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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
1.0 BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES
This report presents the findings of a capacity needs assessment undertaken by the Institute
for Democratic Governance (IDEG), an implementing partner on the Mondelez Cocoa Life
program that seeks to create empowered and thriving cocoa communities to increase
sustainable cocoa production. IDEG is implementing the Civic Empowerment Actions project
on the Cocoa Life Programme.
This capacity needs assessment conducted from 22nd February to 3rd March, 2016 sought to
collect information from cocoa life communities and district officials on governance capacity needs
to provide a sound basis for the preparation of training modules and materials for the next round of
activity which is training of trainers workshop. The exercise therefore gauged the views of the
officials of the five (5) Cocoa Life districts on citizens’ participation in the planning and
monitoring of development processes, citizens’ commitment to the payment of taxes, the
demand and supply side of accountability, and the gender sensitiveness of the district
development plans. In order to validate the information provided by the officials of the
assemblies, focus group interviews were also used to solicit the views of citizens in 25 Cocoa
Life communities on their involvement in decision making, accountability of the district
assemblies to communities, economic governance and local development needs that must
be addressed.
At the district level, the findings of the capacity needs assessment revealed that the
management of the District Assemblies, the heads of the decentralized departments and
traditional authorities remain the key decision-makers in the five (5) Cocoa Life districts. There
is also a cordial relationship between the sub-district structures and the District Assemblies.
In addition, all the districts incorporate the needs of various communities into the development
planning, either through a direct engagement with the citizens or through the elected assembly
members.

The findings of the needs assessment at the community level ran contrary to those at the
district level. For instance, participation of community members in project planning and
budgeting as well as accountability of the district assemblies to the communities in terms of
project planning, implementation, monitoring and evaluation are very low. The corollary is that
most of the respondents in the sampled communities have limited or no knowledge on the
technicalities of public policy making at the district level. In majority of the communities
entered, there are a relatively small number of ongoing projects and a significant number of
such projects are the initiatives of the communities rather than a district assembly projects.
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Nonetheless at the community level, participation of groups such as women, youth, the elderly,
farmers etc in decision making is impressive. To the contrary, there has been no support from
any organizations to promote the participation of these groups in policy making at the district
level. Stakeholders such as NGOs and traditional authorities are key development agents in
a significant number of the communities entered. Enabling environment for private sector
participation in development is either weak or non-existing across the communities.
Participation of communities in district assembly elections is very high while there are no major
conflict situations in the communities. Generally, none the communities has undergone
governance capacity training in the areas of public deliberation, lobbying, advocacy and
dialogue, gender analysis and mainstreaming, local economic governance and leadership and
coordination amidst others. This finding perhaps explain why community members do not
participate in the district project planning and budgeting, either complete absence of or
inadequate. Key governance challenges of the districts include the excessive partisanship,
lack of funds, mainly as a result of low internally generated funds and the delayed
disbursement of the District Assemblies Common Fund and the District Development Facility.

1.1 OBJECTIVE
To empower citizens in the cocoa communities to effectively participate in local governance
processes and influence public policy outcomes, it is imperative to close the existing interface
and institutional capacity gaps in order to promote effective collaboration between state and
non-state actors for effective development. This capacity needs assessment for the Cocoa
Life project serves as a basis for follow-up capacity actions for promoting empowered and
thriving cocoa communities in Ghana.

1.2 METHODOLOGY
To achieve the aforementioned objective, the assessment employed both quantitative and
qualitative research methodology to garner data from respondents at the district and
community levels. At the district level, structured questionnaires were administered to 5
sampled district officials including the District Chief Executive (DCE), District Coordinating
Director (DCD), Planning Officer, Budget Officer, Community Development Officer. Thus, a
total of 25 district officials were interviewed across the five Cocoa Life Programme districts.
These officials were purposively sampled because their experiences and knowledge are
directly relevant to this assessment.
At the community level, given the lower levels of education of the community members, the
assessment used focus group discussion to collect data. This was the appropriate instrument
for data collection especially as the questions were asked in local language of the respondents
7

which encouraged them to provide detailed responses to the various questions. Five
communities were sampled from Sekeyere East, Juabeso and Ahafo Ano North districts. Four
communities were sampled from the Awutu Senya district while six communities were sampled
from the Bia West District. The variance in the sampling is because of the differences in the
total number of communities under the project. Thus a total of 25 communities were sampled
which is approximately one fifth of the total of 121 communities under the Cocoa Life
programme. Given the larger numbers of the communities, convenience sampling was used
to select the 5 communities in the districts.
The assessment used thematic analytical technique to analyse the data. The assessment
used the framework approach to arrange the data into themes for analysis. The framework
approach is “matrix based method for ordering and synthesising data.”1 The approach displays
the various themes, sub-themes, the cases (responses) in a matrix form and therefore
provides a basis for data analysis.
Table 1: Survey Tools
Stakeholder category

Type of tools

1

Citizen groups

focus group discussions (structured
questionnaire

3

District Assembly Officials/EC/LCSOs

Structured questionnaire

Table 2: Sample Size by Target Population
No.

Population

Population

Total sample size per
beneficiary category

1
2
4

District Assembly Officials
Citizens
District Electoral Commissioners

Not Known
Not known
5

23
270
3

1.3 DATA ANALYSIS
The analysis of data was informed by the demands of the specific needs assessment
questions. Data was organized using descriptive statistics including, tables and figures to
analyse trends, within and between the various groups interviewed. The team organized the
information obtained through qualitative means by looking for shared and divergent opinions

Ritchie, J., Spencer, L., and O’Connor, W. (2003).Carrying out Qualitative Analysis.in J.
Ritchie and J. Lewis (eds), Qualitative Research Practice: A guide for Social Science Students
and Researchers. London: Sage
1
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within each group. The results from the different sub-groups were compared to identify any
convergence as well as divergence.

SECTION ONE
FINDINGS FROM THE INTERVIEWS WITH THE DISTRICT OFFICIALS
Introduction
This section of the report presents the highlights of the structured interviews involving the
district officials and representatives of the local NGOs in the five (5) Cocoa Life districts. It
focuses on respondents’ rating of the main decision-makers of the districts, citizens’
participation in the planning and monitoring of development process, the demand and supply
side of accountability, and citizens’ commitment to the payment of revenues, among others.

