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ABSTRACT

Economic Stimulus refers to the use of monetanjcpoto stimulate the economy. Various projects were
identified for implementation under the ESP initiat various sectors of the economy across the cpuntluding
education, public health, local government, indabhation and provincial administration officestulies indicate that
implementation of ESP initiatives in Kenya has b&eny low. The current study therefore attemptedestablish the
factors influencing effective implementation of E®Rojects in Olkalou Constituency, Kenya. The stgployed a
descriptive design using quantitative approaché® farget population was all 130 project benefiesarmanagement
committees and constituency planning and developrofficers in all ESP projects. The study used etbended
guestionnaires to collect data. The StatisticakBge for Social Sciences Version 23 was used ttyanghe data and the
results obtained was presented using tables. ThalRe obtained of 0.6388 implies that 63.88% ef vriations in the
effective implementation of ESP projects can bdarpd by the variations in independent variabldss therefore means
that other factors not studied in this study cdmtteé 36.12% of effective implementation of ESP ectg. It was also
established that project financing had the greatefitence on effective implementation of ESP pcte while
management skills had the least influence on effedmplementation of ESP projects. The study recemds that
stakeholders should enhance usage of funds, thdtitids provided should be disbursed on time aattttere should be

effective monitoring and evaluation of fund utiliman in order to enhance effective implementatibESP projects.
KEYWORDS: Financing, Planning, Community Participation, EcmioStimulus

INTRODUCTION

Economic Stimulus has been a subject of scrutinyénrecent years following the wave of economaessions
in both developed and developing nations of theldvdrarious governments of the world have in thetpssed tactics
such as lowering interest rates, increasing goveminspending and quantitative easing to stabillze ¢conomy
(Greenspan, 2009). In Kenya, it was initiated tostaeconomic growth and lead the Kenyan economybatrecession
situation brought about by economic slowdown. lts was to jumpstart the Kenyan economy towards liemm growth
and development, after the 2007-2008 Post Eledfiotence that affected the Kenyan economy, prolondeought, a
rally in oil and prices and the effects of the glbleconomic crises. According to Shikha (2010), gkebal economy,
which has been showing nascent recovery, is fasgmgwed threats from events in Europe coupled gébpolitical
uncertainties affecting oil production in the MiddEtast. The study further asserted that global taopauthorities are
continuing to fund programs designed to supporhenuc activity through a variety of channels, irdihg borrowing-to-

buy, refinancing to bolster cash flows, and a shifb risk assets. The key objectives of econoriaidus were to boost
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the country’s economic recovery, invest in long¥tesolutions to the challenges of food security, agxp economic
opportunities in rural areas for employment cregtionprove infrastructure, quality of education arehlth care for all
Kenyans, invest in the conservation of the envireninexpand access to and build the ICT capacitheKenyan people
and to promote regional development for equity aodal stability. Various projects were identifigat implementation

under the ESP initiative various sectors of theneawy across the country. The sectors were educatidaiic health, local
government, industrialization and provincial adrsiration offices. Among the beneficiaries of ESRidtives was

Olkalou Constituency, Kenya. In the constituencPEfunds were used to construct primary schools sswbndary
schools to serve as centers of excellence, entemredment and improve the quality of educatione HSP funds were
further used to construct a model health centeregetowards improving maternal and child healthadidition, one fresh
produce and wholesale market were constructed.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Economic stimulus initiatives were considered aandyiving force that could have led to tremendguswth of
the country’s economy. Successful implementationlditnave led to an increase in government spenftong a national
point of view played a major role in reducing unémyment in the country, encouraging entrepreneptsstimulating
economic growth, fostering education and innovatémumber of studies however indicate that thdization of these
goals was not adequately achieved partly due to ipd@structure and management practices withénldicalities, lack of
adequate finances and minimal community participaimong other reasons. In their studies, theyralgort that most of
the projects were not completed within the intendedhpletion duration. There were a host of chaksngxperienced
during implementation stage which included expeaehcost overruns, prolonged completion periodheyhe initially
envisaged dates thereby denying clients of the ppity to enjoy the facilities in good time whitghers have never to
date been practically completed. This researchysiiiignded to identify those factors and assess théuence on the
implementation of projects. The current study afieed to establish how project planning, projecarfficing, management
skills and community participation influences pajenplementation. A clear understanding of howsthé&actor influence
government funded projects coupled with the natirthe area under study will be of vital importarioepolicy makers
when undertaking projects in such localities.

OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

The main objective of the study was to establish fictors influencing effective implementation @baomic

stimulus projects in Olkalou Constituency, KenyhisTstudy was guided by the following research cibjes:

* To evaluate the influence of project planning ofe@fve implementation of economic stimulus progeat

Olkalou Constituency, Kenya.

* To investigate the influence of project financing effective implementation of economic stimulusjpots in

Olkalou Constituency, Kenya.

e To establish the influence of management skillseffective implementation of economic stimulus potgein
Olkalou Constituency, Kenya.

e To examine the influence of community participatammeffective implementation of economic stimulusjects
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in Olkalou Constituency, Kenya.
LITERATURE REVIEW

Without implementation, even the most superiortegia is useless. Implementing would thus be peeckas
being about allocating resources and changing argaéonal structure (Beer & Eisenstat, 2000). For purpose of this

study we present four factors influencing effeciimplementation of projects.
Influence of Project Planning on Effective Projecimplementation

Project planning can be seen as a set of estatdligieresses used to make a decision on what tasgs ba
performed to achieve the project’s set objectivéthiv schedule and cost (Pierce, 2013). Projechrpteg can also be
regarded as an iterative process or procedureadilio define project scope, develop and refingeptmbjectives and set
the course of actions to run a project accordingpeified standards of quality (Faniran et al98)9Baldwin and Bordoli
(2014) state that regardless of the definition ehofor project planning, it has the objective ohiaging a number of
common factors including the production of reatisichedules and costs, the completion of a prégedefined standards
of quality, design criteria, project resources,lteand safety, and meeting project stakeholdetgeetations. According
to Dvir et al., (2003), there is a strong corr@atbetween successful project planning and theesgoof a project from the
perspective of project stakeholders. They also doarstrong correlation between successful impleatiemt of planning
procedures and benefits to project stakeholdersh $ndings are confirmed in a later study whicHigated that project
success can be measured in view of the quality@épt planning; whereas poor planning means umcbed alterations
in the planning variables of time, cost and qualidywir & Lechler, 2004). According to Kariungi (28}, these benefits
cannot be achieved without strong commitment andwkedge on the part of project managers and othmejegt
stakeholders on how to manage planning and scmeduoiost effectively. Despite these theoretical wistons, there is
little or no evidence in to indicate the projecamming and scheduling tools used by ESP teams ny&éo enhance

effective implementation of ESP projects.
Influence of Project Financing on Effective Projecimplementation

According to Webster (2000), project financing remf the key determining factors in the sustaiitgand full
effectiveness of a project. The study noted thatliitg projects not only requires start-up fundsddab running costs. It
concluded that many projects find funding for rurgncosts very difficult to obtain and as a requigjects have constantly
reinvented themselves so as to qualify again farupefunding. Another study by Bosch (2010) argubet risk
identification and allocation is a key componenfpadject finance in project implementation. Thedstypoints out that a
project may be subject to a number of technicalirenmental, economic and political risks, partarnly in developing
countries and emerging markets. The financing ofgats must be distributed among multiple partsesas to distribute
the risk associated with the project while simuttaunsly ensuring profits for each party involvedeTiudy highlighted
the issues of risk spreading to various multiplaypts. Several studies carried out in Kenya oneptdmplementation
(Ochieng & Tubey, 2014) indicated that project fiomg plays a critical role in ensuring project lmpentation and
sustainability. They further propose that thereusth@lso be regular auditing of the project fundd eesource allocated to
projects so as to enhance efficiency and effecéisenThe studies point out that effective finanmahagement calls for

fund managers to be skilled and competent. Itésetfore evident that project financing is critieala project life cycle.
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There is however shortage in literature specificédicused on economic stimulus projects more sthédeveloping
countries such as Kenya. Furthermore, studies onaggic stimulus projects in Kenya have not exploaédhe factors

that influence effective implementation of projefrtsm the Kenyan perspective.
Influence of Management Skills on Effective Projectmplementation

