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 According to Cabannes (2015), participatory budgeting (PB)
“entails citizens meeting to agree on priorities for part of the
local government budget for their neighborhood or the state as a
whole, and helping to oversee project implementation.

 Del Prado et al. (2015) perceived the participatory budgeting
process as a means of “empowering civil society organizations to
engage with local governments and national government
agencies in local development planning”.

 According to Parry et al. (1992), participatory budgeting refers
to “participation in the process of formulation, passage, and
implementation of public policies. In essence, public
participation is not just about taking part in elections, but also
has to do with the engagement of the citizens in social and
public issues’’.





 The main objective of this workshop is to examine
the role of CSO/CBO’S from 27 Local government
areas in the state in Participatory Budget
formulation and implementation, with a view of
highlighting the missing links between the two
paradigms and identifying the reasons for the non-
effectiveness of participatory budget and
implementation in the state.



 The identification of spending priorities and
selection of delegates;

 Development of specific spending proposals, with
expert input;

 Community members vote for preferred proposal to
be funded;

 State authority implements the top priority
proposals.



 Development practitioners utilizing the rights based
approach have argued that the role of CSO/CBO’S in
economic literacy and budget work include among
other things capacity building

 through education, action research and analysis,
legislative advocacy including advocacy for appropriate
legislative regime with Freedom of Information Act,
Fiscal Responsibility Act and

 National Budget law, media advocacy, promoting
community participation, gender responsive budget and
transparency and accountability in the budgetary
process.



 Corruption and mismanagement

 Skilled manpower

 Lack of civil society participation

 Central/State governments interference

 Finance



 More experts and professionals should be made available and given the
authority and autonomy to have the final say on the actual
implementation of participatory budgeting in communities.

 Mechanisms should be put in place to serve as checks and balances
against the overbearing and monopolistic tendencies of participants who
often use their power to manipulate and enhance the legitimacy of their
opinions and positions that are often motivated by particularistic or
personal interests. The so-called participants are not equal in terms of
resources, education, intelligence, dominant racial group or ethnicity.

 efforts should be made by the government to ensure that participants in
the program are well informed, as this will determine the quality or
otherwise decisions taken by the delegates.

 All stakeholders such as the state, non-governmental organizations, 
community-based organizations and the civil society must play their part 
in order to ensure the success of the program.





Thanks for listening