The Main Decision Makers in the Districts
One important objective of the Cocoa Life project is to develop collaborative relations in
support of the process of poverty reduction and sustainable livelihoods in cocoa growing
communities. The achievement of this objective, to a large extent, is dependent on the support
of the key decision makers who are at the forefront of the development agenda in these
districts. Box 1 shows the rating of the main decisions makers in the five (5) district assemblies
by the respondents.
.
Box 1: Main Decision Makers in the Cocoa Life Districts
-

Management of the Districts (DCE, DCD, PM, etc.)
Heads of decentralized departments
Traditional Authorities
Unit Committees
Opinion leaders (influential people in the community whose views matter)
District Security Councils
NGOs/CSOs
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Relationship between Unit Committees and the District Assemblies
The sub-district structures play a critical role in citizens’ education, revenue mobilization and
community organization for development.2 The cooperation of the sub-structures with the
District Assemblies is therefore vital in ensuring effective development.
In all, 86% (19 out of 22) of the officials of the Cocoa Life Districts rated the relationship
between the District Assemblies and the Unit Committees as cordial, which is healthy for good
local development.

Citizens’ Participation in Development Planning and Monitoring in the Districts
Citizens’ participation in the development planning process at the local level is essential for
evidenced-based decision-making and effective public service delivery. All respondents
acknowledged that citizens’ input in the decision-making and development planning processes
is important because ‘development should be demand driven’ in order to reflect the aspirations
of the people. They also indicated that community inputs are received and incorporated into
the preparation of the District Medium Term Development Plans (DMTDPs) by the District
Planning and Coordinating Unit (DPCU) which collects community needs during community
needs assessment which are incorporated into the DMTDP of the Assembly. Some
respondents indicated that the District Assembly sometimes receive development needs
through the Assembly Members during budget hearings. Beyond this, citizens do not play any
direct role in the planning process.

Officials of the Assemblies mentioned the sensitization of citizens on development issues,
public hearings, assembly meetings, meetings citizens groups, churches and mosques as
some of the avenues for promoting citizens’ participation.
In all, only 45% of the district officials sampled indicated a strong citizens’ involvement in the
development planning process, while 50% and 9% rated citizens’ involvement in the planning
process as fair and poor respectively. On the other hand, 40% of the representatives of
community based groups or LNGOs rated citizens’ participation in the development planning
only as fair, while a strong 55% indicated citizens were inactive in the planning process.
Figure 1: Rating of citizens’ participation in the development and planning

2

Ahwoi, Kwamena: ‘Challenges Facing Local Governments in Africa in the 21 Century’, in ‘Local Government
Perspective’ – Published by the Municipal Development Programme, 2000
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In the Bia District, citizens’ participation is hindered by high illiteracy rate which contributes to
the lack of understanding for development issues. However, the Queen Mother is said to be
very active and often goes on local FM stations (Winners’ 104.9 FM and Vision 102.7 FM
stations) to voice her views on development projects.
Citizens’ participation in the Awutu Senya District Assembly (ASDA) remains generally weak
as well.
In the Juabeso District, community action plans (CAPs) are said to be developed for citizens
by the assemblymen though the youth sometimes comment on issues on radio platforms.
Generally, citizens are said to hold the view that the ‘central government decides development
for them’. They are only interested in election related activities.

Citizens’ Participation in the Monitoring of Development Projects
As direct consequence, there is a low citizens’ participation in monitoring of development
projects in all the districts. In the views of the officials of the district assemblies, some
communities are more interested in the completed projects while, others cited the high
illiteracy rate in the districts for the low participation in the development process. They
however, noted that citizens indirectly participate in the monitoring of development through:
the Traditional Authorities and their elected Assembly Members and the Area Council
chairmen join officials of the District Assemblies on monitoring visits and are supposed to
provide feedback to the communities.
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Figure 2: Views on Citizens’ Monitoring of Development Projects
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In the Bia District, citizens are not involved in the monitoring of development projects, safe the
Assemblymen and the Area Council chairmen who are the representatives of the people.
In the Awutu District, citizens are said to be aware that the projects belong to them. According
to the DCE, a citizen called to inform the Assembly of encroachment on the proposed land
given by the nananom for a project.
In the Sekyere East District, citizens’ participation in the monitoring of development projects
is only said to be fair. In the Awutu District, respondents (officials of the assembly) rated
citizen’s participation in the monitoring of development projects as fair, though the LNGO saw
it as poor.

Women Participation in Decision Making
One of the objectives of the project is to promote gender equality in decision making processes at
the local level through the mainstreaming of gender in all participation and public accountability
processes. The needs assessment therefore gauged the views of respondents on women’s
participation in governance in the Cocoa Life districts. Findings reveal that, while there is no direct
participation of ordinary women in the decision-making process, their participation is generally rated
as fair as depicted in the Figure 3.
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Figure 3: Views on Women Participation in Local Governance
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Box 2: Factors that affect women’s participation in local governance
-

women are concerned about bread and butter issues
women are saddled with domestic chores and care for the family
low level education affects women’s ability to participate in local governance
cultural barriers affect their participation (‘men want to see their women always at home’
the perception that that the officials of the Assembly work for the central government (Aban
nkrofow) due to excessive partisanship

Women’s involvement in the local governance process is generally low in the Bia District due
to their ‘concerns for the upkeep of the family’ (bread and butter issues). Only the female
members of the traditional council (queen mothers) are ‘often heard on radio with comments
on developmental issues’.
In Juaboso, Sekyere East and Awutu Districts, women’s participation is rated fairly high
because of the active involvement of queen mothers who are the representatives of the
women in the districts.
In the Awutu District, most of the departmental heads such as the district engineers, planning,
agriculture, health officers and human resource are all women. The queen mother in the
district actively participates in the affairs of the District, though respondents mentioned cultural
barriers as the main hindrance to women participation.

Youth Participation in Local Governance
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Though the youth are said to be very active in the electioneering activities, the same cannot
be said of their involvement in the affairs of the districts. Box 3 provides the factors that hinder
youth participation.

Box 3: Reasons for low participation of the youth in local governance:
-

lack of ‘a medium or a platform to promote citizens’ participation’

-

the lack of quality education to participate effectively,

-

the lack of interest in community issues.

Figure 4: Youth Participation in Governance
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In the Bia District, ‘the youth are only heard on radio’ airing their views on diverse issues. They
are also ‘able to vent their anger about development through demonstration’.
In the Juaboso District, the main reasons adduced for the low participation of the youth in
affairs of the district include, the low level of education, the lack of ‘a medium to promote
participation’, and their engagement in galamsey activities.
In the Sekyere East District, the youth are said to lack confidence to effectively participate and
the belief that they cannot influence the decisions of the Assembly though they are properly
organized during elections. For instance, they showed a lot of interest in the 2015 District
Level Elections (DLE).
In the Awutu Senya District, the participation of the youth is said to be high in the communities
and most of the Assembly members are youth. However, a major impediment to youth
involvement in decision making is the lack of a platform for this end.