Project management entails planning, organizingjvatng, and controlling resources to achieve gmegoals
of a give project. The temporary nature of projestEnds in contrast with business operations, whieh repetitive,
permanent, or semi-permanent functional activitteproduce products or services. In practice, tmagement of these
two systems is often quite different, and as swerfuires the development of distinct technical skilhd management
strategies (lvancevich et al., 2003). They furtimeted that management support for projects, oreddfr any
implementation, has long been considered of grpbritance in distinguishing between their ultimsuiecess and failure.
A study on the harmonization of decentralized depeient in Kenya, examined the effects of the emtsteof multiple
funds and the duplication of implementation jurisidins. The study established that these funds kagely deterred
citizen engagement in local governance. A simitadyg by Ochieng and Tubey (2014), argued that mamagt faces
varied challenges, some of which include: The omgion structure in managing projects, projechidfeeation criteria,
political interference and corruption. Leadership defined as ability to influence activities of eth through
communication they may be as a group or a singigopetowards achievement of specific goals or dhjes (lvancevich
et al., 2003). Kimenyi, (2005) in his study on eiffncy and efficacy of Kenya’s CDF, noted that kmlother development
funds that filter from the central government tigbuonger and more layers of administration orgams bureaucracies,
this fund goes directly to the local people. Hehlighted some characteristics that determine efficy and efficacy of
CDF among them as; citizen demand and constitueheyacteristics, size and population density asgpetsion of a

constituency and strategic choice of projects anathgrs.
Influence of Community Participation on Effective Project Implementation

Community participation is described as a sociakpss in which groups with shared needs living foextain
geographical area” actively identify needs, makeiglens, and set up mechanisms to achieve soligjoats
(Adesina, 2010). However, heterogeneous groupsratididuals can become a community and collectivake action to
attain shared and specific goals. The level of canity support determines whether a project becoas¢ablished, how
quickly and successfully it consolidates, and héowesponds and adapts to meet changing needs.elrtahtext of
development, community participation refers to amive process whereby beneficiaries influence tirectdon and
execution of development projects rather than rgereteive a share of project benefits. It is widedgognized that
participation in government schemes often meansioi@ than using the service offered or providinuuis to support the
project (Abbot, 2004). This is contrasted with stger forms of participation, involving control oveecisions, priorities,
plans, and implementation; or the spontaneous,ciediuor assisted formation of groups to achievéective goals. The
most important and complicated issue bearing omlléevel planning and development is community ipgr@tion.
Effective community participation may lead to sdcend personal empowerment, economic developmentd a
sociopolitical transformation (Kaufman & Alfonsac997). Yet there are obstacles: the power of cebuetaucracies, the
lack of local skills and organizational experiensecial divisions, and the impact of national arahs$national structures.

There is no clear-cut agreement in the literatfireoeamunity development on the nature of commupdsticipation or on
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a prescription to ensure it.
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

The study adopted a descriptive research desigmdeas et al., (2009) describes descriptive rebedgsign as a
systematic, empirical inquiring into which the rasgher does not have a direct control of independanable as their
manifestation has already occurred or becausentieréntly cannot be manipulated. The target pojpulatomprised all
130 project beneficiaries and management teamspiojéct types carried out in Olkalou ConstituerKgnya. The study
utilized simple random sampling technique whichueed that the target population was representatel@ble, flexible
and efficient. In this study an appropriate mettmdollect the primary data was a questionnairg@esurFor the purposes
of this study, quantitative data was collected gsinclosed-ended questionnaire. The primary datasearced from the
answers the participants gave during the survegga® The data collected from the questionnaires amalyzed with

Statistical Package for Social Sciences.
RESEARCH FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS

According to the findings, majority of the respontsewere male (75%) while the female were 25%. fEaeson
attributed to this may be due to the existing gemd® in employment in Kenya. Majority of the werfethe age group 46
- 55 years (45.2%) while the least age group wasden 26 — 35 years (7.2%). The study found tha8%3of the
respondents had a certificate and below qualificatFurther, only 40% had either a bachelors ortenaglegree further
indicating moderate uptake of education in theaegind thus it was generalized that most membeES#ef projects had
moderate level of educational qualifications. Imts of working experience, most of the respondéfis8%) had between
5 — 10 years working experience. Cumulatively, ntben 42% had less than 5 years of experience while27.3% had
more than 10 years working experience. In termavadreness of ESP projects, it was found that alréispondents were

aware of ESP projects in the area with majoritthefrespondents (33.3%) being aware of constructi@enschool.
Influence of Project Planning on Effective Implemetation
This section presents aspects on project planmdg#fective implementation as shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Influence of Project Planning on Effectivdmplementation

n Min Max Mean Std. Dev.

