and cultural as well as economic; it implies modernization, secularization, industrialization, and urbanization, but not necessarily Westernization”. Esman (1991) definition seems to be a broad attempt to encompass everything “development “. However, the problem with this definition is its broadness. Defining development in such broad terms may lead to loss on what a society may consider as the main tenets of development. 

Sibanda (2011) indicated that even though development is a multi-dimensional concept, scholars and practitioners disagree on the emphasis, timing, and priority of development. Sibanda (2011) added that some post-modernists such as Gustavo Esteva believe that there is no development. According to Sibanda (2011) analysis of rural communities’ interventions show little or no improvement in the lives of the supposed beneficiaries of developmental programmes. According to Chambers (2007), renowned thinkers, such as Amatya Sen, argued that “development requires the removal of major sources of un-freedom: poverty as well as tyranny, poor economic opportunities as well as systematic social deprivation, neglect of public facilities as well as intolerance or over activity of repressive states”. Chambers (2007) viewed development as shifting from ill-being to well-being as indicated in Figure 2.1.
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(Source: Sibanda, 2011). 

Figure 2.1: Shift from ill-being to well-being
Todaro (1994) asserted that development is a multidimensional process involving changes in social structures, popular attitude, national institutions, economic growth reduction of inequality and the eventual eradication of poverty. In the context of this research Sibanda (2011) definition of development is adopted with addition. According to Sibanda (2011) development is viewed as “a process of progressive change in a community, which results in the betterment of the lives of ordinary people. This is achieved by communities themselves identifying their own challenges and charting the way forward”. Since Districts are created by government for development purpose in Ghana, government may also identify challenges of districts. in this respect Sibanda (2011) definition is re-stated as “a process of progressive change in a community, which results in the betterment of the lives of ordinary people. This is achieved by communities themselves or government identifying community challenges and charting the way forward.

2.2.3. Theoretical framework of the study/ development theory

There are many theories of development (Sibanda, 2011; Nengah, Ketut, Wayan, and Made, 2016). Some of these theories are modernisation theory, dependency theory, people-centred development, and development theory (Sibanda, 2011; Nengah, et al, 2016). However, this study is grounded in the development theory. Nengah, et al, (2016) argued that there are three (3) main elements of development theory. These core values are: 1) the development of the ability of people to meet their basic needs (sustenance), 2) the rise in self-esteem (self-esteem) society as a human being, and 3) increasing the ability of people to choose (freedom from servitude), which is one of the human rights.

Nengah, et al, (2016) asserted that one approach to rural areas development is the endogenous development or rural endogenous development approach. This approach started in Europe, North America and Japan in the mid-1970s (Nengah, et al, 2016). The endogenous development approach focuses on creating community-based economic growth model which aims at maintaining and accelerating the development of resources and local industries. Nengah, et al, (2016) defines endogenous development as a territorial approach (territorial approach) in the process of economic growth and structural changes initiated by local communities and utilize the potential of local development to improve the lives of local residents. 

Autar (2001) argued that endogenous development is a defined development strategy (self-determined) participatory based on local needs and use of endogenous potential. Nengah, et al, (2016) indicated that endogenous development is development approach that is basically based on local resources, local knowledge and local leadership with openness to integrate traditional knowledge and external knowledge. Simply put, endogenous development is development strategy that relies primarily on the needs, all the potential, and local actors of a certain area (locality) (Nengah, et al, 2016). The study is based on development theory because the study looks at how community participation is impacting on community development projects. In other words, the study seeks to appreciate the local participation on community development projects.

2.2.4. Community development

Community development combines the idea of “community” with “development”. Community development relies on interaction between people and joint action, rather than individual activity – what some sociologists call “collective agency”. community development – means that a community itself engages in a process aimed at improving the social, economic and environmental situation of the community (Cavaye, 2005). Community development is a process where people are united with those of governmental authorities to improve the economic, social and cultural conditions of communities and communities are integrated into the life of the nation enabling them to contribute fully to national progress (Biggs, 1999). 

Cavaye (2005) stated that the community is both the means and the end of community development. The community itself takes action and participates together. It is through this action that the community becomes more vital, not just economically but as a strong functioning community in itself. Shaffer (2005) argued that community development improves the ability of communities to collectively make better decisions about the use of resources such as infrastructure, labour and knowledge (Figure 2.2). This study is grounded in the definition that community development enhances community decisions about infrastructure. Simply put, for the purpose of this study community development means the building of infrastructure or facilities such as roads, schools, courts, and drainage and sanitation facilities.
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Figure 2.2: Importance of community development

2.2.5. The concept of community participation

The concept of community participation has become one of the most important subject matters discussed in various disciplines that have and need human input in the development process, such as in social policy, health, community planning, psychology, tourism development, and community development and community work (Samah and Aref, 2011). According to Erim, et al (2015) community participation is the involvement of community members in developmental programmes that aim at alleviating their own challenges.  Migwi and Atikiya (2017) refers to community participation as community engagement. For Migwi and Atikiya (2017), community engagement community engagement includes the involvement of individuals and communities in decisions about things that affect their lives. It entails open discussions and working with and not for people. People shall participate and contribute significantly to something they feel part of, identify with, and correlate with their efforts (Migwi and Atikiya, 2017). Prentice (2003) asserted that community includes all relevant and interested parties involved in a process of shared decision-making and that involvement should be at all levels and stages of development programmes.

Community participation has so many benefits (Lowndes, 2005; Hillery, 2005; and Goetz, 2008). The validation of community participation is that the community is psychologically relieved as they see themselves as owners of projects (Lowndes,2005). Likewise, Goetz (2008) argues that the old feeling of submissive, passive, and resignation attitudes become obliterated as communal involvement is nurtured in the advancement of communal projects. Community participation is a logical way of arresting the acute problem of projects abandonment (Hillery,2005). Bonsu (2008) alluded that, the concept of community participation is about being accountable to community members. The above definitions suggest that community participation is about moving away from the top-down developmental approach to bottom-up development philosophy. This means that government and development agents should not sit at their headquarters and planned projects for communities. They should for all intent and purpose allow community members to decide what they want.

Samah and Aref (2011) argued that the various definitions of participation raise an important issue which is whether participation is a means or an end. Participation as means is perceived as   a vehicle to achieve the pre-determined objectives or goals which may or may not be congruent with the needs of the participants. Participation under this regard is aimed at getting the locality to get things done based on a fixed quantifiable developmental agenda. On the other hand, participation as an end in itself focuses on participation as a process in which people are directly involved in shaping, deciding and taking part in the development process from the 'bottom-top' perspective. Here, the development goal is of secondary importance but the 'process whose outcome is an increasingly 'meaningful' participation in the development process' is much more value (Samah and Aref, 2011). The debate as to whether participation is an end or means suggest that there are many typologies to community participation. Thus, all participations are not the same. 

2.2.6. Typologies of community participation

There are various models or typologies of community participation. Samah and Aref (2011) stated that the central elements of these different typologies is the extent of people's involvement in the decision making process, and the degree of people's control in the activities or projects for them as recipients of the development programs. Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation (NORAD, 2013) stated that much of the theoretical literature on typologies of participation were derived from Arnstein’s (1969) influential “ladder of participation”. Samah and Aref (2011) mentioned that participation can be a means or an end. Participation as a means is not a dichotomous entity but rather is a continuum based on the degree of people's involvement in deciding or influencing the decision making process concerning the development program or in its implementation. It is along this continuum that the models or typologies of participation are constructed.

Although the types of participation differ between the authors, the main aspects which differentiate between the stages within the typologies are the same. They share common ideas regarding the extent or the degree to which community members have the chance or are given the chance to decide for themselves (NORAD, 2013). NORAD (2013) asserted that there are eight (8) levels in Arstein’s ladder of citizen participation. These eight typologies are group into three (3). These are: non-participation – manipulation, therapy; degrees of tokenism – informing, consultation, and placation; and degrees of citizen power – partnership, delegated power, and citizen control. Developments of the Arnstein model include Pretty’s (1995) typology. Pretty’s typology is presented in Table 2.1.

Iddi and Nuhu (2018) however stated that participation can involve processes such as information sharing, consultation, debate and empowerment. Local people can participate during needs assessment, planning, mobilization, training and implementation of the programs or project and monitoring and evaluation (Iddi and Nuhu, 2018).
Table  2.1: Pretty’s typology of participation

	Type of participation
	Features

	Manipulative participation
	Pretence, with nominated representatives having no legitimacy or power

	Passive Participation
	Unilateral announcements without listening to people’s responses

	Participation by Consultation
	External agents define problems and information gathering processes and so control analysis

	Participation for Material Incentives
	People participate by contributing resources (labour) in return for material incentives

	Functional Participation
	External agencies encourage participation to meet

predetermined objectives

	Interactive Participation
	People participate (as a right) in joint analysis, development of action plans and formation or strengthening of local institutions

	Self-Mobilisation
	People take initiatives independently of external institutions to change systems


 (Source: Cornwall, 2008)

2.3 EMPIRICAL LITERATURE

The empirical literature refers to the findings of other researches with respect to the subject areas of the current study. For the purpose of this study, the empirical literature section has been divided into four main areas reflecting the research objectives of the study. These themes are: studies on specific project involvement; forms/typologies of community participation; effect of community participation on community development project outcomes; and challenges of community participation in developmental projects.
2.3.1 Studies on specific project involvement

Analysis of literature shows that there has not been much research that look at citizens’ participation on specific project. Using the Google search engine, only two studies were identified to have tested the involvement of citizens on specific community projects. For the purpose of the study, these two studies are reviewed. The first study was conducted by Adesida and Okunlola (2015). The study’s topic is “Effects of Community Participation on the Sustainability of Rural Infrastructure in Ondo State, Nigeria”.  Among the objectives of the study is “to Examine the level of participation of rural households in the design, planning, execution and implementation of the projects”. The study adopted a multi-stage sampling technique. Data were gathered from twelve (12) Local Government Areas (LGAs) in Ondo State, Nigeria. A sample size of one hundred and forty-four (144) respondents were selected. The primary data was obtained with the aid of pre-tested and validated interview schedule. Focus Group Discussion was also carried out to further obtain information from the respondents. Descriptive statistics such as frequency counts, percentages, means, and chi square analysis was carried out.

Adesida and Okunlola (2015) study revealed that the respondents were highly involved in the construction of town hall, maternity centre, classroom blocks, and construction of drainages for erosion control and establishment of Oil Palm Processing mill. However, the mean score for construction of drainage system to control erosion (x=3.38), market stall (x=3.15), foot bridges (x=3.04), rehabilitation of boreholes (x=3.40) and renovation of classroom (x=3.41) were the highest. The reason for the above could be attributed to the fact that they were the felt needs of the communities and members contributed counterpart funds and in some instances provided the required labour and materials utilized for the projects. The mean results of the respondents’ depth of involvement shows that the respondents were not involved as such, in the provision of borehole and accessories (x=2.03), construction of bridges (x=2.57), skill acquisition projects (x=2.64), and construction of classroom blocks (x=2.85). This might be due to technicalities required for construction of borehole, it is an area that requires an expert to carry out moreover drilling machine will be required which is not within the ambit of the local people. 