Citizens’ Commitment to the payment of taxes
Only about 5% of all assembly officials sampled rated citizens’ commitment to the payment
of taxes as good, while 55% and 36% rated it as fair and poor respectively. However, 60% of
the representatives of the LNGOs rated it as fairly good while 40% indicated it was poor.
Figure 5: Views on Citizens’ Commitment to the Payment of Taxes
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In the Bia and the Juaboso Districts, the lack of citizens’ commitment to the payment of taxes
is due to the belief that, ‘taxes are not accounted for or revenues collected have not necessarily
translated into tangible development based in the lack of market facilities and poor educational
infrastructure. The Assembly also recognizes that there is a general lack of education on the
tolls while a few pay willingly.
In the Juaboso District, citizens are not committed to paying revenue or tolls to the Assembly
due to their ‘mistrust for the officials of the Assembly’. In addition, political interference in
revenue mobilization as evidenced in how some revenue collection strategies are not
accepted due to political reasons. In some instances, the Assembly is unable to collect
revenue in some areas because the potential payers ‘’the ruling party’’.
In the Awutu District, the problem is blamed on lack of knowledge on the various forms of
taxes because community sensitization on tax payment is poor.
In the Sekyere East District, some citizens are said to be willing to pay, others are not because
‘they do not know how the revenue is utilized’. However, the big tax payers such as the
financial institutions and telecommunication companies cannot avoid but pay, though the small
kiosks, the drinking bars and property owners hardly pay the rates.

Citizens’ Demand for Accountability
The study further elicited information on citizens’ demand for accountability from the District
Assemblies. All the officials of the Assemblies mentioned the following as the mechanisms
that promote citizens participation. They include the district budget hearing process where the
departments such F&A subcommittees meet to defend their budgets, the budget approval
process, fee fixing resolutions forum, complaints unit in the DA where grievances are
15

channelled, the annual town hall meetings, durbars, platforms mounting by the EC when the
aspirants in the District Level Elections share their vision with the constituents.
They further citied the ‘lack of adequate opportunity to supply full accountability to citizens’ but
take advantage of radio platforms to provide information to citizens on development issues.
The local LNGOs also affirmed the lack of avenues or platforms for citizens’ demand for
accountability as a challenge. To the officials of the Assembly, however, the key stakeholders
of the Assemblies (chiefs, assembly members, etc.) are able to demand for accountability on
behalf of the people.
Respondents however gave the following rating of citizens’ demand for accountability:
only 4% of the District Assembly officials sampled rated citizens’ demand for accountability as
good, 50% of the assembly officials rated it as fair, while 18% indicated it was poor. 60% of
LNGOs rated citizens’ demand for accountability as fair, while 40% estimated it as poor.

Figure 6: Citizens’ demand for accountability
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In the Bia District, citizens’ demand for accountability is also low because, they do not know
what ‘the D.A is doing for them’ though a few literate citizens are able to ‘demand
accountability and seek to know why they do not get projects in their communities’.
In the Juaboso District, citizens’ rating for demand for accountability is fair based on the fact
that elected Assembly Members participate in the G.A meetings on behalf citizens.
Representatives ‘have the capacity to understand issues based on which to demand
accountability’. However, while some citizens are able to ‘call into radio programs to air their
views on development projects’. The LNGO indicated that, the greatest impediment to citizens’
demand for accountability is the lack of adequate provision of information on projects such as
project costs is not readily available to inform citizens’ demand for accountable governance.
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In the Awutu and the Sekyere East Districts, citizens’ demand for accountability is affected by
their lack of knowledge of accountability processes. Officials of the Assembly mentioned that
elected members and the members of the Traditional Council as important stakeholders who
are able to demand accountability on behalf of the people. However, the LNGO indicated that
the lack of accurate information for informed decision is often lacking and not forth coming.

District Assemblies’ Supply of Accountably
The capacity needs assessment also sought information from district assembly officials and
representatives of LNGOs on the district assemblies’ supply accountability to citizens who are
the beneficiaries of public services. Eighty per cent of the officials sampled indicated that there are
strategies in place to promote accountability. These include, laws on Financial Management
such as the Public Procurement Act, 2003 (Act 663), the Internal Audit Act, 2003 (Act 658),
the financial Administration Act, 2003 (Act 654) as amended as well as the warrant system.
Findings revealed that, 45% of assembly officials rated the district assemblies’ supply of
accountability as good, while 45% also rated it as fair. However, 60% of representatives of
LNGOs rated as only fair, while 40% rated it as poor.
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Figure 7: Assemblies’ Supply of Accountability
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Though the district Assemblies mentioned the organization of joint monitoring visits to project
sites with the representatives of the people (elected assemblymen), the provision of answers
‘as and when citizens demand’, the representatives of the NGOs considered the lack of
adequate information to citizens, a major obstacle to accountable local governance.
In the Bia District, findings suggest a poor rating for the District Assembly’s supply of
accountability largely because the Assembly ‘supplies answers only when citizens demand for
explanation’ because the Assembly does not have the opportunity to supply full accountability.
In the Juaboso District Assembly, 60% of the respondents rated the district assembly’s supply
of accountability as good because, the DA through the DCE recently answered a questions
posed by citizens on why a contractor had not moved to site in respect of a sports complex on
radio. The LNGOs however, held the view that DA holds back information from the people and
there are no conscious efforts to provide accounts.

In the Awutu Senya District, the respondents believe accountability is provided through the
elected members of the Assembly, and also on demand and supply basis. “…if they demand
answers, the Assembly supplies them”. The representatives of the assembly also go to the
local FM station (Enyidado FM 98.7) to educate the people on its work. In the independent
view of the LNGO however, there are no avenues or platforms for accountability.
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Gender Sensitiveness of the District Medium Term Development Plan
Assessing how budgets respond to the needs of women, men and PWDs adequately is major
a focus of all poverty reduction strategies.3 The Ghana Shared Growth Development Agenda
II, for instance, seeks to integrate gender into government policy and planning systems at all
levels.4 However, findings revealed that none of the Cocoa Life Districts has any unique or
separate intervention targeted at a specific segment of the population.

In all the Cocoa Life districts, PWDs have access to the 2% share of the DACF and are able
to “input into the planning and the budgeting process during needs assessment”. Women
groups and queen mothers are invited for fee-fixing resolutions in the assemblies. They also
benefit from training on livelihood activities such as piggery, grass cutter rearing, soap and tie
and dye making, mushrooms and tilapia farming, and palm oil extraction under the Business
Advisory Centre which is funded by the Rural Enterprise Project (REP) for which the
Assemblies provides the start-up for training. Needs of children such as education and health
care delivery are said to be catered for in the district planning and budgeting processes as
evidenced in the provision of general school and health infrastructure such as CHPS. The
government, through the district, also supplies teaching and learning materials to the schools
every year.