Projects are clearly planned for in ter
of scope, time and completion sched

We normally develop realistic
schedules for project implementation 84 2 5 3.52 .884
and completion

The project stakeholders also develg
realistic cost estimates with 84 1 5 3.72 .979
accompanying contingent plans

In planning for projects we often assi
and coordinate resources based on

84 2 5 4.18 732

budgets and timelines set in the proj 84 1 5 3.46 817
plan

The views of all project stakeholders

are taken into account in every step{ 84 1 5 3.27 975

project planning

Impact Factor(JCC): 1.7539 - This article can be danloaded from www.impactjournals.us




| 6 Peter Karume Mureithi, Nemwel N. Bosire & George Kaanja |

Table 1: Condt

There is always a deliberate attempt
include health and safety and
environmental management aspect i
planning for projects

The planning team ensures there arg
quality standards and indicator for 84 1 5 4.02 779
every stage of the project lifecycle

Project planning normally involves
provision of functional and technical

84 2 5 3.69 871

. 84 3 5 4.33 .649
specifications to be met for every
section of the implementation stages|
Project planning is the greatest
hindrance to implementation of CDF| 84 3 5 3.11 .819

projects

Majority of the respondents agreed that projectsevetearly planned for in terms of scope, time aathpletion
schedule (4.18), that they normally develop realisthedules for project implementation and coniie¢3.52), that the
project stakeholders also developed realistic estitmates with accompanying contingent plans (3.#3t there was
always a deliberate attempt to include health afdtg and environmental management aspect in pigniar projects
(3.69), that the planning team ensured there aaditgistandards and indicator for every stage @f phoject lifecycle
(4.02) and that project planning normally involyaavision of functional and technical specificasaio be met for every
section of the implementation stages (4.33). Tispaadents were however unsure when asked whetherdtvs of all
project stakeholders were taken into account imyestep of project planning (3.46) or whether thews of all project
stakeholders were taken into account in every gtgpoject planning (3.27) and whether project plag was the greatest
hindrance to implementation of ESP projects (3.Ah)analysis of the standard deviations showedahaesponses had a
standard deviation of <1.00 which indicated smalispersion from the mean which was interpreteché@an convergence

of responses on the particular propositions.
Influence of Project Financing on Effective Implematation

Table 2 shows the findings related to project foiag and implementation of ESP Projects. From Tabhléhe
results indicate that majority of the respondergsead that funds provided for project implementatiere adequate
(3.73), that most of the financing originates frtme government (3.75) and that there is no proppervision of funds
usage thus hindering implementation of ESP projettl). Further, the respondents disagreed tleaé tvas a deliberate
effort to enhance usage of funds in order to ent@mnoject implementation (2.32) and that funds juled were disbursed
on time to facilitate implementation of ESP proge¢l.98). However the respondents were unsure dbetcriteria
followed on the distribution of funds to facilitait@plementation of ESP projects (2.87) or whethere was a deliberate
effort to enhance usage of funds in the constityelncenhance implementation (3.09). In addition,jarity of the

respondents (3.67) agreed that financing is thatgst hindrance to project implementation.
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Table 2: Influence of Project Financing on Effectie Implementation

n | Min | Max | Mean | Std. Dev.

Financing is the greatest hindrance to
implementation of ESP projects

Funds provided are adequate to facilitate
implementation of ESP projects

Funds provided are disbursed on time to facil
implementation of ESP projects

There is no criteria followed in the distributioh
funds to facilitate the implementation of ESP | 84| 1 5 2.87 977
projects

Most of the funds for implementation of ESP
projects originate from government

There is no proper supervision of fund usage
hindering the implementation of ESP projects

There is a deliberate effort to enhance usage
funds in the constituency to enhance project | 84| 1 5 3.09 .997
implementation

Project financing is one of the important facto
influencing effective implementation of ESP | 84| 1 5 2.32 .998
projects in your constituency