Another study by Adegboye (2016) on the topic “Effect of Participation in Community-based Agriculture and Rural Development Project on Socio-economic Status of Rural Dwellers in Northern Nigeria”, however revealed interesting findings. Among the objectives of the study is “ascertain the level of rural dwellers’ participation in the project in the study area”. Multistage sampling technique was used in selecting respondents for the study. The sampling procedure gives a total sample size of 410 respondents. The study divided projects into three main categories. These are: Agricultural projects- crop production, input supply, post-harvest, livestock production, Agro forestry, and fishery; capacity building – skill acquisition and empowerment; and infrastructural development - Road, Water supply, Health care facilities, School, and Market. Adegboye (2016) discovered that Participation was high at initiation, planning and contribution stages of all the sub-components of the project with percentages ranging between 54.6% and 78.0%. Participation at execution and utilization stages was high only in agriculture sub-components (crop production, input supply, and livestock production). However, participation in execution and utilization stages in infrastructural development sub-components was zero indicating that the execution of rural development component had not taken off in the project.

The studies above show various gaps that demand the conduct of the current study. Firstly, the two studies were conducted in Nigeria and not Ghana. This means that the findings cannot be generalise to the Ghanaian context. Thus, a Ghanaian perspective research is necessitated.  Secondly, the two studies were not conclusive with respect to citizens’ participation. Even though, Adesida and Okunlola (2015) studies revealed some level of participation in infrastructural projects like market stalls, Adegboye (2016) studies discovered zero participation in the execution and utilization stage of infrastructural projects.

2.3.2 Forms/typologies of community participation

Analysis of empirical literature show that the forms or typologies of community participation varies (Ofuoku, 2011; Migwi and Atikiya, 2017; Tagarirofa and Chazovachii, 2017; and Iddi and Nuhu, 2018). A study by Ofuoku (2011) on the topic “Effect of community participation on sustainability of rural water projects in Delta Central agricultural zone of Delta State, Nigeria” revealed that the respondents were rarely involved in identification of water project, sharing of the idea in the community, taking decision and planning for the project, organizing of fund raising for the project, provision of labour, and monitoring of the project. They always participated at the stages of financial contribution for the project, project site clearing, decision on project location, supply of needed materials. The type of participation discovered by Ofuoku (2011) is equivalent to Pretty’s participation for material incentives typology.

Migwi and Atikiya (2017) study on the topic “Effect of Community Engagement at the Planning Phase on Project Sustainability in Public Universities in Kenya: A Case Study of Jomo Kenyatta University of Agriculture and Technology” revealed that the community was not fully involved in all the stages of projects development. In the project planning phase, the respondents indicated minimal involvement where a majority of the respondents disagreed in community engagement in the identification of community based projects. In the project implementation stage, majority of the respondents disagreed on involvement of the community in the coordination of the project activities. The findings also indicated lack of community engagement in the evaluation and monitoring stage which was evidenced by the fact that most of the respondents disagreed that the community formed the evaluation team and helped develop the performance indicators.
Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) study on the topic “Exploring the Politics of Local Participation in Rural Development Projects: Small Dams Rehabilitation Project in Zimbabwe” indicated that the level of community participation in the district is not only minimal, but it is also top down. This has much to do with the negative perceptions by facilitating agents viewing local people as passive recipients of externally crafted models of development and other factors such as the power dynamics within and between the community and other stakeholders. The findings by Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) can be compared to Pretty’s manipulative participation typology or Arnstein’s non-participation. 

Iddi and Nuhu (2018) study on the topic “Challenges and Opportunities for Community Participation in Monitoring and Evaluation of Government Projects in Tanzania: Case of TASAF (Tanzania Social Action Fund) II, Bagamoyo District” village meetings were used as platforms of making decision at grass root level in Tanzania and its part of the administrative structure in the local government authorities. The study revealed that “...through village meeting, community members identify different needs, discussed and then come up to an agreement with one identified priority which had to be agreed by all community members. Some respondents indicated that “…after desk appraisal of sub project proposal, field appraisal is carried out between community members and District Council officers in the sub-projects area. Also, during sub-projects implementation, we and sub projects beneficiaries visited sub projects area and made corrective measures pertaining the sub projects”. The findings revealed the application of Pretty’s interactive participation in the implementation of TASAF projects in Tanzania.

The findings above revealed different typologies of participation in the study areas. however, these studies were conducted outside Ghana. This means that it cannot be concluded that these typologies are also used in Ghana. Thus, the conduct of this study will revealed the kind of typologies used within the Ghanaian context. 

2.3.3 Effect of community participation on community development project outcomes

In spite of the different typologies of participation, the debate of the impact of participation on project outcomes still linger on. A lot of literature exist on the effect of community participation on project outcomes (Khwaja, 2004; Ofuoku, 2011; Iddi and Nugu, 2018; Adegboye, 2016; Adesida and Okunlola, 2015; Tagarirofa and Chazovachii, 2017; Alelah and Mueke, 2017; and Migwi and Atikiya, 2017). In spite of the numerous literature on the subject matter, the findings have not been exhaustive and conclusive. Firstly, with respect to the exhaustiveness of the literature, most of the studies were conducted outside Ghana in general and Asokore-Mampong Municipality in particular. This means that it cannot be inferred from the aforementioned studies that there is a positive or negative association of community participation to community development project outcomes with reference to Asokore-Mampong Municipality. Thus, the conduct of this study is the inevitable consequence of the gap in literature. Secondly, the extant literatures have not been conclusive on the kind of association of community participation on project outcomes. Existing literature espouses two main school of thoughts. For the purpose of this study, the first school of thought will be called “the positivists” and the second school of thought will be called “the negativists”. It must be noted that these classifications do not reflect the authors personal stance on the subject matter but the findings of their study.

Empirical evidences from the Positivists revealed that there is a positive and significant relationship between community participation and project outcomes (Ofuoku, 2011; Iddi and Nugu, 2018; Adegboye, 2016; Adesida and Okunlola, 2015; Alelah and Mueke, 2017; and Migwi and Atikiya, 2017). Ofuoku (2011) study in the Delta State, Nigeria revealed positive and significant relationship between participation and sustainability of water projects (r-cal = 0.652 and r-critical = 0.632). Adesida and Okunlola (2015) study on “Effects of Community Participation on the Sustainability of Rural Infrastructure in Ondo State, Nigeria” also followed the positivists tone. According to Adesida and Okunlola (2015) “the effects of community participation in the project include – increased sense of belonging and ownership of infrastructure; sustainability of projects and increased level of commitment to communal work. From the study, age, status and gender has no significant relationship to participation in the Community Development based Projects. 

Iddi and Nugu (2018) study in Tanzania assess the benefit of community participation on monitoring and evaluation of projects. The study measured four (4) main project outcomes. The results of the study revealed that community participation in monitoring and evaluation of projects enhances project sustainability (27%), transparency and accountability (46%), promote sense of ownership (15%) and proper allocation of resources (12%). The major challenge with Iddi and Nugu (2018) work is that it used frequency and percentage in assessing the impact of community participation on project outcomes. Thus, even though community participation enhances project outcomes as identified, it cannot be inferred as to whether there is a positive or negative correlation between community participation and project outcomes. The current study will overcome Iddi and Nugu’s gap by correlating participation typologies with project outcomes.

On the other hand, empirical evidences from the Negativists highlights that community participation on projects may not be desirable. A study by Khwaja (2004) on the topic “Is Increasing Community Participation Always a Good Thing” predicted that community participation may not always be desirable. The paper then uses primary data on development projects in Northern Pakistan to provide empirical support for this prediction. It shows that while community participation improves project outcomes in non-technical decisions, increasing community participation in technical decisions actually leads to worse project outcomes. The study averred that an increase in community participation in nontechnical project decisions improves project maintenance while such an increase in technical decisions worsens project maintenance. The technical decisions include, deciding project site, deciding project scale (length, capacity), deciding project design, deciding time frame for project construction, and raising external (to community) funds for project construction and maintenance. Some excerpts of Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) study in Zimbabwe confirms Khwaja (2004) study. According to Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) some employees of Care international, an NGO operating in Zimbabwe were not hesitant to confess that, “…the truth is that, these people should be mere spectators in our executions because in most cases they need to be taught a lot of stuff before we begin any project which in turn is wastage of time since we can just make the project functional for them without them”. The revelations above suggest the need for further research on the subject matter. 
2.3.4. Challenges of community participation in developmental projects

In spite of the fact that community participation enhances community development project outcomes (Iddi and Nugu, 2018), there are many challenges that mitigate community participation (Adegboye, 2016). Adegboye (2016) study on the challenges that confront participants of African Development Bank Community-Based Agriculture and Rural Development Project (AfDB-CBARDP) in Nigeria revealed varying delayed implementation, financial problem and insufficient items as the three common challenges to the participants. Other challenges identified include unfulfilled promise, lack of infrastructure, poor communication, poor leadership, poor extension services, and lack of cooperation. Adegboye (2016) indicated that Majority of the participants (82.9%) were not seriously affected by the challenges. The implication of this result is that, the challenges facing the participants were so mild that they might not be able to prevent active participation on the project. However, that does not mean they should be unattended to. Any challenge not given a prompt attention can turn to a problem. Hence they must be prevented from aggravating into problems.

A study by Iddi and Nugu (2018) in Tanzania however revealed three major challenges that confront community participants in monitoring and evaluation of projects. According to Iddi and Nugu (2018), the strongest challenge is Cost -Time and Money with 53 percent of the beneficiaries arguing that time and money is a big challenge to them in monitoring and evaluation of the TASAF II subprojects. This is followed by Lack of literacy skills (30%) and complexity of analysis (17%). Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) study in Zimbabwe identified different types of challenges. Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) revealed four types of challenges that participants of small dams rehabilitation project in Zimbabwe were facing. The first challenge is the Domineering Development Agent. some participants at a focus group discussion remarked that, “Organizations arrived already knowing everything. They come here and look around but they see only what is not here. They appoint their own teams to carry out what they call ‘baseline surveys’ and information from these survey s becomes community consent”.

The second challenge is participants treated by project implementers as unequal partners. Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017) asserted that this challenge was substantiated by a significant portion of the respondents, who in the focus group discussions remarked that, “…the reason why this project was moving slowly is because of the implementing agent’s reluctance to fully and effectively consider all stakeholders as equal partners in this particular project”. Some were heard in focus group discussions exclaiming that, “…if they could consider us as partners we would even go on to the extent of providing our resources such as cow-drawn carts and labor, and it would be cheaper…” (Tagarirofa and Chazovachii, 2017). Other challenges identified were Favouritism, and Bureaucracy and Political Influences.
The above literatures depict that there are different challenges that confront participants. These challenges vary from country to country and projects to projects. This suggests that one cannot extend these challenges to Ghana. Thus, the conduct of this study has become imperative in order to established community participants’ challenges in their quest to participate in community development projects.

