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Abstract 

To achieve the transformative commitment to “Leave no one behind” of the Agenda 2030 of 

UN’s Sustainable Development implies adopting actions that recognize the importance of 

politics in development and putting inclusive power play into the development process and 

interventions. It stresses the importance of politics of self-determination in development. More 

so, the importance of agency and politics as a method for building development capacity in 

communities. This is so because, excluding political aspects from development debate would 

lead to misinterpretation of the real causes of underdevelopment. Using secondary data 

analyses, the paper has its grounds in the deep connection between development and politics, 

and in the need for practitioners to value it and reconsider it as an essential method for a 

successful project aiming at improving people’s lives. This paper argues that if the locals want 

to advocate for their needs, people need to be aware and informed of the political environment 

around them. Adopting Li’s concept of rendering technical, experts focus less on the political 

structures, they devise technical schemes in the form of technical matrixes that identify the 

problems and translate them and their solutions in the form of program designs and models 

which remain prescriptive devoid of participation by the people. But achieving social 

sustainability of projects demands citizen’s greater awareness and participation of what 

transpires in the intervention. The paper shows the importance of agency and politics as 

methods for building development capacity in the communities as well as the use of politically 

engaging methods as relevant practices towards sustainability of development interventions. 
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Introduction 

The underlying principle of Sustainable development, to “Leave no one behind” (LNOB), is a 

pivotal and transformative commitment that lies at the heart of the Agenda 2030 for Sustainable 

Development and its Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). It is an explicit commitment of 

all UN Member States to eradicate poverty in all its forms, end discrimination and exclusion, 

and reduce the inequalities and vulnerabilities that leave people behind and undermine the 

potential of individuals and of humanity as a whole. It is not only significant in terms of 

geographical base, but it also extends to intersectional and interactional aspects of development 

processes and interventions. This is so because, many of the barriers people face in accessing 

services, resources and equal opportunities in participation and ownership of development 

interventions are not simply lack of availability of resources, but rather the result of power 

dynamics emanating from ‘expertise complex’, discriminatory laws, policies and social 

practices that diminish political confidence and leave particular groups of people behind in 

climbing the development ladder.   

This article will examine the meanings and implications of political awareness and 

participation in formulation and implementation of development projects. With the research 

questions centering on the relationships between political awareness and participation towards 

social sustainability, the paper will expose possible gaps in the approach to development as 

supply-driven from a technocratic and donor-sided definition of interventions. How sustainable 

is a development intervention that is formulated without local participation and without inputs 

from the beneficiaries? What are the gaps in implementing such programs that problems were 

discovered and solutions proffered by experts with minimal contributions from the locals who 

have ‘lived-experience’ of the location? 

In addition, the paper will highlight the relationship between development and politics and 

underline the importance of politics in development. It will explore the importance of studying 

and understanding the political context of the recipient civil societies before the enactment of 

a project or a program. This is so because, it has been shown that excluding the political and 

social aspects from the development debate is likely to lead to a misinterpretation of the real 

causes of underdevelopment (Carothers, 2013, Li, 2007).  

Sequel to this, using Tania Li’s concept of rendering technical as theoretical framework, the 

paper will analyze the citizen’s participation in project cycle, to expose the defects and gaps in 

the system and the paper will suggest inclusive and socially sustainable methods which enhance 

the people’s understanding of their political and social environment, decision-making 

capabilities, and skills to implement their own development plan.  

 

Review of Relevant Literature 

This section will elucidate political awareness and political participation. It will further link the 

two concepts together in order to explain the relationship between the two concepts in 
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understanding the social, political, and cultural occurrences in a given society. With this 

understanding, we will explain the meaning of Social Sustainability which gives a voice to the 

locals in development intervention and then establish a frame of reference that explains the 

implications of active participation of the people in any development intervention or provision 

of social services to a given society. 