84| 1 5 3.67 .981

84| 1 5 | 3.73 .963

84| 1 5 1.98 .678

84| 1 5 | 3.75 .982

84| 1 5 | 401 973

Influence of Community Participation on Effective Implementation

In this section the researcher presents variougctsptouching on community participation and effect
implementation of ESP projects in line with therdhdbjective. From the results in Table 3, it watablished that majority
of the respondents agreed that community mobibmaséind participation was a long process which irepatkegatively to
some extent the implementation process (3.87). fdspondents however disagreed that the projectelstddters
effectively involved the community in every aspe€tproject implementation as per regulations (2.1Bat there was
adequate community participation in decision makihgreby enhancing implementation of ESP proje2td2), that
community members participated in contributing @aurces whether land, electricity or water buy ttiel not involve
themselves in field activities of projects (2.48)at community members were illiterate and had kiissto facilitate
effective implementation of projects (2.16), thaere was a deliberate effort to community partitgraissues in the
constituency to enhance project implementation7(Radd that community participation was the gredtegirance to the

implementation of ESP projects (1.78).
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Table 3: Influence of Community Participation on Effective Implementation

n | Min | Max | Mean | Std. Dev.

The project stakeholders effectively involve thenoounity in
every aspect of project implementation as per edgis

Community mobilization and participation is a lomgcess
which impedes negatively to some extent the implgaton |84 | 1 5 3.87 .947
process

There is adequate community participation in decishaking
thereby enhancing implementation of ESP projects

Community members participate in contributing cfaerces
whether land, electricity or water but they do imvblve 84| 1 5 2.45 971
themselves in field activities of projects

Community members are illiterate and have no stalls
facilitate effective implementation of projects

Thereis a deliberate effort to community participatiesues it
the district to enhance project implementation

Community participation is the greatest hindramce t
implementation of ESP projects

84| 1 5 2.18 .895

84| 1 5 2.42 .962

84| 1 5 | 2.16 .633

84| 1 5 2.37 .963

84| 1 5 1.78 .844

Management Skills and Effective Implementation

In this section the researcher presents variouscésptouching on management skills and effective

implementation of ESP projects.

Table 4: Management Skills and Effective Implementaon

n | Min | Max | Mean | Std. Dev.

Project stakeholders are selected depending on thei
management skills and thus are able to effectiveptement 84| 1 5 2.09 .785
all projects undertaken

Project stakeholders depend solely on their managem
skills when implementing projects and are not iaflced by | 84| 1 5 | 4.47 .631
any outside force

Stakeholders are not adequately trained to ensieetiee
project management thereby hindering implementaifon | 84| 1 5 | 4.32 .645
ESP projects

Project stakeholders lack essential managemets skiich
would enhance implementation

Decision making in project implementation is indhas
thereby enhancing implementation of ESP projects

Communication channels between various stakeholters
open thereby enhancing implementation of ESP pi®jec

Stakeholders morale is high thereby enhancing
implementation of ESP projects

There is a deliberate effort to improve managerssuies to
enhance project implementation

Management is the greatest hindrance to implenientat
ESP projects

84| 1 5 3.17 .976

84| 1 5 | 3.46 991

84| 1 5 2.85 973

84| 1 5 231 .832

84| 1 5 2.12 .753

84| 1 5 3.87 .954

The results in Table 4 indicate that most of thepomdents agreed that majority of the stakeholderg not
adequately trained to ensure effective project mameent thereby hindering implementation of ESPqmtsj (4.32), that
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project stakeholders depend solely on their managéskills when implementing projects and are nfiluenced by any
outside force (4.47) and that decision making irojgmt implementation was inclusive thereby enhamcthe
implementation process (3.46). The respondents rgiyedisagreed when asked whether project stakiehnsl were
selected depending on their management skills sl are able to effectively implement all projestsiertaken (2.09),
whether stakeholder's morale was high thereby ecihgnproject implementation (2.32) and whether ¢heras a
deliberate effort to improve management issues risleroto enhance project implementation (2.12). Heawe the
respondents were unsure whether communication efmitretween various stakeholders were open thezahgncing
implementation of ESP projects (2.85) or whethenjgmt stakeholders lack essential management skilish would
enhance implementation (3.17). The respondents Vwwagreed that management was the greatest howditanthe
implementation of ESP projects (3.87).