In respect of employment opportunities, all the districts mentioned the activation of the
recruitment process for the youth employment under the Youth Employment Agency (YEA).
Various categories of youth would be recruited under 13 modules, including youth in policing,
health, fire, sanitation, agriculture and sanitation with supports from through Rural Technology
Facility (RTF) and with the support of YEA and BAC is transfer technology to the AC in agro
processing and packaging and handiworks for health, education, for instance.

Government of Ghana: NDPC, ‘Ghana Shared Growth and Development Agenda (GSGDA) II, 20142017, ’December, 2014), p.153.
4
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Table 3: Governance Challenges According in Districts

The Main Governance Challenges According in District

High illiteracy rate,
especially in the
interior
Lack of
participation
because the
electoral areas are
far apart
Excessive partisan
politics heightened
by the position of
the appointed DCE
Lack of
communication
from the D.A

Juaboso

Sekyere East

Lack of adequate
citizens’
knowledge and
interest on
governance
issues

Politicization of
development issues

High level of human
trafficking

Land litigation by
chiefs and
community members

Lack of community library

Lack of citizens
commitment for
development
issues
Excessive
partisanship
affects decisionmaking
Low capacity of
citizens and
Assembly
officials/
members for
effective
participation and
collaboration
Lack of avenues
for citizens’
participation in
decision-making

High rate of
illiteracy
Non-payment of
revenue
Delayed release of
the DACF&DDF
Lack of supervision
of government
projects
Lack of cooperation
from the Traditional
Authorities with the
Assembly. eg. there
is disagreement over
baseline map for the
District

Awutu

Inadequate health care
facilities
Lack of school feeding
program
Political interference
Lack of offices for the
departments of the
Assembly;
Lack of funds for
monitoring
Lack of logistics such as
computers, vehicles,
motorbikes;
Lack of interest in public
issues. Citizens look on
unconcerned,

20

Table 4: Main Developmental Challenges of the Districts

Main Developmental Challenges of the Districts
Bia
Lack of funds for
development due to
low IGF

Juaboso

Sekyere East

Poor road and school
infrastructure

Lack of adequate
educational,
sanitation and health
infrastructure

Poor health service
Irregular
flow
of delivery
central
government
funds such as the Lack of good drinking
DACF and DDF
water which is
aggravated water
Poor
road pollution from
infrastructure which galamsey activities
affects
economic
activities of the people Poor spatial planning
Lack of employment Delayed released of
avenues
DACF which affect
development
Health or respiratory
challenges due to the Poor Road network
dusty nature of the
roads
Lack of adequate
educational health
Erratic
power/ facilities
electricity
supply
affects
economic
activities
and
productivity in the
government
bureaucracy
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Awutu
Inadequate
funds/funding for
development

Inaccessible health
facilities

Low IGF which
affects
development

Lack of access roads
to rural areas
communities

Delayed
disbursement of
the DACF & DDF

High rate of poverty

lack of potable
water

Poor roads, toilet,
water
Erratic power supply
Poor
telecommunication
infrastructure
High illiteracy rates
Inadequate logistics,
eg. vehicles

Poor sanitation
facilities,

Table 5: Main Strengths of the districts

Main Strengths of the districts
Bia

Juaboso

Sekyere East

Good arable/fertile
land that supports
timber and cocoa
and other forest
resources

The land supports
the production of
cash crops such as
cocoa

Good arable land for
oil palm farming

Effective human
resource such as
the assembly staff
Peaceful
coexistence
District assembly
has the full
complement of all
the department
and units

Committed staff of
the Assembly
Always among the
best two cocoa
farming districts in
Ghana

Oil palm factory in
Asokore,
Has plantain,
cassava, banana,
vegetable, cocoa
which is the main
source of income for
farmers

Awutu
Good educational
facilities eg. Senya,
Obrakyere, Bodwase,
and Bonkyaase SHS
Proximity to Accra
Good arable land good
for farming;
Tourist potentials
Human resource and
cassava and cocoa;

Proximity to Kumasi
good educational
infrastructure

The Casoa Interchange
will see more of people
settle in the District
Good vegetation that is
suitable for farming,
stone quarry
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SECTION TWO
FINDINGS FROM THE FOCUSED GROUP DISCUSSIONS IN THE FIVE DISTRICTS

Introduction
This section of the report provides a synthesis of the findings of the focus group interviews
conducted in 25 communities in the five (5) project districts. The finding-specific of the various
districts are presented under nine (9) thematic areas which are:
Participation in Decision Making at the District and Community Level; Accountability of District
Assemblies to Communities; Assessment of Development at the District/Community Level;
Promoting Participation of Marginalised Groups in Local Governance; Mapping of Civil Society
Organizations (CSOs); Economic Governance; Participation in District Elections and Security;
Assessing Capacity Needs of Citizens; and Major Problems of Local Development that Need
to be Addressed.
BIA WEST DISTRICT
Participation in decision making at the district and community level
Six communities were interviewed through focus group discussions. These are Nkrabea,
Debiso, Essam, Kwamebikrom, Otengkrom and Asuapiri. The participation of these
communities in decision making at the district level is not encouraging. Of all the six
communities, only Essam community has ever participated in decision making at the district
level. Although Essam and Debiso are the twin district capitals of the Bia West District, the
District Assembly is located in Essam. This, perhaps, explains why Essam is the only
community that has ever participated in decision making at the district level. At the community
level, decision making concerning projects are open to citizens in only Nkrabea and Essam.
Generally, the participation of groups such as Women, Physically Challenged, Youths, Aged,
Petty traders, fishmongers, farmers, artisans, credit union, are encouraging in the district.
Participation of women in decision making is high in all but one community, Essam. The level
of participation by the physically challenged is equally impressive. Three communities –
Debiso, Otengkrom and Essam – responded that the physically challenged highly participate
in decision making. In Asuopiri, the Physically challenged moderately participate in decision
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making while the rate is low in Kwamebikrom. Regarding the participation of youth, the elderly,
artisans and farmers in decision making, the rates are high in all six communities. Participation
of Petty Traders is also high in 5 communities with Debiso as the exception. The rates of
participation of credit unions are generally low in all communities.
Currently, there are organized groups in five of the communities: Debiso, Kwamebikrom,
Nkrabea, Otengkrom and Asuapiri. The organized groups in these communities include
Mondelez International Cocoa Life Farmer’s Union, CRIMA, Youth and Cocoa Production and
fan clubs.
Accountability of District Assemblies to Communities
There is no accountability – in terms of project planning, implementation, monitoring and
evaluation – of the District Assembly to the communities interviewed. All the communities have
no access to information on action plans, project document, project budget, project audit
report, and project bidding processes. The participation and involvement of community
members in project implementation is directly linked to timely release of information on the
kinds of projects to be executed in the communities.
On the issue of how to engage the DA, the communities identified Assembly members, opinion
leaders and traditional leaders as the key medium of engagement with the DA. Quarterly forum
between the district and the communities was mentioned as another important medium of
engagement with the DA. Open fora at the district level and Unit Committees are development
structures at the district.
Assessment of Development at the District/Community Level
On-going development projects in four of the six communities include electricity extension,
borehole project, road construction, construction of six unit classroom block, district assembly
block and community centre.