Political Awareness 

To explain what political awareness it, let us first explain what awareness means as a prelude 

to understanding what political awareness means. Awareness means the act of realizing and 

understanding. Awareness is the individual’s perception of him/herself and of his/her 

surrounding environment (Al Faitouri, 2020, p. 133). More so, it is the overall individual’s 

outlook, understanding, knowledge and assessment of events. It grows and develops with the 

growth and development of the individual’s life and therefore results from the various social, 

political, and cultural factors affecting the individual. By implication, the more improvement 

in the social and cultural milieu results in the higher political awareness of individual in the 

society (Abonu, Ogunlade, &Yunusa, 2013). 

Politics is about mobilizing support for, and consent to, action in the context of diverse, and 

sometimes competing interests and may involve either collaboration or competition depending 

on purpose. This involves building alignment and alliances, strategic direction, and scanning 

(Hartley et al., 2013, p.18). In this context then, political awareness is primarily a function of 

acquiring knowledge about politics (Amer 2009, p. 351). It is the responsiveness and 

knowledge of political strength in the community (Kholisoh, et al., 2019, p.131). It means 

access to political information, political participation, media exposure, interest in politics and 

education, with political information being the best indicator overall. It has also been defined 

as the interlocking set of knowledge, interest, and participation (Fiske et al. 1983).  

Political awareness then means the citizen’s knowledge of his/her political rights and duties, of 

the events and incidents happening around him/her in addition to his/her capability of wholly 

recognizing the state of affairs around him/her as a comprehensive truth whose elements are 

intertwined rather than separate incidents or distanced events (Kavita, 2017, pp 66-67).  

It is the understanding of the members of the society of their rights and responsibilities in the 

face of occurrences in the society with a view of building a just and better society to the best 

of their knowledge and capabilities at any given instance. It is one of the main pillars upon 

which the social, political, and cultural systems of any society is based such that ignoring it 

throughout the process of construction and reconstruction of the state will inevitably mean a 

baseless constructure that will collapse whenever the state is faced with any crisis involving 

within the state or with other states whatever the size of the political or demographic 

construction (Fairbrother, 2003). 
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According to Zaller (1992, p. 126), political awareness means ‘‘the extent to which an 

individual pays attention to politics and understands what he or she has encountered’’. It 

reflects ‘‘intellectual or cognitive engagement with public affairs’’ (ibid.), as indicated by 

factual information about government and politics that has gotten into people’s minds”. 

Political awareness operates in the political information exchange between the individual and 

various sources of political messages communicated in the public space. It is commonly 

understood as an important asset, which determines people’s engagement with politics and how 

political awareness might be a key asset, which determines participation and active citizenship 

(Solhaug et al, 2018). So, political awareness is a force for good, and for getting things done in 

organisations, and it is an essential skill in life. 

Also, for Surbakti (2007, p.144), political awareness is the consciousness of the rights and 

obligations as a citizen. The level of political awareness means a sign that community members 

pay attention to state and/or development affairs (Budiardjo, 1985, p.22). There are four 

indicators of awareness (Soekanto, 1982), each of which constitutes a phase for subsequent 

phase and points to a certain level of awareness, ranging from the lowest to the highest, namely 

knowledge, understanding, stance, and behaviour (action) pattern. For Wilson (2013) as quoted 

in Dioso, M. (2019), there are five levels of political awareness, namely: politically illiterate, 

misinformed person, general awareness people, activists, and political experts. These levels are 

basically influenced on how and what elements influenced the knowledge of people with 

regards to politics. 

From the foregoing it is evident that, being politically aware and empowered to participate in 

the political terrain of what happens within an individual’s purview and affecting the decisions 

thereof implies having access to prepare the individual’s capabilities, to probate his/her will, to 

consolidate his/her feeling of freedom and to boost the individual’s self -esteem in order to 

develop the human potentials towards active participation in achieving sustainable change and 

transformation in the society (Al-Khaza’leh, & Lahiani, 2021, p.205). Political awareness is 

simply an understanding of these ‘power webs’ and an ability to navigate them, and therefore 

get things done (SkillsYouNeed, 2021).   