2.4. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK OF THE STUDY

Analysis of both the theoretical and empirical literature presented above show that there are many developmental projects that are carried to develop communities. The essence of these developmental projects is to improve the standard of living among community members. Examples of such infrastructural projects include school blocks, court buildings, drainage systems, roads, hospitals, market stalls, and libraries. However, literature has shown that sometimes these projects are imposed on the citizenly. The outcome of such top-down approach has been the negative consequences such as delay in project implementation and abandonment, lack of ownership by the citizens, and sustainability problems. In view of this scholars and practitioners have advocated for participation approach to community development. In other words, citizens must participate in community project life cycle.

However, both theoretical and empirical evidences have shown different typologies for participation. Simply put all participations are not the same. There are seven (7) types of participation (which this study will test). These are:  manipulative participation - pretence, with nominated representatives having no legitimacy or power; passive participation - unilateral announcements without listening to people’s responses; participation by consultation -external agents define problems and information gathering processes and so control analysis; participation for material incentives - people participate by contributing resources (labour) in return for material incentives; functional participation - external agencies encourage participation to meet predetermined objectives; interactive participation - people participate (as a right) in joint analysis, development of action plans and formation or strengthening of local institutions; and self-mobilisation - people take initiatives independently of external institutions to change systems.

Empirical literature shows that there is a relationship between participation and project outcomes. Some of the project outcomes include: sense of belonging and ownership of infrastructure; project sustainability; commitment to communal work; transparency and accountability; proper allocation of resources; project maintenance or maintenance culture; and timely completion of projects. Even though some authors have come out with either a positive or negative association of participation to project outcomes, this study hypothesis that the kind of association of participation to project outcomes is a function of participation typologies. Simply put, the form of participation determines whether there is a positive or negative association of participation to project outcomes.

The literature also shows various challenges that function against community participation. Some of these challenges are domineering development agent, participants treated as unequal partners by implementers, favoritism, bureaucracy and political influence, cost (time and money), lack of literacy skills, and complexity of analysis. However, this study hypothesis that there is a negative relationship between participation challenges and project outcomes. In other words, the participation challenges affect the project outcomes differently. The diagrammatical representation of the conceptual framework is presented in Figure 2.3.
Figure 2.3: Conceptual framework of the study
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(Source: Author’s own construct, 2018)

CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

 3.1. INTRODUCTION TO METHODOLOGY

This chapter presents the research methodology of the study. It describes and justifies the methods and processes that were used in order to collect data in testing the research hypotheses and thus meeting the research objectives. The chapter also focuses on the research design adopted, sampling techniques, and the key study variables for analysis. The rest are the sources of data and methods of data collection as well as methods of data analysis. The chapter finally ends with a brief background of the survey area.

3.2 Research design

The significance of research design in any research discourse lies in its function of providing a structure or framework for information collection and analysis for the research. Babbie and Mouton (2001) postulated that a research design should be a plan or structured framework of how one intends conducting the research process in order to solve the research problem. Saunders, Lewis and Thornhill (2007) asserted that business research has three main forms of designs that could be employed. Saunders, et al (2007) indicated the threefold categorisation are based on the purpose or objectives of the study. it must be noted that these three classifications are not mutually exclusive. This means that the adoption of a particular research design does not exclude the utilization of another in the same study. simply put, a researcher could adopt a hybrid research design. 

Robson (2002) highlighted the three categories as exploratory, descriptive and explanatory studies. Exploratory research could be conducted in three main ways. These are a search of the literature, interviewing experts in the subject, and focus group interviews. There is element of exploratory research design in this study. 

3.3 Research Approach

The study begun with a search of literature to identify gaps that exists in availability studies. The gap identified led to the formulation of the problem statement culminating in the research objectives of the study. the search of literature continues with review of existing literatures culminating into the formulation of both the theoretical and empirical literature reviews which formed part form of this report’s chapter two. The exploratory study ended with the formulation of the study’s conceptual framework which formed the basis of the study’s research questionnaire.

The descriptive study seeks to portray an accurate profile of person, events, or situations (Robson, 2002). The study also has elements of descriptive studies. Two of the research objectives were achieved descriptively. This means that descriptive statistical tools like Mean, standard deviation and standard error of the mean were used. These objectives are: levels of involvement of citizens on selected government funded community development projects, and methods used in community participation of community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly. In addition, the personal characteristics of the respondents were also analysed descriptively using tools like frequency and percentages. 

Lastly, the explanatory or causal study sought to establish the causal relationships between variables. The object here was to study a problem in order to explain any relationships between variables. Saunders, et al (2007) highlighted that explanatory studies use statistical tools like correlation in order to get a clearer view of the relationships. The study is also grounded in explanatory research. This is based on the evidence that two of the study’s research objectives were analysed using inferential tools like correlation and F-statistics. These objectives are the: effect of community participation on community development project outcomes; and challenges that citizens face in their quest to participate in community development projects in Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly. In conclusion, it can be said that the study is a hybrid of the exploratory, descriptive and explanatory designs. However, on the basis of the research objectives (two objectives each were analysed descriptively and inferentially), this study is a descriptive-explanatory research. 

3.4 Research Strategy

There are many research strategies that could be adopted irrespective of the research design adopted (Saunders, et al, 2007). Some of these strategies are experiment, survey, case study, action research, grounded research, and archival research. Surveys are popular as they allow the collection of large amount of data from a sizeable population in a highly economical way(Saunders, et al, 2007). The study adopted a survey research strategy. 

3.5 Research Method

The study adopted the quantitative approach because standardized questionnaire was used to collect large data from respondents from Asokore Mampong Municipality. Time influences research in manner in which data is collected with respect to time. There are two main types of time horizon. These are the cross-sectional and longitudinal study.  The study adopted the cross-sectional time horizon. A cross-sectional study is where a researcher collects information from a sample drawn from a population at a point in time (Saunders, et al, 2007). The study time horizon was cross-sectional because data were gathered from the respondents at one point of time. 

3.6 Sources of data

The main source of data used was primary. This means that data used were first-hand collection (that is the data used was not an already existing data). The primary data was gathered through the use of questionnaires.

3.7 Population of the study

The population of the study were residents of Asokore Mampong Municipality. However, since the study focused mainly on the opinion of the respondents, toddlers and children who could not appreciate the issues themselves and people who appear insane or mad were deliberately excluded for the study. In other words, only adults were considered. Since per the electoral laws of Ghana, a person of 18 years and above who is of sound mind and meet other electoral requirements could vote (and for that matter considered adult), only residents of 18 years and above and of sound mind were considered as part of the population and for that matter sampled. It must be noted that since the essence of this study is to appreciate community participation in community development, aliens (foreign nationals in Ghana) were considered as part of the population. The population of Asokore Mampong Municipality was estimated to be 513117 in 2016 (Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly, 2016).
3.8 Sample size

Sampling means the selection of a part of a group or an aggregate with a view to obtaining information about the whole. Sampling techniques provide a range of methods that enable you to reduce the amount of data you need to collect by considering only data from a subgroup rather than all possible cases or elements (Saunders, et al, 2007). There are various reasons for the need to sample. Some of these reasons include: when it is impracticable to survey the entire population; budget constraints; and time constraints. Since the population of the study is over 500,000 people and given the budget and time constraints of the study, there was the need to sample the population. Saunders, et al (2007) asserted that sampling cannot be done in a haphazard manner.

Krejcie and Morgan (1970) has provided a formula for determine the sample size of a given population size. The formula is: P/ (1+ P(e2)) , where: n = sample size; P = population size; and e = level of precision or margin of error. Based on the formula given and an expected precision level of 95%: the sample size is: (n) = 513117/ (1+ 513117(0.05^2)) = 399.68 rounded to 400. The Asokore Mampong Municipality has been divided into ten electoral areas. The ten (10) electoral areas are Aboabo No.1 and No. 2, Akorem, Sepe Timpom, Adukrom, Asawase, New Zongo, Sawaba, Asokore Mampong and Akwatia Line (Ghana Statistical Services, 2014). For the purpose of ensuring fair representation of respondents across the electoral areas, the sample size was divided into ten (10) and forty (40) sample size allocated to each electoral area.
3.9. Sampling techniques

There are two main types of sampling techniques. These are: probability or representative sampling; and non-probability or judgemental sampling (Saunders, et al, 2007). With probability sampling, the chance of each case being selected from the population is known and is usually equal for all cases. For, non-probability sampling, the probability of each case being selected from the total population is not known. Saunders, et al (2007) stated that the use of the probability sampling requires a suitable sampling frame. The sampling frame is a complete list  of all the case in the population from which your sample will be drawn. Thus, without a sampling frame, it is not possible to use probability sampling technique (Saunders, et al, 2007). Since, it is not possible to come out with a complete list  (names of all residents and other details in the Municipality) of the working population in the Asokore Mampong Municipality, the onus falls on the usage of the non-probability sampling technique.  After data collection, 216 responses were retrieved. This represented  54% response rate.
3.8. Data collection instruments

The instrument adopted for gathering primary data for the study was questionnaire (Appendix “A”). According to Saunders, et al (2007) “questionnaires are usually not particularly good for exploratory or other research that requires large numbers of open-ended questions”. They work best with standardized questions that you can be confident will be interpreted the same way by all respondents (Saunders, et al, 2007). Questionnaires can therefore be used for descriptive or explanatory research. Since the study adopted standardized questions for all respondents, it was natural that questionnaire was adopted.

Only one questionnaire was designed for all the respondents (See appendix “A”).  It is important to assess the reliability of the instruments in order to design good scales for measurement. Reliability is the degree to which an assessment tool produces stable and consistent results. Nunnally and Bernstein (1994) recommended calculation of coefficient alpha (also known as Cronbach alpha) in order to assess the reliability of a multiple-item variable. George and Mallery (2003) provide the following rules of thumb: “_>0 .9 – Excellent; >0 .8 – Good; >0 .7 – Acceptable; > 0 .6 – Questionable; >0.5 – Poor; and < 0.5 – Unacceptable”. Nunnally and Bernstein (1994) suggested an accepted level for the alpha coefficient to be 0.60. They continued that new developed measures can be accepted with an alpha value of 0.60 otherwise, 0.70 should be the threshold.  Most of the scale items were developed by the researcher based on the literature. Since the study adopted and adapted newly developed scales, the cut off value for the alpha coefficient was set up for 0.70. The questionnaires collected from the respondents will be subjected to Cronbach analysis. The Coefficient alpha performance will be indicated once the data is analysed.  
Table 3.1:  Reliability test
	No.
	Constructs
	No. Of Items
	Cronbach’s Alpha

	1. 
	Selected projects involvement
	10
	0.85

	2. 
	Participation typologies
	7
	0.80

	3. 
	Project outcomes
	7
	0.78

	4. 
	Participation challenges
	7
	0.71


(Source: Author’s fieldwork, 2018)

3.9. Data analysis techniques 

Collection of primary data followed  arrangement of data before analysing or interpreting their implications. Before carrying out processing and analysis, the raw data were coded and arranged according to their respective themes. Babbie (2007) noted that coding is a process whereby raw data are transformed into a standardised form suitable for machine processing and analysis. As pointed out earlier in the previous section, two sets of data were collected, namely qualitative and quantitative data. The data from both individual and group questionnaires were coded, processed and analysed using the Statistical Package for Social Scientists (SPSS) and presented in the form of frequencies, tables, graphs and charts. 