All these project address the respective needs of the

communities. Nonetheless, establishment of district courts and construction of Police
bungalows were identified as more pressing than road construction in Debiso. In Asuopiri and
Otengkrom, however, there are no on-going projects.
Different stakeholders promote development in different communities. For instance, in
Nkrabea, Kwamebikrom, Debiso, and Otengkrom, Assembly members, NGOs, like Cocoalife
and Crima are important development agents. In Debiso and Kwamebikrom, apart from NGOs
and Assembly members, traditional authorities also promote development. In Asuopiri, the
District Coordinating Director (DCD), NGOs and Traditional Authorities were mentioned as the
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primary development agents. In Essam, the DCD, Member of Parliament (MP) and NGOs play
pivotal role in the promotion of development.
Promoting Participation of Marginalised Groups in Local Governance
No organizations endeavour to promote the participation of marginalized groups, such as
women, physically challenged, the aged, and farmers, etc, in decision making at the district
level. Nonetheless, some organizations are responsive in providing support to marginalised
groups in the communities. The DA, NGOs and Faith Based Organizations (FBO) respond to
the needs of marginalised groups in communities such as Asuopiri, Debiso and Essam. In
Kwamebikrom, only the DA and FBOs support marginalised groups while marginalised groups
in Nkrabea have had no support from any organization.

Mapping of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs)
There are no Civil Society Organizations in five of the communities. In Kwamebikrom,
however, there are several CSOs namely Apataase, Miami, and Parliament
Economic Governance
Planning and budgeting
Majority of the communities interviewed have never participated in the district planning and
budgeting preparation. These communities are Asuopiri, Kwamebikrom, Otengkrom and
Essam. Two communities, Nkrabea and Debiso, have ever participated in the preparation of
district plan and budget. While Debiso community perceives the process of district planning
and budgeting as a technical exercise, Nkrabea community sees the process as not
cumbersome. On the participation in public hearing of the district medium term development
plan, two communities, Debiso and Essam, responded affirmatively while the responses of
the remaining four were in the negative. Lack of citizens’ access to information, and opposition
of key district officials, such as the DCE, to divergent opinions are common challenges to
citizens’ participation in district planning and budgeting.
Revenue Mobilization
The knowledge of the communities on revenue mobilization channels in the district is generally
impressive. Income tax was recurring revenue mobilization channel in the six communities.
However, other sources of revenue mobilization in the district include fines, property rates,
taxation, prayer camp tax amid others. The level of efficiency of these channels of revenue
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mobilization differs from community to community. In Kwamebikrom and Debiso, these
channels of revenue mobilization are very efficient while they are not efficient in Essam. In
Nkrabea and Asuopiri, however, they are moderately efficient. Citizens are not consulted in
all the communities with regard to fee fixing resolutions

Enabling Environment for Private Sector Participation
There are no investment opportunities in four of the communities. However, key investment
opportunities in Kwamebikrom and Debiso are trading and establishment of private schools.
All the communities responded that there are currently no enabling policies in the DA for the
private sector to contribute to development and create economic opportunities. Furthermore,
there are employment opportunities in only one of the communities, Essam, yet these
opportunities are highly politicised. There are also no special programmes to improve the living
conditions of vulnerable groups in the communities. Micro credit schemes are established only
in three communities. The schemes are Abrabopa and Asomdoe investment in Kwamebikrom
and Kaseman Rural Bank, GN Bank, Midland, HFC and Adapomaa micro-credit in Essam and
Debiso. Where are micro credit schemes, there are no community knowledge on the extent to
which the DA support these schemes.
Participation in District Elections and Security
All focus groups interviewed in all the communities voted in the last three district assembly
elections. All but one community, Essam, would like to vote in the next district assembly
elections. The dysfunctional nature of the Assembly Man and the Unit Committee members
explain the apathy of Essam towards any future district assembly elections.
Debiso is the only community where there have been major conflict situation. This was
chieftaincy dispute on land between the Chief of Debiso and the paramount chief of Sefwi
Wiaso. All but one community, Asu0piri, asserted that the communities are safe while there
are no potential conflict situations in the six communities.
Assessing Capacity Needs of Citizens
No capacity training has been conducted in two communities: Nkrabea and Asuopiri.
Traditional authorities, Care International and Mondelez International have provided training
on advocacy, team building dyanmics, and leadership and coordination in Kwamebikrom,
Debiso and Otengkrom. Capacity training need for the facilitation of the work of the

26

communities identified include training on best cocoa farming practices, business and
investment training and additional livelihood training.

Main problems of local development
The main problems of local development that need to be addressed were common across the
communities and covered a range of issues including bad roads, inadequate water, toilet and
market facilities, cocoa input, electricity extension, dilapidated or no school buildings and
teachers’ bungalow and armed robbery, especially in Debiso, among others. All the
communities stressed on unity, community levy and communal level as important variables
required to address some the challenges outlined. The efficient and effective use of Internally
Generated Funds (IGF) and Common Funds plus the support of NGOs were equally
mentioned as channels of addressing the challenges mentioned above.