Political awareness is built and develops through some stages. These stages signify the 

transpires within the individual and the society that gives rise to the consciousness of the 

political, social, and cultural sensitivities in the society and the responsiveness of the individual 

to recognize and contribute in what happens in the society. 

In the first place, political awareness operates on the theoretical level. This involves either 

conscious or unconscious generation of ideologies imbedded in the social, political, and 

cultural environment an individual lives such as cultural values, political events, and social 

norms. This occurs at the theoretical level in three phases, namely; the phase of knowledge, 

perception, and discovery, during which the individual is disposed to perceiving and 

understanding truths directly and which shows the readiness to admit the ideas, determine them, 

analyze, and select them. 
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Then, the second stage is that of political interest. This is kindled by the ideas the individual 

has analyzes and selected. Here, the individual shows interest in the community s/he belongs. 

This comes with the notion of obedience, acceptance, and the sense of belonging to the 

community becomes deep-rooted in the individual. This might be reflected through the 

acceptance and conformity to the numerous norms, deeds, rights, responsibilities, and activities 

the community stipulates for the individual for the harmonious living in the society. 

The third phase is that of political adherence. Under this stage, political awareness requires that 

the individual observes and engages intellectually or religiously to a particular group, 

institution, or political establishment. The adherence to these institutions may sometimes make 

the individuals’ awareness to some objectives benefiting the authority or institution the 

individual belongs to. For instance, when these institutions are compulsory, like in a school 

setting, the official awareness of the authority is reflected on that of the students so that they 

would defend and justify it. However, the individual’s adherence to optional groups makes it 

difficult for the authority to control the awareness of individuals, and the organized awareness 

of the individuals often emerges in the case of confrontation with the authority (William, & 

Anthony, 2017). 

In addition, political awareness can arise on a practical level. In this case, it results from the 

knowledge and experiences an individual has accumulated from the environment around 

him/her which then translates into practical ways of living. The knowledge and experiences 

influence the practical ways the individual lives and responds to events within the society. This 

in turn is manifested through the individual’s contribution to the political process which 

sometimes leads to the authority’s approval of the students’ requests and desires. (William, 

&Anthony, 2017). 

Sequel to this, if political awareness is a factor that helps with political practice, then its role is 

contingent on a number of conditions mainly the feeling of political aptitude. Political aptitude 

is a state of the mind felt by the individual which has the capability to understand the important 

aspects of the social systems in a society and has the dexterity to support and promote them. 

This also entails an understanding of the wrong aspects of the system and criticizes then to 

reveal the shortcomings and negative effects on the individual and the community.  

Political awareness leads to readiness for political participation. That is, the individual’s 

awareness necessitates that the effective practice of political freedom requires the individual to 

work hand in hand with other members of the political community in order to contribute to 

enlisting policies and decisions and choosing rulers that guides the way of life in the society. 

This leads also to mutual intellectual tolerance. The willingness of the individual to contribute 

to formulation and implementation of policies and decisions in a fair and equitable manner. 

In addition, political awareness necessitates individuals to show positive feelings towards 

occurrences in the state that governs him/her without waiting for the authorities to issue laws 

and orders or use conceive means to induce the individual to participate in the good of the 

society. 
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Also, political awareness makes the individual to respect the principles guiding the society 

irrespective of the performance of the leadership of the community, the individual will in a civil 

manner respect the ultimate principle that underlies the philosophy of the community. This 

makes the individual to be civil always even when s/he wants to protest, it is done in a civil 

and non-violent manner. This in turn leads to mutual trust among the citizens. Not only trust 

between the ruler and the ruled, novice and expert, but among other members of the society so 

far, they share the same guiding principles and philosophy of life (Fiske & Donald, 2000). 