There are two main types of data analysis. These are quantitative and qualitative data analysis. Quantitative data analysis involves the use of numbers to analyse a data in order to make it meaningful and useful for digestion. Quantitative data analysis techniques include the use of graph, charts and statistics to explore, present, describe and examine relationships and trends within data. Quantitative data could range from simple count such as frequency of occurrence to more complex data such as test scores, prices or rental costs (Saunders, et al, 2007). On the other hand, qualitative data analysis refers to the use of non-numerical data or data that have not been quantified. Qualitative data could range from short lists of responses to open-ended questions in a questionnaire to more complex data such as transcript of in-depth interviews or entire policy documents. Qualitative analysis allows the development of a theory from a data. Qualitative data analysis techniques include pattern matching, explanation building, data display and analysis, template analysis, analytic induction, grounded theory, discourse analysis, narrative analysis and content analysis (Saunders, et al, 2007).

The study primarily adopted the quantitative data analysis even though there was an element of content analysis technique (qualitative data analysis) employed in the data discussion (that is during the comparison of empirical findings to literature and the assignment of reason(s) for the findings). The study adopted both descriptive and inferential statistical tools such as arithmetic mean, standard error of the mean, standard deviation, regression analysis, correlation coefficient and determination, and ANOVA (one-way analysis of variance). The analysed data were presented using tables. The trend equation adopted for the study were reviewed under the estimation technique section. Yeboah and Kormedoda (2014) stated that the Mean for a five point likert/ rating scale is 3.00 (corresponding to neutral or average response) with a standard deviation (SD of 1.58), and the standard mean of error of 0.71. The standard error of mean is the standard deviation of the sample mean from the population mean. That is the lower the standard error of the mean, the closer the sample mean is to the population mean (Yeboah and Kormedoda, 2014). In line with Yeboah and Kormedoda (2014) assertion, the expected Mean points were interpreted as follows: 1- 1.99 (very low); 2.00 – 2.99 (low); 3.00 – 3.99 (average); 4.00 – 4.99 (high); and 5.00 (Very high).

According to Saunders, et al (2007) the correlation coefficient (r) takes any value between -1 and +1. A value of +1 represents a perfect positive correlation (sometimes the standardized coefficient of “B” can take values above 1). This means that the two variables are precisely related and that, as one variable increases, values of the other variables will increase. In contrast, a value of -1 represents a perfect negative correlation. This also means that the two variables are precisely related, however, as one variable increases, those of the other variable decrease. Correlation coefficients between -1 and +1 represent weaker positive and negative correlations. A value of “0” means the variables are perfectly independent (no relationship) (Saunders, et al, 2007). Saunders, et al (2007) argued that it is extremely unusual to obtain perfect correlation. Saunders, et al (2007) added that coefficient of +0.70 to +0.99 and -0.99 to -0.70 are usually interpreted as strong positive and strong negative correlations. However, coefficient of +0.30 to +0.69 and -0.69 to -0.30 are usually interpreted as weak positive and weak negative correlations respectively (Saunders, et al, 2012). 

3.9.1 Model specifications/ measurable variables

Figure 2.3 depicts the conceptual framework of the study and shows that there is a relationship between the participation typologies and project outcomes and also between participation challenges and project outcome. Per the literature review presented in Chapter two of this report, there are various measurable indicators of typologies. Based on Pretty’s typologies, the measurable indicators measured are manipulative participation (MP), passive participation (PP), participation by consultation (PC), participation for material incentives (PM), functional participation (FP), interactive participation (IP), and self-mobilisation (SP). On the other hand, project outcomes were measured using seven (7) main indicators. These are Ownership (OW), Sustainability (ST), Commitment (CT), Transparency and accountability (TA), Resource allocation (RA), Maintenance culture (MC), and Project completion (PCO). Moreover, Participation challenges indicators are Domineering development agent (DA), Unequal partnership (UP), Favouritism (FS), Bureaucracy and political influence (BP), Cost (CS), Lack of literacy skills (LS), and Complexity of analysis (CA).

3.9.2  Model estimation technique

The study’s hypotheses demand the establishment of the relationship between various variables. Per the focus of this study, a multivariate linear regression model was employed. The application of the multivariate linear regression model demands the designation of the dependent variable and the independent variables. Therefore, in establishing the relationship between typologies and project outcomes, participation typologies were treated as the independent variables and project outcomes treated as the dependent variables. The typologies were treated as the independent variable because the author asserts that the type of participation employed will determine project outcomes. Also, on the relationship between participation challenges and outcomes, the challenges were treated as the independent variables and outcomes treated as the dependent variables.

The relationship between the dependent variables and the independent variables are expressed in the following unstandardized multivariate linear equation (note: the standardized equation has no constant factor (c): Y'i = c + b1X1i + b2X2i + … + bkXki + Ԑ, where: Y'i = dependent variable; c = is the constant factor; bk = beta or coefficient; Xi = independent variables; and Ԑ = error term
The expected signs of the relationship between dependent variables and the independent variables are given in table 3.2.

Table 3.2:  Expected signs of the dependent and the independent variables

	Hypotheses
	Measurable Variables
	Expected signs
	Interpretation

	H1
	Typologies, project outcomes
	+
	The higher the participation, the higher the outcomes been positive

	H2
	Challenges, project outcomes
	-
	The higher the challenges, the lower the outcome


(Source: Author’s own construct, 2018)
3.10. Ethical consideration 

The research ethic is a crucial point in any research project, it doesn't matter if we are using secondary data or different types of collection of primary data, and it is likely important (Saunders, et al., 2012). According to Saunders, et al (2007), ethics is the moral principles, norms or standards of behaviour that guide moral choices about our behaviour and our relationships with others. Research ethics therefore relates to questions about how we formulate and clarify our research topic, design our research and gain access, collect data, process and store our data, analyse data and write up our research findings in a moral and responsible way. In other words, a research must be methodologically sound and morally defensible to all those who are involved. There are two dominant philosophical standpoints in reference of business and management research. These are deontology and teleology (Robson, 2002).

Saunders, et al (2007) stated that, the deontological view argues that the ends served by a research cannot justify the use of a research that is unethical. In contrast the teleological view argues that the ends served by a research justify the means. This study adopted the deontological viewpoint. In view of this, the study adopted a number of ethical behaviour to ensure non-maleficence. Firstly, no participant or respondent was forced either covertly or overtly to participate in the study. secondly, the purpose of the study as an academic exercise was clearly stated on the research questionnaire. Also, the questionnaire was designed to make the respondents as anonymous as possible. Thus, questions that could reveal the identity of respondents (such as respondent’s name) was purposefully avoided. Lastly, the questionnaires retrieved from the respondents were treated confidentially. Thus, only the analysed results were reported and that the individual questionnaires responded by the respondents were no made available to any third party.

3.11 Profile of the study area

The Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly is one of the more than thirty (30) Administrative districts in the Ashanti Region. It was cut out of Kumasi Metropolitan Assembly because of the developing populace of the Kumasi Metropolis. This was done to enable the government to actualize her approaches of local government administration to serve the whole citizenry. The Municipal Assembly was made under the Government's Decentralization Program in 2012 under Legislative Instrument (L.I) 2112 on June 29, 2012, with Asokore Mampong as its capital. The Municipality covers an aggregate land region of 23.91 km2 and it is situated in the North-Eastern part of the Kumasi Metropolis. Its territory is limited by Kumasi Metropolitan Assembly (KMA) toward the East, South and West, Kwabre East District toward the North-West and Ejisu-Juabeng Municipal Assembly toward the North-East. 

The district exists in the level of the South– West physical district which ranges from 250-300 meters above ocean level. The geology of the territory is undulating, i.e. it is described by swamps and good countries. The Aboabo River, Parko and Wewe streams are the principle water bodies weaving through the district. Notwithstanding, unpredictable waste transfer hones have affected contrarily on the seepage framework. The atmosphere of the region falls inside the wet sub-central compose. The normal least temperature is around 21.5oC and the most extreme normal temperature is 35.7oC. The normal mugginess is around 84.16 percent at 0900 GMT and 60 percent at 1500 GMT. The direct temperature, moistness and the twofold maxima precipitation administration (214.3mm in June and 165.2mm in September) directly affect populace development and nature. 

The head of Asokore Mampong, Nana Boakye Ansah Debrah is the Paramount Chief of the Traditional area in the district. He is additionally the overseer of the land and conventional leader of the general population. The significant celebration in the region is Akwasidae. Akwasidae is commended each forty days. In this way, there are nine Akwasidae in each one year. The last Akwasidae in the year is called Akwasidaekese where it is commended on a high note to peak the yearly movement. The Zongo people group are additionally driven by their religious leaders like the Imams. Regardless of the decent variety of societies, concurrence has won in the district. The Asokore Mampong Township can be depicted as a network of heterogeneous ethnic gatherings. The ethnic gatherings are Akan (40.9%), trailed by individuals from Northern Ghana (36.7%), the Guans (10.7%), Ewes (3.0%) and Ga-Dangme. Islamic religion is most predominant among all the religious gatherings in the region with 55.4 percent portrayal. The Christians takes after with 41.8 percent, and different religious gatherings comprise 2.8 percent. 

The political leader of the Assembly is the Municipal Chief Executive. The Assembly has an aggregate number of 15 Assembly Members; Ten (10) chose and Five (5) designated. The portrayal is 14 guys and one female. The Assembly has ten (10) constituent territories and one (1) supporters at Asawase. The discretionary zones incorporate Aboabo No.1 and No. 2, Akorem, Sepe Timpom, Adukrom, Asawase, New Zongo, Sawaba, Asokore Mampong and Akwatia Line. A built up settlement with a populace size of 3,000, it fits the bill to have a Zonal Council status. Along these lines, the Municipality has three Zonal Councils in particular Aboabo, Asawase and Adukrom. The region has 277 distinctive instructive offices, 137 of which are private and 139 open. Pre-schools number up to 93, Primary schools are 101, Junior High schools are 76, Senior High schools (5), one Tertiary school and one Special school. Be that as it may, there are no Vocational/Technical Institutions. The region has two (2) network ICT centres situated at Asawase and Adukrom. That in any case, all the essential to tertiary instructive establishments have ICT research facilities. Medicinal service is open to inhabitants in the Municipality. The Assembly has one Public health centre (Sepe Dote Health Center) situated at Sepe Timpom and ten (10) private hospital centres. Likewise, there are six (6) Community Health Planning and Services (CHPS) zones and twenty-nine (29) outreach locales. The best ten revealed OPD cases in the Municipality incorporate Malaria, Acute respiratory tract contamination, Diarrhoea, Skin ailments and Ulcers, Hypertension, Vagina release, Rheumatism and other joint torments, Home mischances and wounds, Intestinal worms and Malnutrition. 