JUABESO DISTRICT
Participation in decision making at the district and community level
The focus group interview was conducted in five (5) communities in the Juabeso District
namely: Mantukwa, Komeama, Mafia, Adwumamu and Danyame. While three communities,
Danyame, Mantukwa, and Mafia, have ever participated in the planning of projects in the
district, reflective in contribution to debates on projects such as schools and water facilities,
the rest of the communities interviewed have yet to have such an experience. At the
community level, decision making concerning community projects is opened to citizens’
participation in four communities: Danyame, Mantukwa, Komeamaa and Adwumamu. But in
the remaining two communities, such community project decisions are taken by a chosen few,
often the advantaged, in society such as the chiefs, elders and opinion leaders.
The participation in decision making of groups such as women, the physically challenged,
youths, elderly, farmers, artisans, and fishmongers are high in all the communities. However
physically challenged are present only in Komeama; credit unions are only found in Mafia,
Komeama and Adwumamu while fishmongers operate in only Komeama and Mafia.
The organized groups available in the communities include Mondelez International Cocoa Life
Farmers’ union, Rain Forest Alliance and Crima.
Accountability of District Assemblies to the communities
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Accountability of the District Assemblies, with regard to project planning, implementation,
monitoring and evaluation, to the communities is non-existing. Neither do the communities
have access to information on project document, budget, audit report, action plans and project
or contract bidding. Like the Bia West District, the communities in the Juabeso District consider
prior access to project document as sine qua non for community participation and involvement
in project implementation. Engagement with the District Assembly is best done through the
Assembly members and special delegation to the District Assembly from the communities on
regular basis. Unit Committees, revenue collection, Common Fund were mentioned as the
forms of structures for development in the District Assembly
Assessment of Development at the District/Community Level
All the communities have on-going projects with the exception of Danyame community. These
on-going projects range from water projects, school projects, community centre projects to
CHP compounds and meet the needs of the communities.
Different stakeholders promote development in the different communities interviewed under
this district. The District Chief Executive (DCE), DCD and traditional authorities are important
development agents in Danyame community whereas only NGOs and Traditional Authorities
(TAs) promote development in Mantukwa and Mafia communities. In Komeama community,
the DCD, NGOs, TA and MP are identified to be critical in development promotion while the
Assembly man, NGO and Traditional Authorities promote the development of Adwumamu
community
Promoting Participation of Marginalised Groups in Local Governance
Marginalized groups, such as women, the aged, physically challenged etc, in the all the
communities do not have any support from any organizations to participate in decision making
at the district level. Nonetheless, several organizations are responsive in providing support to
marginalised groups in the communities. For instance, Mondelez International was mentioned
as the only organization that seeks to provide support to marginalized groups like women in
communities such as Danyame, Mantukwa, Komeamaa, and Adwumamu. In Mafia, however,
the District Assemby, Individuals and Faith Based Organizations respond to the needs of
marginalised groups

28

Mapping of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs)
There are no CSOs in all the five (5) communities interviewed
Economic Governance
Planning and Budgeting
Out of the five (5) communities interviewed, only one, Danyame, has ever participated in the
preparation of the district planning and budgeting. However, all the communities have never
participated in the public hearing of the district medium term development plan (MDTP). Lack
of access of information on planning and budgeting is the major challenge to citizen’s
participation in the planning and budgeting of the district. The communities also have no
knowledge on whether or not the planning and budgeting processes at the district is a technical
exercise to do and the level of satisfaction of communities with the budgeting and planning
processes is very low.
Revenue Mobilization
Revenue mobilization channels that are commonplace in the district include: IGF, royalties,
fines, and common fund. While some, such as Danyame and Mantukwa consider these
channels of revenue mobilization as not efficient, the majority of the communities including
Komeama, Adwumamu and Mafia perceive these channels to be very effective. Only one
community, Danyame, has ever made contribution to fee fixing resolution through its Assembly
Man. For the rest of the communities there are no consultations by the district assembly during
fee fixing resolution

Enabling Environment for Private Sector Participation
While there are no investment opportunities in three of the communities namely: Danyame,
Mantukwa and Komeamaa, there are some investment opportunities in the remaining two
communities – Mafia and Adwumamu. Such investment opportunities in the these
communities include, among other things, trading, fishmonging, farming, and other business
in transportation and education. The District Assembly provides support for private individuals,
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companies and NGOs to contribute to economic potentials through the Business Advisory
Committee and Rural Enterprise. There are no employment opportunities in the communities
although most of the interviewees are also farmers. Neither are there any special programmes
to improve the living conditions of the vulnerable groups in the communities. Micro credit
schemes such as Westland Microfinance, Nanaboadu Sikapa exist only in one of the 5
communities interviewed, Mafia community. But the District Assembly does not support the
operations of the these schemes.
Participation in District Elections and Security
All the five (5) communities voted in the last three District Assembly elections. But only
Danyame community showed no interest in the next District Assembly elections. The relatively
long distance that citizens of this community have to cover to vote in other communities is the
rationale behind their disinterest in any future District Assembly elections.
Major conflicts have ever occurred in two communities: Mafia and Adwumamu. In the case of
Mafia this conflict was rooted in perceptions of biases during the cocoa mass spraying
exercise. The case of Adwumamu is a chieftaincy dispute. Apart from Danyame community,
all the other communities are safe and potential conflict situations are non-existing in all the
communities
Assessing the Capacity Needs of Citizens
There has been no capacity training in Danyame. Organizations such as Rainforest Alliance
and Mondelez International and the National Commission for Civic Education have been
providing piecemeal training in public deliberation, gender analysis and mainstreaming and
team building dynamics for communities such as Mantukwa and Komeamaa and Adwumamu.
Capacity training need identified in these communities include leadership training, training on
additional livelihoods skill development, training on best cocoa farming practice, and business
training.
Main Problems of Local Development that need to be Addressed
The main problems of local development that need to be addressed ranged from Infrastructure
development projects such as CHPs compound, electricity extension, school projects, water
projects to cocoa farming needs including availability of cocoa inputs such as fungicide,
fertilizers and spraying machines. Community Levy, community cooperation, communal
labour and the representational role of Assembly members were identified as critical solutions
to some of the foregoing problems.
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AHAFO ANO NORTH DISTRICT
Participation in Decision Making at the District and Community Level
The communities interviewed during the focus group discussions include Onyinase, Amakrom,
Amadwo, Manfo and Nkyesedanho. None of these communities has ever participated in
decision making at the district. At the community level, however, decision making is open to
citizens of all communities but Manfo community. The participation of groups such as women,
the physically challenged, youths, the elderly, farmers, fishmongers, petty traders and artisans
are high in all the communities.
Organised groups in these communities include Mondelez International and Opportunity
International. While the former is present in all the communities, the latter operates in only one
community which is Onyinase community.
Accountability of District Assemblies to the communities
The District Assembly is not accountable to the communities in terms of project planning,
implementation, monitoring and evaluation. At the same time, the communities have no
access of information on project document, budget, audit report, action plans and project or
contract bidding.
Like other the two districts above, communities under this district consider access to
information on projects as a necessary precondition for community participation and
involvement in project implementation. Open fora and the representational role of the
Assembly Man were outlined as major medium of engagement with the District Assembly.
None of the communities has knowledge on the forms of development structures in the District
Assembly
Assessment of Development at the District/Community Level
Projects that are on-going include road construction in Onyinase and Amakrom. There is also
currently toilet facility projects that are ongoing in Onyinase and Manfo. Apart from the road
construction which is a government of Ghana project, the toilet project are initiatives of the
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community without any support from the District Assembly. These projects address the needs
of the communities.
NGOs and Traditional Authorities promote development in three of the communities namely:
Onyinase, Amakrom and Amadwo. The Assembly Man, NGOs and Traditional Authorities are
stakeholders considered vital development agencies in Nkyesedanho while in Mafia, the
Assembly Man is the only stakeholder that promotes development.