From the foregoing, we can deduce that political awareness is one of the main necessities of 

life because, it opens up avenues for initiation, understanding, analyses of the way of life in a 

given society. It also creates political freedom, mutual tolerance, obedience, appreciation of the 

guiding principles and philosophy of life of the people, it builds mutual trusts and facilitates 

political participation towards a just, fair, and sustainable society. 

Political Participation 

Political participation can be loosely defined as citizens’ activities affecting politics (van Deth, 

2001, p.1). Political participation simply means that a person is participating in the political 

process by making his or her opinions and beliefs known. It is an action taken by a citizen to 

influence the outcome of a political issue. Political participation derives from the freedom to 

speak out, assemble and associate; the ability to take part in the conduct of public affairs (UN, 

2001) 

Political participation includes a broad range of activities through which people develop and 

express their opinions on the world and how it is governed and try to take part in and shape the 

decisions that affect their lives (NCBI, 2010). This can include voting, protest, public 

consultation, signing a petition, writing a letter to a public official, blogging about a political 

issue, donating money to a cause, volunteering for a campaign, joining an activist or interest 

group, or holding a public official position. Barnes et al (1979) would opine that dissent, 

disapproval, rejection, and provocation are evidently expressions of citizens’ interests and 

opinions and therefore should be included in the repertoire of democratic political participation. 

Thus, the newer forms of participation also included many protest actions organized by 

upcoming “New Social Movements” initiated by pacifist, ecological, squatters’, and women’s 

groups.  

Political participation has some characteristics that are worth mentioning. It is an activity (or 

action), it is voluntary and not ordered by a ruling class or obliged under some law. It is the 

activities of people in their roles as nonprofessionals or amateurs and not, say, as politicians, 

civil servants, or lobbyists. It concerns government, politics, or the state in broad senses of 

these words and is not restricted to specific phases (such as parliamentary decision- making 

processes or executing laws) or to specific levels or areas (such as national elections or contacts 

with party officials). Thus, any voluntary, nonprofessional activity concerning government, 

politics, or the state is a specimen of political participation (van Deth, 2001, p.3). So, 

nonprofessional, voluntary activities that are not located in or targeted at the sphere of 
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government/state/politics can be considered as modes of political participation if they are 

aimed at solving collective or community problems. (Van Deth, 2001, p.10). 

Thus, the recent expansions of the repertoire of political participation in democratic societies 

seem to be based on a shift in the nature of involvement. As such, refusals to buy a specific 

brand of a product, volunteering in a movement, being a member of a sports club, or posting a 

blog on a topic that affects the lives of the society are not specimens of political participation, 

but nonpolitical activities that can be used for political purposes. Though social engagement 

are specimens of political participation, these activities need not require some organization or 

coordinated action. Surely, to be effective a large number of people should behave in a similar 

way, but they can all act individually, separately, and with distinct aims and motivations. 

Going further to explain political participation and its varied influence on public policy, Ramlan 

Surbakti, as quoted by Cholisin (2012, p. 150), suggests that political participation as a form 

of ordinary citizen’s participation in making any decision related to or having an impact on 

his/her life.  Miriam Budiarjo, (in Cholisin 2007, p. 150) further elucidates that political 

participation can be defined as the activity of an individual or a group of individuals to take an 

active part in political life by choosing a state leader that will directly or indirectly affect public 

policy. The typology of political participation as an activity is distinguished into active 

participation, passive participation and abstain (Rahman, 2007, p. 288). 

Political participation is relevant for any political system, but it is an indispensable feature of 

democracy: “Where few take part in decisions there is little democracy; the more participation 

there is in decisions, the more democracy there is” (Verba & Nie, 1972, p. 1). Political 

participation is one of the essential aspects of democracy. Political participation is a typical 

characteristic of political modernization. (Kholisoh, et al, 2019, p.131). 