Trade utilizes the most astounding extent of the working populace. It comprises of an incorporated arrangement of business sectors, money related organizations, wholesalers/retailers, aircraft and transportation organizations, lodgings/Restaurants, among others. The assembling segment positions as the second most astounding boss and it is for the most part Pharmaceutical organizations like Trade Winds Chemist Ltd, Kojach Pharmaceutical Ltd and Shalom Pharmaceutical Ltd. 

The farming, ranger service and angling industry utilizes the slightest of the work constrain. Horticultural exercises in the district are for the most part edit cultivating, patio cultivating and domesticated animals/poultry cultivating. The fundamental areas dispatched to edit cultivating are the Peri-urban networks like Parkoso, Mesuom and Asokore Mampong. Development is constrained to staples like maize, verdant vegetables, cassava and plantain. Domesticated animals raising is anyway scattered in the region. The distinctive types of animals raised incorporate sheep, cows, goats and pigs. There are likewise a few nourishment handling bunches which are principally into groundnut glue and gari preparing. The preparing locales are situated at Akorem, Moke and Sawaba. The Kumasi Airport is fills in as a traveler site in the region. This sight has pulled in heaps of individuals both youthful and old and has remained the prevalent outing site for understudies. Support of aircraft administrations has enhanced with the development of new carriers like the Starbow, flight 540 among others. This has enhanced the income base of the Assembly fundamentally.

Figure 3.1: District Map of Asokore Mampong Municipal
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CHAPTER FOUR:

DATA ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

4.1INTRODUCTION

The chapter is divided into: demographic profile of the respondents; involvement of citizens on selected government funded projects; typologies of community participation of community development projects; community development project outcomes; and challenges of participating in community development projects.
4.2DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE OF THE RESPONDENTS

The personal data of the respondents profiled include gender, age, education, years of residency in the Municipality, and occupation.

4.2.1Gender of respondents

The profile of the respondents’ gender has been categorised in Table 4.1.
Table 4.1: Gender of respondents
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	Male
	128
	59.3

	
	Female
	80
	37.0

	
	Total
	208
	96.3

	Missing
	System
	8
	3.7

	Total
	216
	100.0


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Table 4.1 Depicts that 8 respondents representing 3.7% are missing in the system. This means that those respondents did not indicate their gender.  In other words, out of the 216 responses received (this figure represents an effective response rate of 54%), 208 indicated their gender. Per the number of the respondents who indicated their gender, 128 (59.3%) were males but 80 respondents (37.0%) were females. That is approximately 1 out of every 3 responses came from a female. Thus, even though the responses were manly biased, the feminine responses were significant. It can therefore be said that the responses were fairly balanced. The balanced nature of the responses goes a long way to trust the reliability and validity of the results as it reflects the perspectives of both sexes.  

4.2.1AGE OF THE RESPONDENTS

The age ranges of the respondents have been tabulated in Table 4.2. 

Table 4.2: Table age range of respondents
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	18 - 30 years
	88
	40.7

	
	31 - 40 years
	72
	33.3

	
	41 - 50 years
	24
	11.1

	
	51 - 60 years
	8
	3.7

	
	Above 60 years
	24
	11.1

	
	Total
	216
	100.0


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Table 4.2 paints that most of the respondents were 18 – 30 years old. This assertion is based on the data that 88 (40.7%) of the respondents fall in this age category. Also, the data illustrate that 72 (33.3%) of the respondents were 31 – 40 years. Cumulatively, 85.2% of the respondents were 50 years and below with 11.1% of the respondents being above 60 years. In other words, using the retirement age of 60 years as a gauge, 24 of the respondents were retirees or people who have exceeded the statutory retirement of 60 years. The data as presented in Table 4.2 explicitly shows that the responses were age wisely spread. Thus, the responses reflect the age dimensions of the society (excluding those considered children). This there goes a long way to validate the study.

4.2.2 Educational background of the respondents

The education background of the respondents gives a clue as to the intellectual analytical capabilities of the respondents. 
Table 4.3: Highlights the qualification levels of the respondents.
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	No formal education
	24
	11.1

	
	SHS or below
	88
	40.7

	
	HND/Diploma or equivalent
	8
	3.7

	
	First degree
	80
	37.0

	
	Master's degree
	16
	7.4

	
	Total
	216
	100.0


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Per Table 4.3 51.9% of the respondents have the highest educational level being SHS or have never attained any formal education. The remaining percentage reflects those who have acquired diploma or above educational qualifications. A critical analysis of the data reveals that almost half of the respondents have attained higher academic laurels whiles approximately half of the respondents have attained high academic laureate.  The implication is that the responses are effectively broken down into the highly educated and the less educated citizens. This means that the responses reflect the educational divide of the population. Once again, the educational background of the respondents validates the study.

4.2.3 Years of residency in the Municipality

The years of residing in Asokore Mampong Municipality are presented in Table 4.4.
Table 4.4: Years of residency in the Municipality
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	10 years or below
	56
	25.9

	
	11 - 20 years
	48
	22.2

	
	21 - 30 years
	48
	22.2

	
	31 - 40 years
	56
	25.9

	
	41 years & above
	8
	3.7

	
	Total
	216
	100.0


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

The descriptive statistics in Table 4.4 shows that people who have resided in the Municipality for 10 years of less occurs 56 times (25.9%). Per Table 4.4, 48 respondents each have stayed in the Municipality for 11 – 20 years and 21 – 30 years respectively. In addition, 56 of the respondents have stayed in the Municipality for 31-40 years and 8 respondents have stayed for more than 40 years. The data clearly shows the widely distribution of the respondents. Majority of the respondents have stayed in the Municipality for more than 10 years. The implication is that most of the responses came from respondents who have stayed in the Municipality for quite a long time to have witnessed various government sponsored community development projects and as such could speak to the issue as to whether the citizens were consulted or not.

4.2.5 Occupational status of respondents 
Table 4.5: Indicates the occupational status of the respondents.
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	student/Apprentice
	24
	11.1

	
	Unemployed
	32
	14.8

	
	Agriculturalist (eg. farmer)
	8
	3.7

	
	Employee
	48
	22.2

	
	Self-employed
	64
	29.6

	
	Investor/Business person
	16
	7.4

	
	Other
	24
	11.1

	
	Total
	216
	100.0


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Per Table 4.5, 24 respondents indicated that they are students or undergoing some forms of apprenticeship training. On the other hand, 32 respondents indicated that they are unemployed. However, only 8 respondents indicated that they engage in some agricultural activities. Moreover, 48, 64, 16, and 24 indicated that they are employees, self-employed, business persons, and engage in other occupations respectively. Once again the data reflects the diversity of the occupational status of the Municipality.
4.3 Involvement of citizens on selected government funded projects

Per Table 4.6, the entire 216 respondents answered all the ten (10) questions asked. Each of the questions asked recorded minimum statistics of 1 and maximum statistics starting from 3 to 5.  The interpretation is that each of the 10 questions recorded answer corresponding to very low involvement on the five-points Likert scale used for the study. This means that at least, one respondent did not hear, participate or saw other ordinary citizens of the Municipality participating in the decision to construct the selected projects in the Municipality. On the other hand, the constructs tested recorded maximum statistical value of 3 to 5. These statistical values conform to the average/moderate involvement, high involvement, and very high involvement responses respectively on the five-points Likert scale. The meaning of the maximum statistical values is that at least one respondent heard, participated, or saw other participating in the decision to undertake the aforementioned projects in the Municipality.

The arithmetic means calculated in Table 4.6 show on average the level of involvement of the respondents and by extension the citizens of the Municipality on the listed projects. Generally, Table 4.6 shows low involvement of citizens on the planning and execution of the listed projects. This empirical assertion hinges on the average arithmetic mean recorded. Per Table 4.6, the average Mean recorded is 2.1. This value is below the average/moderate involvement response on the Likert scale employed for the study. Per Yeboah and Kormedoda (2014), an arithmetic mean of 2.00 to 2.99 on a five-points Likert scale anchored by strongly disagree (1) to strongly agree (5) should be interpreted as low. Since the arithmetic mean recorded for the entire construct is 2.1 which falls within 2.00 – 2.99, it stands to the conclusion that the involvement of citizens in the planning and execution of government-funded developmental projects is low. However, per the statistical evidence, the level of is not very low. Yeboah and Kormedoda (2014) stated that the statistical error of the mean and the standard deviation of the five-point Likert scale are 0.70 and 1.58 respectively. Yeboah and Kormedoda (2014) stated that the lower the standard error of the mean the higher the precision of the sample mean to the population mean. 

On the other hand, the lower the standard deviation, the higher the closeness of the individual responses to the mean (average response). Per Table 4.6, the general standard error and standard deviation recorded are 0.06 and 0.88. Since the standard error recorded is lower than 0.70, it means that the sample mean is a good predictor of the population mean. In other words, the average response to the entire constructs represent the general population of the study. Also, the low standard deviation value recorded means that the individual responses given by the respondents are on average closer to the sample mean.

Apart from the arithmetic mean recorded by road projects construct, the rest of the selected projects recorded mean points below 3.00. Indeed, six (6) constructs recorded mean points below 2.00. these are Classroom blocks at Sepe-Tinpom, Buobai and Sawaba (1.85), Aboabo Community Library (1.85), Asokore Mampong Affordable housing project (1.78), CHPS compound at Sawaba (1.78), ICT centre at Adukrom (1.59), and Kumasi Airport project (1.26). This means the the involvement of the respondents in these projects were very low. However, the construct Road projects at Asokore Mampong and Asawase recorded a mean point of 3.37. This figure is above 3.00 but below 4.00. This means that even though respondents were involved in this particular project, the level of involvement was average or moderate not high. The above 3.00 mean score recorded for this construct may be explained by several factors. Firstly, road construction is a major political campaign tool used by political parties during electioneering campaign. Thus, citizens are likely to hear promises upon promises to construct their dilapidated road projects. This means that the respondents might have heard government’s promise to construct the said roads but might not have played any major role in planning, designing, awarding, execution, and monitoring of the said road construction. Secondly, the said road, particularly the Asawase roads became a major political topic during the 2016 electioneering. Thus, the respondents might have participated in the political debate referencing the Asawase road but might not have played any meaningful role.

 Lastly, the Paramount Chief of Asokore Mampong was reported to have made the construction of Asokore Mampong new site roads as part of his developmental agenda and as such citizens might have participated at the level of land leasing.