Promoting Participation of Marginalised Groups in Local Governance
Marginalised groups such as women, PWDs, the Aged, Youth etc are not given any support
by any organizations to enable them participate in policy making at the district level. However,
NGOs like Mondelez International are responsive to the needs of the communities interviewed,
whereas the District Assembly respond to the needs of communities such as Nkyensedaho.
Mapping of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs)
There are no Civil Society Organizations in all the five communities sampled under this district
Economic Governance
Planning and Budgeting
Apart from Nkyensedaho Community, none of the remaining communities has ever
participated in district planning and budgeting. However, three communities, Amakrom,
Amadwo and Manfo, have ever participated in the public hearing of the district medium term
development plan. Poor project planning and implementation was mentioned in Manfo
Community as the main challenge to citizens’ participation in the planning and budgeting of
the district. All the communities expressed no knowledge on whether or not preparation of
district planning and budgeting is a technical exercise and there is low level of satisfaction with
the budgeting and planning processes across the five communities.
Revenue Mobilization
Income tax, property tax and tax payment on the sale of cocoa are common channels of
revenue mobilization in the district. These channels are efficient but citizens are not consulted
by the District Assembly during fee fixing resolutions.
Enabling Environment for private sector participation
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Investment opportunities in the communities can be found in the areas of trading and other
farming activities such as rice farming and vegetable farming. These opportunities are
however limited to three (Onyinase, Nkyensedaho and Manfo) of the five communities
interviewed. There no policies in the District Assembly to enable private individuals,
companies etc contribute to economic opportunities in the district. Employment opportunities
exist in the areas of rice and maize farming in Amadwo and Amakrom communities
respectively. The Livelihood Empowerment Against Poverty (LEAP) is the only special
programme functioning only in Nkyensedaho community to improve the living conditions of
vulnerable groups. No micro credit schemes exist in the sampled communities.
Participation in District Elections and Security
All the groups interviewed voted during the last three district assembly elections. Nonetheless
two of the communities, Onyinase and Nkyensedaho, will not participate in any future district
assembly elections because of the absence of development projects in these communities.
No major conflicts have ever occurred in all the communities and the safety of individuals in
all the communities is secured. There exists no potential conflict situations in the communities
sampled.
Assessment of Capacity Needs of Citizens
Three communities have received no capacity training. However, while citizens of
Nkyensedaho community have had training in an array of civic empowerment activities
including public deliberation, lobbying, advocacy and dialogue, among others, citizens in
Amadwo community have only been trained in team building dynamics.
Training on best farm practices, transparency and accountability training, social audit training
on social responsibility agreement were common capacity training needs in these
communities. Cocoa inputs and logistics, borehole, road construction, business training
including customer service training are enumerated as main problems of development to be
addressed. Community cooperation, communal labour, community levy, capacity training and
support from NGOs such as Mondelez International are probable solutions to the challenges
outlined.

SEKYERE EAST DISTRICT
Participation in decision making at the district and community level
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Five communities were sampled for focus group discussions in the Sekeyere East district.
These communities are Nkwankwanua, Bouya, Tetekaaso, Senschi and Mahiniso.
Nkwankwanua and Mahiniso are the only two communities that have participated in the
planning of projects with specific emphasis on hospital, water, toilet and sanitation facilities in
the district. At the community level, decision making concerning projects are open to citizens
of all the communities with Senchi Community as the exception.
The participation of women in decision making in the communities are low in Bouya, Senchi
and Mahiniso while they are moderate in Nkwankwanua and Tetekaaso. Participation of
PWDs are similarly low in Nkwankwanua, Mahiniso Bouya and Tetekaaso but there are no
PWDs in Senchi. Youth participation in decision making at the community level are high in
Nkwankwanua but low in the rest of the communities. Participation of the elderly are high
Nkwankwanua and Tetekaaso but low in the remaining communities while the participation of
petty traders are low in all the communities. Fishmongers’ participation in decision making are
low in Senchi and Nkwankwanua but these groups are non-existing in the rest of the
communities. Farmers’ participation are high in Nkwankwanua and Tetekaaso and low in the
remaining communities. The participation of artisans are low in all the communities while the
participation of credit unions are high in Tetekaaso and low in Nkwankwanua. The remaining
communities have no credit unions.
Apart from Mondelez International farmers’ association, there are no other organized groups
in the communities interviewed.
Accountability of District Assemblies to Communities
There is no accountability of the District Assembly to the communities interviewed in project
planning, implementation, monitoring and evaluation, neither is there any access of the
communities to information on project document, project budget, project audit report, action
plans and contract bidding. Access to Information on development projects is considered vital
to community participation and involvement in project implementation.
The assembly members, traditional authorities, town hall meetings are seen by the
communities as media to engage the district assembly in local development. Planning,
budgeting, community and social welfare departments are structures in place to engage the
district assembly in development process.
Assessment of Development at the District/Community Level
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Apart from Mahiniso, there are a number of ongoing projects – such as toilet facility, nurses’
quarters, road project, school projects – in the remaining four communities. These projects
address the needs of the four communities. Stakeholders such as assembly members, NGOs,
Traditional Authorities promote development in Nkwakwanua, Senchi, and Tetekaaso. In
Mahiniso, however, traditional authorities are the only development agents while the Member
of Parliament and NGOs promote development in Bouya.