In order to be engaged in influencing the outcome of the functioning of the society and taking 

part in decision making and implementation, three key components are involved which 

facilitate political participation. They are resources; engagement; and recruitment. Resources 

such as time, money, and civic skills are considered essential to a person or group’s capacity 

to engage in political activities. The concept of engagement in this model involves several key 

psychological conditions. To be involved, people must want to participate, have a strong sense 

of self-efficacy, and feel personally fulfilled and connected to others. Additional indicators of 

engagement here include identification with a political party and family background of political 

activity; having politically active parents is considered a predictor for greater engagement than 

having politically inactive parents. Finally, recruitment entails asking and encouraging people 

to participate in political activity. Typically, recruitment occurs within the context of faith-

based communities, workplaces, or voluntary associations. (Ostrander et al, 2018, p.45). 

After explaining what political awareness and participation, how they grow and develop 

towards the active engagement with the political, social, and cultural aspects of the life of a 

community, the question remains, is there a relationship between the two concepts. 
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The next subsection will try to outline the correlation between political awareness and political 

participation and how these can be harnessed towards a sustainable society that encourages 

community-based development. 

Relationship between Political awareness and Political Participation 

Politics is defined as the mobilization of support for a position, decision, or action whereby 

people act together through institutionalized procedures to resolve differences, deliberate 

together, analyze occurrences, to conciliate different interests and values, and to make public 

policies in the pursuit of common purposes (Leftwich, 2004, p.14). In this regard, politics is a 

pursuit of common interests wherein collective effort from the public, private sector, and the 

government is needed to achieve common purposes. This involves being conscious of what is 

happening around in the society, being empowered to engage with the occurrences and being 

able to take part in the decision, formulation of policies and implementation thereof. 

According to Althubetat & Jarrar (2013), the degree of awareness of individuals in any 

community affects the development of the state. They further added that man is both the means 

and purpose for development; the more the individual in the community is aware of his abilities 

and potentials, the more contribution is manifested in the field of development. Thus, 

awareness in politics and governance is an essential factor for social progress and prosperity 

(Dioso, 2019, p.1) which necessitates participation to influence the outcome of what happens 

around the society. 

Political participation can be understood as voluntary rather than coerced activities of persons 

in political affairs such as voting, membership and activities connected with political groups, 

political parties, and political bodies. Therefore, it stands to reason that people who are 

unfamiliar with politics and related issues would be less interested to participate (Kuotsu, 

2016).  

Political participation derives from the freedom to speak out, assemble and associate; the ability 

to take part in the conduct of public affairs; and the opportunity to register as a candidate, to 

campaign, to be elected and to hold office at all levels of government. In connection with this, 

those who engage in political discussions with others usually show an interest in politics and 

some level of knowledge (Kuotsu, 2016). Public forums are conducted so that people will be 

familiar with the candidates.  

Such critical consciousness may foster empowerment, which can increase political 

participation (Ostrander et al, 2015) fulfilling their obligation to the society. The consciousness 

develops and grows into active involvement in the occurrences in the polity to influence and 

be influenced by the decisions thereof for the growth and development of the society. 

Political participation is generally considered to be symbolic of the extensiveness to which 

democratic ideals are applied (Rani, 2001). This extensiveness begins with political awareness 

which raises questions about what is happening in the society and these questions make an 
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individual to be engaged in the political as well as social and cultural aspects of the 

development of the society. 

Social Sustainability 

Social Sustainability is an inclusive approach to development where the citizens have a voice 

in the social, political, and cultural development and the government listens to their 

contributions to these aspects of their life. It is aimed at addressing the long-lasting barriers to 

development, strengthening the focus on people who have been excluded from economic and 

social opportunities, and increasing investment in inclusive growth (World Bank, 2021).  

The key words are inclusive and resilient society. It expands the horizons of opportunities to 

accommodate socio-economic and environmental sustainability and it is critical for poverty-

reduction and shared prosperity. Thus, creating opportunities for all people and addressing deep 

rooted systemic inequalities. 