On the other hand, the low involvement of citizens on the affordable housing project and the Kumasi Airport project may be explained by the national character of these projects. For example, the affordable housing project was initiated by the Central government and was carried out in some major cities and towns in the country. Therefore, local consent might have been minimal. On the other hand, the airport existed before the creation of the Asokore Mampong Municipality. The study has contradicted earlier studies by Adesida and Okunlola (2015) and Adegboye (2016) that found local participation in selected projects such as construction of drainage system to control erosion, market stall, foot bridges, rehabilitation of boreholes and renovation of classroom high since these project were felt needs and locals contributed counter-party funding. A critical assessment of the selected projects tested for the purpose of this study may show that these projects might have been funded by the central government, the Municipal assembly, or the Member of parliament and as such the local communities might not have contributed either labour or money towards their implementation.

Table 4.6 presents the results of the test of respondents on their involvement of selected government funded projects in the Municipality.
Table 4.6: Descriptive Statistics of participation in selected projects
	
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	 Rank

	
	Statistic
	Std. Error
	Statistic
	

	Road projects at Asokore mampong and Asawase
	 3.37
	0.07
	0.98
	1

	Police station projects at Parkoso and Buobai
	2.96
	0.07
	0.96
	2

	Parkoso Community Day School
	2.41
	0.07
	1.03
	3

	Asawase Market and Yam Market at Kontomponi Afere
	2.15
	0.06
	0.85
	4

	Classroom blocks at Sepe-Tinpom, Buobai and Sawaba
	1.85
	0.05
	0.76
	5

	Aboabo Community Library
	1.85
	0.05
	0.76
	6

	Asokore Mampong Affordable housing project
	1.78
	0.05
	0.79
	7

	CHPS compound at Sawaba
	1.78
	0.07
	1.07
	8

	ICT centre at Adukrom
	1.59
	0.05
	0.68
	9

	Kumasi Airport project
	1.26
	0.06
	0.93
	10

	Valid N (listwise)/Average
	2.10
	0.06
	0.88
	


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)
4.4 Typologies of community participation of community development projects
Table 4.7 reveals that the strongest participation methodology is the passive participation. 

This is based on the fact that it recorded the highest mean of 3.41. This means that the typical method of community participation employed by developmental agents is just announcing projects they feel undertaking without the consent of the community. This means that for most of the respondents they only participate in community project only by hearing of the project announcement without actually playing any meaningful role in its planning and implementation stages. Other participation techniques employed include participation by consultation (development agents just collect information about projects they feel undertaking, analyse it and take their own decision) and manipulative participation (the development agents nominate some community members to represent the community but their views on projects do not matter). A critical assessment of these typologies reveal that they are not as effective as self-mobilisation and interactive participation.

Regrettably Table 4.7 depicts that participation techniques such as self-mobilisation and interactive participation were very lowly used. This position means that locals are not given the chance to participate as a right in the joint analysis, development of action plans, and all the life cycles of projects. On the other hand, the lowly application of the self-mobilisation techniques may be explained by the urbanisation of the Municipality. Simply put, since the Municipality is becoming cosmopolitan, levying citizens to undertake self-help projects may be difficult.

The study findings to some extent contradict some earlier studies. For example, the study contradicted the usage of participation for material incentives typology as revealed by Ofuoku (2011) and the usage of interactive participation as discovered by Iddi and Nuhu (2018). However, the study to some extent confirmed the usage of manipulative participation typology or Arnstein’s non-participation as revealed by Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017). The study on the other hand revealed the usage of passive participation which the mentioned authors did not discover.
Table 4.7 indicates the descriptive results of the typologies of community participation.

Table 4.7: Descriptive Statistics of community participation
	
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	

	
	Statistic
	Std. Error
	Statistic
	 Rank

	Passive participation (PP)
	3.41
	0.06
	0.95
	1

	Participation by consultation(PC)
	3.33
	0.07
	1.09
	2

	Manipulative participation (MP)
	3.19
	0.06
	0.945
	3

	Functional participation (FP)
	2.70
	0.06
	0.94
	4

	Participation for material incentives(PM)
	2.19
	0.06
	0.95
	5

	Self-mobilization (SM)
	1.78
	0.05
	0.69
	6

	Interactive Participation (IP)
	1.74
	0.05
	0.70
	7

	Valid N (listwise)
	216
	
	
	


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)
4.5: Community development project outcomes

This section presents both descriptive and inferential statistics on project outcomes
4.6 Descriptive results of community development project outcomes
Table 4.8 depicts that generally; development project outcomes is very poor. The descriptive neither agree nor disagree response value of 3.00. Statistically, sustainability of government projects recorded the highest arithmetic mean figure of 3.00. This means that the respondents could not make their minds as far as sustainability of government projects are concern. Apart from the sustainability issue that the respondents could not make their minds on, they were emphatic on the rejection of the other project outcomes. This means that the respondents did not favour positive project outcomes. 

Thus, the respondents disagreed on government funded projects churning positive outcomes. This position is premised on the fact that, all the tested outcomes (except sustainability) recorded mean figures below 3.00. In other words, the respondents asserted that they don’t feel the sense of ownership of government projects. They also believe that the citizens do not show high sense of commitment to government projects.

Per the respondents, government projects are: not completed on time; does not lead to effective resource allocation; and are not maintained well. In fact, the respondents see transparency and accountability as a major deficit when it comes to government projects. The study denied Adesida and Okunlola (2015) and Iddi and Nugu (2018) studies that found increased sense of belonging and ownership of infrastructure; sustainability of projects, transparency and accountability, proper allocation of resources; and increased level of commitment to communal work as favourable project outcomes.

Table 4.8:  Indicates the descriptive results of community development project outcomes.
	
	Mean
	Std. Deviation
	Rank

	
	Statistic
	Std. Error
	Statistic
	

	Sustainability (ST)
	3.00
	0.06
	0.90
	1

	Sense of ownership (OW)
	2.74
	0.06
	0.93
	2

	Sense of commitment (CT)
	2.41
	0.06
	0.83
	3

	Maintenance culture (MC)
	2.30
	0.05
	0.76
	4

	Effective Resource allocation (RA)
	1.85
	0.04
	0.65
	5

	Early project completion (PCO)
	1.78
	0.04
	0.63
	6

	Transparency and Accountability (TA)
	1.70
	0.04
	0.53
	7

	Valid N (listwise)
	
	
	
	

	Average
	2.25
	0.05
	0.75
	


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

4.7 The effect of community participation on community development project outcomes

The inferential statistics that show the associations of typologies on project outcomes are presented in Table 4.9.

Table 4.9: Effect of typologies on outcomes
	Independent variables
	Model 1: OW
	Model 2: ST
	Model 3: CT
	Model 4: TA
	Model 5: RA
	Model 6:  MC
	Model 7: PCO 

	Manipulative participation (MP)
	0.36

(0.00)*
	0.43

(0.00)*
	0.05

(0.45)
	0.24

(0.00)*
	0.05

(0.46)
	0.34

(0.00)*
	0.11

(0.06)

	Passive participation (PP)
	-0.50

(0.00)*
	-0.38

(0.00)*
	-0.13

(0.17)
	-0.98

(0.00)*
	-0.45

(0.00)*
	-0.80

(0.00)*
	-0.68

(0.00)*

	Participation by consultation(PC)
	-0.03

(0.54)
	0.01

(0.93)
	0.05

(0.39)
	0.89

(0.00)*
	0.75

(0.00)*
	0.79

(0.00)*
	0.86

(0.00)*

	Participation for material incentives(PM)
	0.13

(0.15)
	-0.05

(0.58)
	-0.25

(0.01)*
	0.90

(0.00)*
	0.54

(0.00)*
	-0.10

(0.23)
	0.88

(0.00)*

	Functional participation (FP)
	1.11

(0.00)*
	1.24

(0.00)*
	0.43

(0.00)*
	-0.12

(0.13)
	-0.02

(0.88)
	0.26

(0.00)*
	-0.20

(0.02)*

	Interactive Participation (IP)
	-0.43

(0.00)*
	-1.36

(0.00)*
	0.44

(0.00)*
	-0.39

(0.00)*
	-0.05

(0.66)
	0.01

(0.92)
	-0.21

(0.04)*

	Self-mobilization (SM)
	-0.01

(0.96)
	0.65

(0.00)*
	0.25

(0.01)*
	0.72

(0.00)*
	-0.01

(0.92)
	0.31

(0.00)*
	0.24

(0.02)*

	R
	0.81
	0.83
	0.80
	0.86
	0.73
	0.84
	0.82

	R2
	0.65
	0.69
	0.64
	0.74
	0.54
	0.70
	0.67

	Adjusted –R2
	0.64
	0.68
	0.63
	0.73
	0.52
	0.69
	0.66

	F(7, 208)
	55.90

(0.00)*
	64.76

(0.00)*
	53.50

(0.00)*
	85.05

(0.00)*
	34.70

(0.00)*
	68.19

(0.00)*
	60.56

(0.00)*

	*p < 0.05
	  p-values in Parenthesis
	
	
	
	


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Table 4.9 shows the standardized coefficient of “B” of the independent variables and the significant test values (p-values in parenthesis). Per the data as presented by Table 4.9, the typology MP has positive relationships with all the dependent variables. This is based on the fact that the variable MP recorded positive standardized beta of 0.36, 0.43, 0.05, 0.24, 0.05, 0.34, and 0.11 against the models OW, ST, CT, TA, RA, MC, and PCO respectively. However, these associations are significant in respect of OW, ST, TA, and MC variables. 

This significant relationship is based on the fact that the p-values recorded are below 0.05. In other words, there is less than 5% chance that the association is by chance. On the other hand, the association of MP with CT, RA, and PCO are not significant because the p-values are all greater than 5% (0.05). this means that there is more than 5% chance that the association of MP with CT, RA, and PCO are by chance. A critical assessment of Table 4.9 depicts that the MP is the only typology that promotes all the project outcome variables tested due to its positive betas. Even though MP recorded positive betas, none of the betas exceeded 0.50. This implies that the association of MP with the dependent variables (project outcomes) are weak. 

Per Table 4.9, MP seems to have the strongest effect on ST (beta: 0.43). This implies that for any 1 standard deviation (1 SD increase) in MP, ST (project sustainability) increase by 0.43. However, MP has the weakest association with CT (timely completion of projects) and RA (effective resource allocation). In other words, for any 1 standard deviation increase in MP, CT and RA increase by 0.05 standard deviation. The positive association of MP with project outcomes may be explained by several factors. Firstly, the selection of community members on project boards may be seen by the community as an attempt to include local views. Secondly, the nomination of community representative may be done through a formal invitation to the community to nominate a rep unto the project team. This creates some sense of all-inclusiveness thereby creating some ownership, commitment, and transparency senses. However, the weak associations stem from the fact that the actual involvement turn out to be nothing less than regular project meetings where technical issues are discussed. Also, sometimes the rep appointed happens to be non-technical person who are not able to make any major contribution during project meetings.