Promoting the Participation of Marginalized Groups in Local Governance
Like other districts, there are no organizations that promote the participation of marginalized
groups such as women, farmers, PWDs, etc in policy making at the district level. However,
organizations such as the district assembly provide support to marginalized groups in four of
the communities through the LEAP intervention. NGOs like Mondelez International provide
support to marginalized groups such as women, and PWDs in all the communities.
Mapping of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs)
No Civil Society Organizations were found in all the communities

Economic Governance
Planning and Budgeting
With the exception of Nkwankwanua community, all the other four communities have never
participated in the preparation of the district planning and budgeting. None of the communities
has also ever participated in the public hearing of the district medium term development plan.
Apathy on the part of communities and lack of information on district planning and budgeting
are the key challenges to citizens’ participation in the planning and budgeting of the district.
Preparation of planning and budgeting is perceived to be a technical exercise and levels of
satisfaction of communities with budgeting and planning processes are very low.
Revenue Mobilization
District Development Facility, income tax, property rate, and fines are common channels of
revenue mobilization in the district. These channels are deemed to be largely efficient.
However, citizens in all the communities are not consulted by the district assembly during fee
fixing resolutions.
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Enabling Environment
Orange, vegetable and poultry farming are critical investment opportunities in Senchi and
Bouya. Palm nut and rice farming are viable business for investment in Nkwankwanua while
investment opportunities are found in petty trading and the creation of private schools in
Tetekaaso. Nonetheless there are no policies in place in the district assembly to support
private individuals and companies boost economic opportunities. Employment opportunities
are non-existing in all the communities while LEAP is the only special programme to improve
the living conditions of vulnerable groups in the communities.
Participation in District Elections and Security
All five communities participated in the last three district elections and further expressed
interest to vote in the next district assembly elections. There have been no major conflicts in
all the communities while citizens feel safe walking around their communities. Apart from
Tetekaaso, where there is land dispute which is a potential conflict situation in the community,
there are no potential conflict situations in the rest of the communities.
Assessing Capacity Needs of Citizens
Four of the communities have received no capacity training. However Nkwankwanua is the
only community where different organizations such as NCCE, Department of Cooperatives,
MiDA and World Vision Ghana have provided capacity training in the areas of public
deliberation, leadership and coordination, and team building dynamics
Alternative livelihood training, business training, training on agronomic practices are key
capacity training needs identified in the communities. Major challenges to development that
requires urgent attention include limited water facilities, toilet, market, deplorable roads, CHPS
compound, among several other challenges. Training and citizen engagement, community
cooperation, community levy, communal labour, support from the district assembly are
possible solutions to the challenges outlined.

AWUTU-SENYA DISTRICT
Participation in decision making at the district and community level
Focus group interviews were conducted in four communities in the Awutu- Senya District
namely: Nyarkokoa, Okwampa, Mensakwa. Of the four communities, only Okwampa
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community has ever participated in planning of projects in the district. However, decision
making concerning projects in the communities are open enough to citizens in the four
communities. The participation of women, youth, the elderly, petty traders, farmers and
artisans in community decision making is high in all the communities. Women’s savings group
is the only organized groups found in Okwampa. The rest of the communities have no
organized groups.

Accountability of the District Assembly to the Communities
The district assembly is not accountable to the communities in planning, implementation,
monitoring and evaluation of projects. The communities have zero access of information to
project document, budget, audit report, action plans and contract bidding. Access to
information on projects to be executed in the communities is considered a prerequisite to
community participation and involvement in project implementation. Town hall meetings, the
role of the Assembly member and unit committees are seen as critical media of engagement
with the district assembly. Taxation is mentioned as a form of development structure in the
district assembly.
Assessment of Development at the District/Community Level
Among the four communities, there is ongoing project in only Okwampa which addresses the
needs of the citizens. Stakeholders such as NGOs, and traditional authorities promote
development in Mensakwa community. But in the rest of the three communities, there are no
such developments.
Promoting the Participation of Marginalised groups in Local Governance
No organizations have endeavoured to promote the participation of marginalized groups in
policy making at the district level. While the District Assembly, FBOs and private individuals
are responsive in providing support to the marginalised groups in Okwampa Community, there
are no organizational responsiveness to the needs of marginalized groups in the rest of the
communities.
Mapping of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs)
Among the four communities, there is Civil Society Organization in Okwampa called Wastyn
Committee. The forte of this organization is in waste management. Nonetheless, the Wastyn
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Committee has no collaboration with any organization to promote citizens’ participation in local
government issues.
Local Economic Governance
Planning and Budgeting
None of the communities has ever participated in the preparation of the district planning and
budgeting. Neither have any of the communities participated in the public hearing of the district
medium term development plan. Absence of information on district planning and budgeting is
a roadblock to citizens’ participation in the planning and budgeting of the district. There are no
perceptions on the technicality of the planning and budgeting processes in the district while
levels of satisfaction with the planning and budgeting processes are very low
Revenue Mobilization
IGFs including income tax and property rate common channels of revenue mobilization in the
district. These channels of revenue mobilization are deemed efficient. Fee fixing resolutions
are made without consultation with citizens.
Enabling Environment for Private Sector Participation
There is neither investment nor employment opportunities in the four communities. LEAP is
the only special programme to improve the living conditions of the vulnerable groups. Yet
LEAP is operational in only Okwampa community. Micro credit scheme is found in Okwampa
while they are non-existing in the rest of the communities. Nevertheless, the micro credit
scheme in Okwampa is a traditional scheme – commonly referred to in Ghana as the ‘Susu
group – which draws its members from women. But this scheme receives no support from the
district assembly to operate effectively.

Participation in District Elections and Security
All four communities voted in the last three district assembly elections and expressed interest
in wanting to vote in the next elections. There are neither any major conflict nor potential
conflict situation in the communities while citizens feel safe walking around their communities
Assessing Capacity Needs of Citizens
None of the communities has had capacity training. Capacity training needs of the
communities, however, are in the areas of training in agronomic practices and financial
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management. Schools projects, nurses’ quarters, clinics, toilet facility, portable drinking water
sources, teachers’ quarters, poor drainage systems are the main problems of local
development requiring urgent attention. Community levy, cooperation, communal labour,
capacity building on lobbying, advocacy and project management is potential solutions to
some, if not all, of the foregoing challenges.

APPENDIX A: PICTURES OF FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS
IDEG STAFF COLLECTING DATA FROM SOME COMMUNITIES UNDER THE BIA WEST
DISTRICT
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IDEG STAFF COLLECTING DATA FROM SOME COMMUNITIES UNDER THE JUABESO
DISTRICT
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IDEG STAFF COLLECTING DATA FROM SOME COMMUNITIES UNDER THE AHAFO
ANO NORTH DISTRICT
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DATA COLLECTION IN SOME COMMUNITIES UNDER THE SEKEYERE EAST DISTRICT
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DATA COLLECTION IN SOME COMMUNITIES UNDER THE UNDER AWUTU SENYA
DISTRICT
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GROUP PICTURES WITH SOME OF THE COMMUNITIES IN THE PROJECT DISTRICTS
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