According to the World Bank (2021) the core tenet of social sustainability and inclusion’s work 

is to help people, regardless of their gender, race, religion, ethnicity, age, sexual orientation, or 

disability, overcome obstacles that prevent them from fully participating in society and 

supporting their efforts to shape their own future. It does so by working with governments, 

communities, civil society, the private sector, and other stakeholders to create more inclusive 

societies, empower citizens, and foster more resilient and peaceful communities. 

This is so because, inequality, persistent discrimination and exclusion of the poor comes at a 

high cost to both the people and the communities. So, to offset this cost, social sustainability 

and inclusion creates opportunities for the people to have a voice and participate fully in 

markets, services, technologies, and society. This means empowering people to be the focus 

and drivers of their development. 

 

Theoretical Framework 

The Concept of ‘Rendering Technical’ 

In the sections that follow, we draw on Tania Li’s (2007) concept of the ‘rendering technical’ 

of development, a concept in which she combines the insights of Foucault and Gramsci in order 

to study development projects as outcomes of both diffuse forms of power relations and wider 

political-ideological struggles (Doucette, & Müller, 2016, p. 32). Drawing heavily on 

Foucault’s concept of governmentality, Li argues that experts encapsulated in trustees (experts, 

planners, authorities) more often than not seek to render the process of development into a 

technical or apolitical process by simplifying complex political-economic relations into 

intelligible fields for intervention (Li, 2007, p.7). 

Rendering technical is the “extracting from the messiness of the social world” (Li, 2007b, p.3) 

in a framework with interventions that would supposedly yield results and bring about positive 

impacts in people’s lives. It means reducing complex social and political situations to a matter 
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of bureaucratic, technological, and organizational interventions (Ferguson, 1994, p. 256). They 

are those practices through which experts define a problem and circumscribe its boundaries in 

such a way that social forces can be managed, and technical solutions applied. Through this, 

experts exclude from their diagrams the processes that impoverish people and focus on the 

conduct of the poor. They highlight symptoms and correlations, rather than exploring the social 

relations that cause these conditions. At the long run, the result is to confirm that poor people 

are responsible for their own fate and should pull themselves up by their own bootstraps and/or 

take the initiative to move to areas of high growth and new opportunities. 

Through rendering technical, development experts focus less on the political structures and 

alienate the local populace in the process of making decisions that affect the development of 

the people. They fail to bring the people into focus as they tend to foster their selfish interests 

instead of helping the locals towards economic independence. 

Development issues like poverty, inequality, discrimination, and gender are framed as technical 

problems of growth and participation (Doucette, & Müller, 2016, p. 32), these are then the 

problems that can be resolved by those same experts who possess the desired technical know-

how and solutions and who can diagnose and select the ‘correct’ institutional or material inputs 

to bring about the desired change. 

In the same vein, though development is rendered technical or anti-political, its practice 

remains inherently prescriptive in the sense that it is considered to create socio-economic 

‘improvements’ to a social and physical landscape that has been found lacking by experts, 

planners, authorities encapsulated in trustees who are in charge of identifying the ‘‘problem” 

and devising the desired ‘‘solutions”. Thus, they diagnose deficiencies in landscapes and 

populations, and devise technical schemes in the form of technical matrixes that identifies the 

problem, translates the problem in the form of program designs and models that is curated for 

the purpose of development intervention. So, in the long run, development projects thus remain 

political because their interventions encourage the power of elite and expert actors over the 

development process by strategically employing particular kinds of expert knowledge and 

policy narratives to exclude other social forces and secure hegemony. 

It is important to point out that, Li argues that two key practices are involved in devising 

improvement or development projects. The first is the practice of problematization, or 

identification and bounding of the deficiencies to be rectified by the expert. This identification 

of a problem is intimately linked to the availability of a solution (Li, 2007, p. 7). The second 

aspect is devising development interventions which is the practice of ‘‘rendering technical.” 