Per Table 4.9, PP (passive participation) does not promote positive project outcomes. In other words, the higher the usage of passive participation, the more likely that project outcomes will be adverse. This assertion is based on the negative betas recorded against all the project outcomes. Indeed, PP has the strongest adverse association with TA as evidenced by the 0.98 correlation coefficient recorded. Per the data, 1 standard deviation increase in PP leads to 0.98 decrease in standard deviation of TA. In other words, passive participation leads to lack of transparency and accountability. The negative association of PP with project outcomes may be explained by the fact that the community members do not get a sense of attachment to the projects after all there were not involved in anyway. On the other hand, the executing agents may see the project as a duty to perform. In other words, get the project done, commission and leave. Whatever happens next is none of their business. The end result is; you get a beautiful project that the community did not request for or may not want. This explains why there are so many white elephant projects dotting in most communities in Ghana.

According to the empirical data presented, the remaining typologies PC, PM, FP, IP, and SM have mixed connection with the dependent variables. simply put these typologies promote some project out comes and demote others. Functional participation has the strongest positive association with project sustainability. thus, the higher the FP, the higher the ST. in addition, FP also promotes project ownership than any other typology. However, interactive participation (IP) has the strongest adverse effect on sustainability than any other typology (beta: -1.36). This is quite surprising since interactive participation is a higher level community participation. IP ensures that people participate (as a right) in joint analysis, development of actions plans and all the life cycles of projects. Per the definition, one will expect IP to promote sustainability but it rather demotes it. This may be explained by the fact that sometimes the local community may not have the expertise (especially technical expertise) to take part in all the project life cycle stages. Also, it is sometimes practically impossible to use the IP strategy for all projects execution. In addition, some projects are taking by government to fulfil government promises and as such right from the beginning it will be executed top-down (a typical example is the Asokore Mampong affordable housing project). Lastly, some projects are undertaken for the benefit of the entire country not for the exclusive usage of the locals. Such project therefore cannot embrace the IP approach. Example is the Kumasi International Airport project in the Municipality.

The R-values show that the independent variables are strongly associated with the dependent variables. in other words, there is a strong association of typologies with project outcomes. This is based on the fact that the R-values are all above 0.70. The R2 values show that the independent variables (typologies) explain the dependent variables; OW, ST, CT, TA, RA, MC, and PC by 65%, 69%, 64%, 74%
, 54%,
70%, and 67% respectively. The F-calculated value for each of the dependent variable is above the F-table value of 3.23. This means that the association of the independent variables with the dependent variables are not by chance and significant (p<0.05). The study to some exetnet confirms some arlier studies. For example, the study has confirmed (Ofuoku, 2011; Iddi and Nugu, 2018; Adegboye, 2016; Adesida and Okunlola, 2015; Alelah and Mueke, 2017; and Migwi and Atikiya, 2017) that some typologies enhance some positive project outcomes. For example, the study revealed that MP promotes positive project outcomes. On the other hand, the study confirmed Khwaja (2004) study that community participation is not always desirable. At least the study revealed that PC, PM, FP, IP, and SM have mixed effect on project outcomes. However, the study discovered that PP does not promote any positive project outcomes.
4.8 Challenges of participating in community development projects

The challenges of community participation are presented both descriptively and inferentially.

4.9 Descriptive results of community participating challenges

Table 4.10 presents the descriptive results of community participating challenges.
	Table 4.10. Descriptive Statistics of project challenges

	
	N
	Minimum
	Maximum
	Mean
	Std. Deviation

	
	Statistic
	Statistic
	Statistic
	Statistic
	Std. Error
	Statistic

	Bureaucracy and political influence (BP)
	216
	2.00
	5.00
	4.00
	0.06
	0.82

	Complexity of analysis (CA)
	216
	3.00
	5.00
	4.00
	0.03
	0.38

	Domineering development agent (DA)
	216
	1.00
	5.00
	3.85
	0.05
	0.76

	unequal partnership (UP)
	216
	2.00
	5.00
	3.59
	0.05
	0.73

	Favouritism (FS)
	216
	2.00
	5.00
	3.41
	0.04
	0.63

	Costly in time & money (CS)
	216
	2.00
	5.00
	3.18
	0.05
	0.77

	Lack of literacy skills (LS)
	216
	1.00
	5.00
	2.96
	0.07
	1.11

	Valid N (listwise)
	216
	
	
	
	
	

	Average 
	216
	1.00
	5.00
	3.57
	0.05
	0.74


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Table 4.10 shows that the strongest challenges that confront the respondents in their quest to participate in development projects are Bureaucracy and political influence (BP) and Complexity of analysis (CA). The assertion is based on the 4.00 Mean points recorded for each of the aforementioned challenges. However, the study also revealed that Domineering development agent (DA) (3.85), unequal partnership (UP) (3.59), Favouritism (FS) (3.41), and Costly in time and money (CS) (3.18) are moderate challenges. However, the study revealed that Lack of literacy skills (LS) (2.96) is not a challenge. The study has confirmed some elements of earlier studies by authors such as Adegboye (2016), Tagarirofa and Chazovachii (2017), Iddi and Nugu, (2018) that found Bureaucracy and political influence, Complexity of analysis, Domineering development agent, unequal partnership, Favouritism, and Costly in time and money. However, the study denied cost –time and money (revealed by Iddi and Nugu, 2018), and domineering development agent (revealed by Tagarirofa and Chazovachii, 2017) as the topmost challenges in their respective studies. The current study however, revealed bureaucracy and political influence and complexity of analysis as the topmost challenges. However, the study did not find lack of literacy as challenge as revealed by Iddi and Nugu (2018).

4.10 The relationship between participating challenges and outcomes

Table 4.11 depicts the relationship between participation challenges and outcomes.

Table 4.11: connexion of challenges to outcomes

	Independent variables
	Model 1: 

OW
	Model 2: 

ST
	Model 3: 

CT
	Model 4: 

TA
	Model 5: 

RA
	Model 6: 

MC
	Model 7:

PC O

	Domineering development agent (DA)
	-0.38

(0.00)*
	-0.24

(0.00)*
	-0.01

(0.84)
	0.23

(0.00)*
	-0.40

(0.00)*
	-0.33

(0.00)*
	-0.09

(0.02)*

	unequal partnership (UP)
	-0.01

(0.91)
	-0.31

(0.00)*
	0.05

(0.37)
	0.05

(0.47)
	0.21

(0.00)*
	-0.26

(0.00)*
	0.01

(0.74)

	Favouritism (FS)
	-0.38

(0.00)*
	0.17

(0.01)*
	-0.49

(0.00)*
	-0.64

(0.00)*
	-0.58

(0.00)*
	-0.82

(0.00)*
	-0.55

(0.00)*

	Bureaucracy and political influence (BP)
	0.05

(0.41)
	-0.39

(0.00)*
	0.31

(0.00)*
	-0.28

(0.00)*
	-0.37

(0.00)*
	0.12

(0.03)*
	-0.43

(0.00)*

	Costly in time & money (CS)
	0.55

(0.00)*
	0.29

(0.00)*
	0.19

(0.02)*
	0.34

(0.00)*
	-0.21

(0.00)*
	-0.23

(0.01)*
	-0.23

(0.00)*

	Lack of literacy skills (LS)
	0.30

(0.00)*
	-0.07

(0.26)
	-0.16

(0.01)*
	0.06

(0.44)
	0.40

(0.00)*
	0.19

(0.00)*
	0.41

(0.00)*

	Complexity of analysis (CA)
	-0.99

(0.00)*
	-0.70

(0.00)*
	-0.76

(0.00)*
	-0.43

(0.00)*
	0.10

(0.08)
	0.10

(0.18)
	0.05

(0.37)

	R
	0.77
	0.80
	0.86
	0.76
	0.90
	0.84
	0.91

	R2
	0.60
	0.64
	0.73
	0.58
	0.82
	0.71
	0.83

	Adjusted –R2
	0.59
	0.63
	0.72
	0.56
	0.81
	0.70
	0.83

	F(7, 208)
	44.45

(0.00)*
	53.82

(0.00)*
	80.43

(0.00)*
	40.16

(0.00)*
	130.29

(0.00)*
	71.18

(0.00)*
	147.93

(0.00)*

	*p < 0.05
	  p-values in Parenthesis
	
	
	
	


(Source: Fieldwork, 2018)

Table 4.11 indicates that the typologies challenges have mixed effect on project outcomes. The positive betas indicate that the independent variables are not challenges but the independent variables with negative betas are challenges. Per the data, complexity of analysis has the strongest adverse effect on ownership, sustainability and commitment. However, favouritism has the strongest adverse effect on transparency, resource allocation, maintenance culture, and project completion. The F-calculated values show that the association of project challenges to project outcomes are not by chance.

CHAPTER FIVE:

 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS,CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Introduction

The chapter provided a brief overview of the study’s findings. It continues with assertive conclusion of the study and ended with recommendations to interested parties.
5.2. Summary of key findings

The summary of findings has been presented along the lines of the study’s objectives. In this regard, there are four sub-sections of the summary section. These are citizens’ involvement on selected government funded projects, typologies of community participation in projects, community development project outcomes, and challenges of community participation in projects.
5.2.1. Citizens involvement in selected government funded projects

The involvement of the citizens in Asokore Mampong Municipality on government projects is low. The study revealed that the respondents were not involved in the construction of Classroom blocks at Sepe-Tinpom, Buobai and Sawaba, Aboabo Community Library, Asokore Mampong Affordable housing project, CHPS compound at Sawaba, ICT centre at Adukrom, and Kumasi Airport project. However, there was some moderate involvement of the communities in the execution of the construct Road projects at Asokore Mampong and Asawase.
5.2.2. Typologies of community participation in projects

The study revealed that the strongest participation method employs by development agents is the passive participation. Other participation techniques employed include participation by consultation (development agents just collect information about projects they feel undertaking, analyse it and take their own decision) and manipulative participation (the development agents nominate some community members to represent the community but their views on projects do not matter). However, the study revealed the non-usage of participation techniques such as self-mobilisation and interactive participation. 
5.2.3. Community development project outcomes

The study discovered that that generally; development project outcomes is very poor. Indeed, the respondents the respondents could not make their minds as far as sustainability of government projects are concern. Apart from the sustainability issue that the respondents could not make their minds on, they were emphatic on the rejection of the other project outcomes. This means that the respondents did not favour positive project outcomes. Thus, the respondents disagreed on government funded projects churning positive outcomes. In other words, the respondents asserted that they don’t feel the sense of ownership and commitment on government projects. Moreover, government projects are: not completed on time; does not lead to effective resource allocation; and are not maintained well. In fact, the respondents see transparency and accountability as a major deficit when it comes to government projects. In addition, the study however asserted that the usage of manipulative participation promotes positive project outcomes but the usage of passive participation technique demotes positive project outcomes. Per the study typologies such as PC, PM, FP, IP, and SM have mixed connexion with project outcomes. The study further highlighted that the association of typologies with project outcomes are significant and not by chance.
5.2.4. Challenges of community participation in projects

The study found that the strongest challenges that confront the respondents in their quest to participate in development projects are bureaucracy and political influence and complexity of analysis. The study however reveals that domineering development agent, unequal partnership, favouritism, and costly in time and money are moderate challenges. However, the study revealed that lack of literacy skills is descriptively not a challenge. The study also asserted that inferentially, the challenges have mixed effect on project outcomes. The study discovered that complexity of analysis has the strongest adverse effect on ownership, sustainability and commitment outcomes but favouritism has the strongest adverse effect on transparency, resource allocation, maintenance culture, and project completion. 
5.3. Conclusion

The aim of the study was to evaluate the effect of community participation on government funded project outcomes in the Asokore Mampong Municipality of the Ashanti region of Ghana. The study set to achieve this aim by investigating and revealing both theoretical and empirical literatures related to the objectives of the study. The literature review provided the author with a clear understanding of what some other scholars and writers have said about the themes of the study. It also helped the author to appreciate the methodology of other researches who have investigated similar objectives in other locations. The summary of the literature review provided the main impetus for the development of the conceptual framework of the study as well as the designing of the study’s questionnaire. After the literature review, the methodology of the study was clearly established culminating in the administration of the study’s questionnaire to some selected respondents in the Asokore Mampong Municipality. The primary data collected from the field were then subjected to statistical analysis to reveal the findings of the study.