Effective Implementation of Economic Stimulus Projets

In this section the researcher presents variouscéspouching on measurement of the dependentlanehich
was effective implementation of ESP projects amdfitdings are depicted in Table 5. From the figdiit was established
that majority of the respondents agreed that EQffegis were implemented according to the intendeslity standards
(3.76), that ESP projects were implemented accgrttinthe set technical requirements (3.96), tha® p®jects were
implemented to user satisfaction (3.99) and thd p®jects were implemented and evaluated accotdiisgt objectives
(3.97). The respondents however disagreed that@E&§Bcts were implemented according to the setlitires (2.41) and
that ESP projects were implemented according teatis¢/budget provisions (2.17).

Table 5: Effective Implementation of CDF Projects

n | Min | Max | Mean | Std. Dev.

ESP projects are implemented according tg
set timelines

ESP projects are implemented according tg
cost/budget provisions

ESP projects are implemented according tg
intended quality standards

ESP projects are implemented according tg
set technical requirements

ESP projects are implemented to user
satisfaction

ESP projects are implemented and evaluat
according to set objectives

84| 1 5 241 .993

84| 1 5 2.17 .969

84| 1 5 | 3.76 .902

84| 1 5 3.96 .766

84| 1 5 | 3.99 .693

84| 1 5 3.97 .796

Regression Analysis

The study carried out a regression analysis tottessignificance of the influence of project plany) project

financing, management skills and community paréitign. The model summary is depicted in Table 6.

Table 6: Regression Model Summary

Model R R? Adjusted R? | Std Error of the Estimate
1 0.7993 | 0.6388 0.6194 0.3451
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The R value of 0.6388 implies that 63.88% of the vaoiasi in the effective implementation of ESP projects
be explained by the variations in independent W& This therefore means that other factors natied in this study
contribute 36.2% of effective implementation of ESR®jects. The researcher further conducted a pheltiegression

analysis and the findings of the multiple regressiwdels is depicted in Table 7.

Table 7: Multiple Regression Analysis

Model Unstan(_ja}rdized Standz_ir_dized
Coefficients Coefficients
1 B SE B t p

Constant 5.482 1.398 3.443 0.072
Project Planning 0.331 0.109 0.213 2.327 0.029
Project Financing 0.497 0.178 0.339 3.906 0.017
Community Participation 0.347 0.109 0.288 2,779 028.
Management Skills 0.299 0.115 0.203 1.718 0.045

From the multiple regression model, holding proj@tanning, project financing, management skills and
community participation constant, effective impleraion of ESP projects would increase by 5.482vds established
that a unit increase in project planning would eaas increase in effective implementation of ES#jguts by a factor of
0.331, a unit increase in project financing wouddige an increase in effective implementation of p&iects by a factor
of 0.497, a unit increase in management skills daause an increase in effective implementatioB®® projects by a
factor of 0.299 and a unit increase in communitgtipi@ation would cause an increase in effectivplamentation of ESP

projects by a factor of 0.347. The un-standardizeth coefficients in Table 7 were then used toinhitze following
model:

Y =5.482 + 0.331X+ 0.497% + 0.347X% + 0.299X

Where Y = Effective Implementation of ESP Proje&is= Project Planning, X= Project Financing,

X3 = Community Participation, X= Management Skills

Since all p-values were less than 0.05, all thé mgpotheses were rejected and the alternativeirowad to be
true. From the model it was established that @litidependent variables positively related to ¢iffedmplementation of
ESP projects and were statistically significanthegt 5% significance level. It was also establistiet project financing
had the greatest influence on effective impleménatf ESP projects while management skills hadl¢last influence on

effective implementation of ESP projects.

CONCLUSIONS

The study concluded that for effective implemeptaibf ESP projects the said projects should belglgtanned
for in terms of scope, time and completion schedtle project stakeholders should develop realggtieedules for project
implementation and completion and that project eft@kders should also developed realistic cost estisn with
accompanying contingent plans. It was concluded tivere was no proper supervision of funds usage ttindering
implementation of ESP projects. Further, for effecimplementation, the criteria followed on thetdbution of funds to
facilitate implementation of ESP projects shouldckear and that there should be a deliberate effoenhance usage of

funds in the constituency to enhance implementatamally, it was established that financing was greatest hindrance
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to project implementation. It was concluded thateicommunity mobilization and participation wasiag process which

impedes the implementation process, stakeholdest hawve effective strategies to enhance particpatrurthermore,

project implementers must therefore enhance contshpiirticipation and involvement to ensure complgtiownership

and sustenance of such ESP projects.
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