So, the effect of this encounter between technical development interventions and local 

conditions is that development projects rarely proceed as intended, and most never reach their 

stated objective(s). Instead, such projects generate side effects such as the development of new 

social conflicts, the expansion of bureaucratic state power (Ferguson, 1994, pp. 254–255), and 

the proliferation of the (trans)national development apparatus (Li, 2007, p.15). This apparatus 

is sometimes planned and executed to as an offshoot of the intervention by the experts. 
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Though rendering technical seeks to resolve development gaps in communities by making 

invisible problems visible and framed within a matrix with solutions, in the long run it leads to 

social conflict and internal agitation within the local populace because the formulations of the 

problems and solutions fail to recognize the political awareness and participation of the local 

population.  So, satisfying the will to improve and a common sense of justice means combining 

technocratic expertise with an understanding of the legitimate claims of local parties. It implies 

taking on board the political participation in development intervention. 

 

The Effects of Political Awareness and Participation on Social Sustainability vis-à-vis 

‘Rendering Technical’ 

Expert formulation of problems and identification of solution devoid of participation from the 

locals may lead to identification of the wrong problem which leads to using a set of wrong 

solutions to the problem. When some experts use the one-size-fits-all framework to diagnose 

problems that may be peculiar to a given geographical region and impose the solutions thereof 

on another location, the outcome will be a compounding of problems that will alienate the 

people and demean the development intervention. 

By rendering technical, the experts focus on the symptoms and correlations, rather than 

exploring the social relations that cause these conditions, they dwell on the periphery rather 

than the root causes of the problem. But by getting the people involved in the diagnoses of the 

problem, they will understand the different ramifications of what gave rise to the problem and 

how they can be addressed systematically. Any development intervention that does not deal 

with the root causes of the problem in any particular geographical location will be chasing 

symptoms instead of the root causes of the problem. 

Most times, the locals have more knowledge of the solutions of the problems in their locality, 

depending on the circumstance, they may need fine tuning of their ‘lived experience’ to tackle 

the problem, or analysis of the problem with them in a systematic manner, or they may need a 

‘push’ to get the problem solves. In either of the cases, excluding them from analysis of the 

problem and solution may be disastrous to the nature and outcome of the intervention. 

The foregoing implies that there is politics in development intervention, and this should be 

respected and utilized to the benefit of the development processes at any given time and 

location. Any community that a project is to be cited has their own existing political structures, 

they have their power play whether and this has to be studied and brought on board in the 

formulation and implementation of any successful development intervention. Failure to do this, 

may result in compounding of a simple mechanism of development intervention. So, any 

intervention that fails to bring the people into focus is disastrous in its nature in the same way, 

any intervention that tend to foster the vested interests of the those in position of trusteeship 

(experts, planners, and authorities) instead of helping the locals towards economic 

independence, will make complex a simple process of development intervention. It will reverse 



 
 

116 
 

the outcome of what is supposed to alleviate the predicament of the people. Such an 

intervention will achieve a different objective from its intended objectives. 

But when the encounter between technical development interventions and local conditions 

sprouts and grows mutually and is aligned well devoid of vested interests, the development 

project thereof will be owned by the people, the level of participation and understanding of the 

project will be high from both ends and the goals and objectives of the project will be 

effectively delivered. When this is the case, the will to improve is satisfied because, a healthy 

balance is reached combining technocratic expertise with an understanding of the legitimate 

claims of local parties. It implies taking on board the political participation in the development 

intervention (Li, 2007). 

It follows that, political awareness, and consequently citizen participation, are important as 

factors contributing to community capacity, which is the aptitude of a community to actively 

develop proposals and to plan strategically on the long term while relying on specific 

mechanisms and infrastructures that facilitate this type of input (McGuire et al., 1994). 