Based on the empirical verification, the study discovered that the: involvement of citizens in Asokore Mampong Municipality on government projects is low;  the strongest participation method employs by development agents is the passive participation; development project outcomes is very poor and the usage of manipulative participation promotes positive project outcomes but the usage of passive participation technique demotes positive project outcomes; and the strongest challenges that confront the respondents in their quest to participate in development projects are bureaucracy and political influence and complexity of analysis. However, the study discovered that complexity of analysis has the strongest adverse effect on ownership, sustainability and commitment outcomes but favouritism has the strongest adverse effect on transparency, resource allocation, maintenance culture, and project completion. 

On the basis of empirical evidence presented through the review of thematic literatures and analysis of fieldwork data, it could be asserted that the main objectives of the study have been achieved. Moreover, the study has contributed to available literature by advancing empirical evidences on community participation on government projects from the perspective of Asokore Mampong Municipality.
5.4. Suggestion for future studies

The study only favoured Asokore Mampong Municipality. Interested research could study the impact of community participation on government projects from the perspectives of other major cities such as Accra, Takoradi, and Kumasi Metropolitan area. In addition, future researchers could include government agencies involved in project developments, non-governmental organisations, and local residents as part of the study’s population.
5.5. Recommendations

The following five recommendations are prescribed
5.5.1. Involvement of locals in government projects

The central government through its local representative (Asokore Mampong Municipal Assembly) should try as much as possible to involve the locals on all government projects in the Municipality. As much as possible some projects should emanate from the local people. This could be achieved through regular organisation of town hall meetings and the establishment of a bi-partisan all-inclusive budgetary planning and monitoring committee with stakeholders drawn across the length and breadth of the Municipality.

5.5.2. Public education on government projects

The Municipal Information Department should put in place a campaign programme to sensitize and educate the local communities on the importance and needs of government projects. The campaign could highlight topics such as owning and monitoring government projects. Other areas such as the need to show some sense of commitment and maintenance culture could also be inculcated.

5.5.3. Reduction of bureaucracy

The Municipal assembly should put in place measures to reduce bureaucracies and red tapeism in the administration of government projects. The simplification of assembly processes, amalgation of some Municipal departments and the sharing of same non-partitioned office by related functions or departments could help to reduce bureaucracies.
5.5.4. E-governance system

The Municipal assembly should consider the adoption of e-governance model for citizens to follow and monitor its activities. For the start, the assembly can adopt usage of website and social network platforms such as Facebook and twitter to carry out details, designs, and updates of government funded projects in the Municipality and to communicate with local communities and the rest of the world.
5.5.5. Non-politicisation of government projects

The central government and the Municipal assembly should eschew the politicisation of projects in the Municipality. In this regard, the two leading political parties should help in alienating this cancer. District Chief Executives should see every project funded with state funds as a responsibility to ensure its fruitful execution. In view of this the Municipal Assembly Members should help bring to book any public or civil officer who abandons projects funded with tax payers’ money on the basis of political exigencies. The parliament of Ghana could also consider legislating on deliberate abandonment of public projects as a punishable offence.
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APPENDIX
APPENDIX “A”
QUESTIONNAIRE

Dear respondent, 

I am conducting a research on the Topic “THE EFFECT OF COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION ON GOVERNMENT-FUNDED COMMUNITY-BASED DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN GHANA: EVIDENCES OF; SPECIFIC PROJECTS INVOLVEMENT, METHODS/TYPOLOGIES, OUTCOMES, AND CHALLENGES FROM ASOKORE MANPONG MUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY IN THE ASHANTI REGION”. I will be grateful if you could participate in my survey. All data are strictly for academic purpose and will be treated with the utmost care and confidentiality.
SECTION A. Personal Data

1. Gender: 

a. Male.    [ ] 1
b. Female [ ] 2
2. Age:  

a. 18 - 30 Years [  ]1
b.  31 -40 years.      [  ] 2

c. 41-50 years.       [  ] 3

d.  51 – 60 years.   [  ] 4

e. Above 60 years. [  ] 5

3. Educational Background:

a. No formal education [  ]1

b. SHS or below                   [  ] 2

c.   HND and other Diplomas or equivalent [  ] 3



d. First Degree 

 [  ] 4

e. Master’s Degree               [  ] 5

f. Above Master’s Degree    [  ] 6

4. Years of Residing in the Municipality:  

a. 10 years or below [  ] 1 

b. 11 – 20 years.       [  ] 2  
c. 21 – 30 years.     [  ] 3 
d. 31 – 40 years.     [  ] 4 
e. 41 years and over [  ] 5

5. Occupational status

a. Student/ Apprentice       [  ] 1
b. Unemployed                   [  ] 2
c. Agriculturalist (e.g. farmer) [  ] 3
d. Employee [  ]4
e. Self-employed (somebody who owns a business with less than 10 employees. It includes shop owners, market women, seamstress, mechanics, etc.).      [  ] 5
f. Investor or businessman/business woman (a business man/woman is somebody who owns a company with many (at least 10) employees)      [  ] 6
g. Other [  ]7. Specify_________________________________________

SECTION B:  SELECTED PROJECTS INVOLVEMENT IN ASOKORE MAMPONG MUNICIPALITY

Please on the scale of 1 to 5, rate the level of involvement of your community in the following selected projects (In Asokore Mampong Municipality) with 1 being the lowest and 5 being the highest (1 = very low involvement; 2 = low involvement; 3 = average/moderate involvement; 4 = high involvement; and 5 = very high involvement). 

	No
	Selected Projects involvement
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	1
	Asawase Market and Yam Market at Kontomponi Afere
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	2
	Kumasi Airport project
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	3
	Asokore Mampong Affordable housing project
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	4
	Parkoso Community Day School
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	5
	ICT center at Adukrom
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	6
	Aboabo Community Library
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	7
	Police station projects at Parkoso and Buobai
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	8
	CHPS compound at Sawaba
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	9
	Classroom blocks at Sepe-Tinpom, Buobai and Sawaba
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	10
	Road projects at Asokore Mampong and Asawase
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]


SECTION C: TYPOLOGIES/FORMS OF COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION IN PROJECTS

Please on the scale of 1 to 5, indicate the rate at which development agents (such as the Municipal assembly) employ/use the following methods in community participation of its developmental projects. The ratings are interpreted as: 1 = very low usage; 2 = low usage; 3 = Average/moderate usage; 4 = High usage; 5 = very high usage. 

	No
	Participation typologies Constructs
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	1
	The development agents nominate some community members to represent the community  but their views on projects do not matter (Manipulative participation)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	2
	The development agents just announce the projects that they feel undertaking without the consent of the community (Passive participation)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	3
	Development agents just collect information about projects they feel undertaking from the community, analyse it and take their own decision (Participation by consultation)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	4
	Community participate in projects by contributing labour, finance and other materials for projects (Participation for material incentives)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	5
	Development agents encourage communities to participate in community projects in order to meet a predetermined objectives (Functional participation)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	6
	People participate (as a right) in joint analysis, development of action plans and all the life cycles of projects (Interactive Participation)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	7
	People take their own initiatives independently of external institutions to undertake their own projects (Self-mobilization)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]


SECTION C: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROJECT OUTCOMES

Please on the scale of 1 to 5, rate the outcomes of projects undertaken in your community or Asokore Mampong Municipality with 1 being the lowest and 5 being the highest (1 = Strongly disagree; 2 = Disagree; Neither agree nor disagree; 4 = Agree; and 5 = Strongly agree). 

	No
	Project outcome Constructs
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	1
	There is always a sense of ownership for government projects in the Municipality by the citizens (Sense of ownership)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	2
	Government projects in the Municipality are undertaken in such a way as to make them sustainable (sustainability)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	3
	The people always show high sense of commitment to government projects in the Municipality (sense of commitment)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	4
	There is always transparency and accountability in government projects in the Municipality (Transparency and Accountability)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	5
	Government allocate resources effectively to cover prioritise projects in the Municipality (effective Resource allocation)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	6
	Government projects in the Municipality are highly maintained (Maintenance culture)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	7
	Government projects are always completed on time (Early project completion)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]


SECTION C: COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION CHALLENGES

Please on the scale of 1 to 5, rate how the following factors pose as a challenge to community participation of projects in the Municipality, with 1 being the lowest and 5 being the highest (1 = very low challenge; 2 = low challenge; average/moderate challenge; 4 = high challenge; and 5 = very high challenge). 

	No
	Challenges Constructs
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	1
	The government/development agents always dominate in decisions on development projects in the Municipality (Domineering development agent)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	2
	The government and its agents do not treat community members as equal partners in developing the Municipality (Unequal partnership)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	3
	There is favouritism and nepotism when it comes to community development participation in the Municipality (Favouritism)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	4
	Bureaucracy and political influence make participation in developmental projects difficult (Bureaucracy and political influence)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	5
	It is costly (both time and money) for people to participate in projects in the Municipality
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	6
	Lack of literacy skills is a major constraint for a lot of people to participate in projects in the community (lack of literacy skills)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]

	7
	The complexity in analyzing projects make participation difficult (complexity of analysis)
	[1]
	[2]
	[3]
	[4]
	[5]


8. Please indicate any other challenges that confront you in respect of community participation of projects in the Municipality
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………................
Decision Making capacity











Knowledge awareness











Natural resources











Labour











Financial capital











Living environment











Infrastructure





Typologies of participation


Manipulative participation


Passive participation


Participation by consultation 


Participation for material incentives


Functional participation


Interactive participation


Self-mobilisation 





Project Outcomes


Ownership


Sustainability


Commitment


Transparency and accountability


Resource allocation


Maintenance culture


Project completion 








Participation challenges


Domineering dev’t agent


Unequal partnership


Favouritism


Bureaucracy and political influence


Cost (time & money)


Lack of literacy skills


Complexity of analysis









1