Community capacity’s aim is to expand and improve every aspect of its citizens’ lives; Flint’s 

(2013) succinctly puts it thus, “without capacity, communities are merely collections of 

individuals”, because their existence isn’t fruitful in any meaningful sense for their own 

development. Not only civic capacity is important on its own, but it is also the bedrock of 

economic development and of a community’s stewardship of its traditions and assets (Flint, 

2013). 

Moreover, we can consider capacity as made of these three different components: commitment, 

resources, and skills. In this case political awareness is helpful in enhancing the commitment 

of the community to promoting actions that benefit its well-being on the long term. In the same 

vein, given that community-based projects are oftentimes focused on a short-term goal, as, for 

example, the building of a new schools or health facility, political sophistication of the citizens 

can help in maintaining the leadership active and healthy for the achievement of goals on the 

long term (Flint, 2013). The aim of development is in fact to provoke a cycle of long-lasting 

social radical transformation, building up social sustainability, not only to fix the tangible and 

most noticeable problems in the present. 

Some scholars argue that this type of projects are very often controlled not by the community 

as a whole but by a few leaders belonging to the elite (Mansuri & Rao, 2004). If people had 

the chance to be acquainted with the policy-making process and with the political environment, 

they would be able to raise their own issues and requests instead of being spoken for by a few 

representatives, losing part of their agency. Under this situation, the project is socially 

sustainable. 

Social sustainability gives voice to the people, it gives opportunities to the people to participate 

actively to decisions that affects their lives. When projects are formulated and implemented the 

people participate in different ways not necessarily through their representatives, but they have 

avenues to put in their suggestions which are taken on board and addressed during the 
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implementation of the project. In this case, rendering technical becomes facilitating technical, 

an expert becomes a facilitator, an enabler in the field to coordinate people and accompany 

them to identify problems and needs of the people and guide them to proffering solutions to 

the problems. So, the expert/planner works with the governments, communities, civil society, 

the private sector, and other stakeholders to create more inclusive societies, empower citizens, 

and foster more resilient and peaceful communities. 

 

Conclusion 

Social inclusion in development process and intervention improves the capabilities of the 

people, ownership of the project and hands the agency of the development process to the 

people. This implies that any development intervention that is deprived of inclusive 

participation by the local populace is rendering technical. It forecloses opportunities for 

bottom-top inputs into the project, it alienates the people from being part of the system that 

affects their future, it creates a barrier to the ownership of the project by the people, it breeds 

social conflict in the community, and it builds barricades to socially sustainable development 

because the development process lacks the voice of the people which is the essential pillars 

that the foundation of any development intervention is built on. This implies that, for a project 

to be sustainable, it has to focus on the people’s conscious participation. The power play should 

not exclude the inputs from the local population. If it does exclude the people, then, it may 

render the wrong diagnosis of the problems as well as the solutions to the problems. 

So, regardless of their gender, race, religion, ethnicity, age, sexual orientation, or disability, full 

participation of the people in the decisions that affects their life in the society should be 

paramount in formulation and implementation of any effort to shape their future. Thus, creating 

opportunities for all people and addressing deep rooted systemic inequalities. 

The legitimate claims of ‘lived experience’ from the side of the locals when confronted with 

rendering technical from experts begs for a synthesis that would have a strong backing by both 

efforts and inputs. The outcome would be a formidable collections of long-lasting development 

that would ensure ownership of interventions as well as focus political interests in the right 

direction. 

On the other hand, a one-sided formulation and delivery of a development intervention, would 

give rise to a social conflict that would derail the objectives of the project. It will deny the 

people their voices in the project and would alienate them from owning the project which in 

the long run will affect the objectives of the intervention. 

In conclusion, we can affirm that the use of politically engaging methods is one of the most 

relevant practices that can support a horizontal and inclusive participation as well as ownership 

and achievement of set objectives of any development intervention. 
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