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ABSTRACT

This study was carried out in four villages of Gairo division, Kilosa district,
Morogoro Region to assess participation of rural communities in the national poverty
reduction strategies. Focus group discussion and structured questionnaire were used
to collect data. Descriptive statistics were used to obtain general characteristics of the
study population. Bivariate and partial correlations of variables were used to describe
the relationship between variables. Chi- square statistic testing was used to compare
populations from more and less accessible villages. Results indicated that majority of
rural community members participated in poverty reduction activities/programs
through agriculture. However, the income of respondents increased with an increase
of the number of income generating activities. Thus, the hypothesis that the annual
income at household level has an association with the number of income generating
activities undertaken was accepted. Poverty reduction opportunities listed in the
document of the National Poverty Eradication strategy (1998) were relatively more
known to rural communities in villages which were more accessible than in less
accessible villages. Therefore, the hypothesis that accessibility of an area affects

recognition of poverty reduction opportunities by the residents was accepted. Chi-

square statistic test showed that there were statistical differences in awareness at P <
0.01. At household level, at least 80% of respondents reported to involve family
members in household poverty reduction activities. Also, participation of the rural
community members in poverty reduction activities was being affected by factors
such as age of household head and household size. Hence, the hypothesis that
participation of rural communities in poverty reduction strategies is influenced by

some of household demographic factors was true. Recommendations: rural
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communities should diversify their economic activities; availability of working
capital and involvement of rural community members in community development
activities should be improved. Also, community awareness on poverty reduction

opportunities should be raised.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background information

Implementation of development activities and programs involve application of
different approaches. Due to lauded benefits of participatory approach, participation
has become one of the most widely used concepts in implementation of community
development activities (Pretty, 1995). As a basic strategy of community involvement
in community development, it has persisted after realizing that poor people are very
often excluded and marginalized from both broader societal participation as well as

from direct involvement in development initiatives.

In trying to maximize success in poverty reduction, the Government of Tanzania has
formulated a national strategy to address issues of poverty. The strategy is known as
the National Poverty Eradication Strategy (NPES). Basically, the NPES employs
‘Bottom-Up’ (participatory approach) aiming at involving the people, especially the
poor, in identifying, planning, implementing, monitoring and evaluating various
poverty eradication programs that are directed to them (URT, 1998). The strategy
supplements previous efforts and initiatives that have been undertaken since
independence, in 1961. The efforts included adoption of socialism and self-reliance
policy and rural development and basic needs strategy. Others were the Tanzania
Assistance Strategy and the Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper (URT, 1998; 2000).
Among the current strategies is the National Strategy for Growth and Reduction of

Poverty (URT, 2005).



All these efforts have been taken due to the magnitude and effects of poverty, which
is deep and pervasive in Tanzania (URT, 1998). Poverty is persistent more in the
rural areas than in urban areas. This is the result of unbalanced rural-urban
development associated with the absence of basic physical, economic, social,
financial and institutional infrastructure and services. This has prevented the poor
from taking effective initiatives towards income generating opportunities and from
gaining access to productive assets (URT, 2000). A number of pitfalls have been
attributed to the failures of poverty reduction strategies. One main such pitfall is the
mode and approach used in implementing the poverty reduction strategies. The level
and kind of participation of the poor populations, both at community and individual
levels is likely to be among the major factors influencing the success of the strategies
and sustainability of the achievements. For example, it is not clear as to what extent
the community members have been participating in the implementation of the
strategies. In addition, the document of the NPES has listed considerable
opportunities that community members can take advantage of in the implementation
of poverty eradication programs (URT, 1998). However, it is not clear about

awareness of the rural communities concerning those opportunities.

The current study has focused mainly on assessing participation of rural communities
in poverty reduction programs/activities. It has also sought opinions of the rural
community members on the opportunities recognized by the government for poverty
reduction. Existing opportunities for poverty reduction as well as factors influencing
the target group in participating in poverty reduction activities have also been

identified together with measures for improving achievements in poverty reduction.



1.2 Problem statement and significance of the study

Despite many efforts, poverty is still a major problem in Tanzania where the
prevalence of income poverty is high. According to the Household Budget Survey of
2000/01, the proportion of the population below the national food poverty line was
18.7% and that below the national basic needs poverty line was 35.7% (URT, 2005).
There is also a big disparity between urban and rural poverty for both food and basic
needs poverty. There is sufficient evidence to indicate that poverty is more prevalent
in rural areas relative to urban areas (URT, 1998). Eighty seven percent of the poor
population lives in rural areas, and poverty is highest among households that depend

on subsistence agriculture (URT, 2005).

Poverty eradication initiatives have been undertaken for a long time under different
names such as poverty reduction, poverty alleviation, combating poverty and fighting
against poverty (Kayunze, 2001). However, success has not yet been attained.
Participation of the poor populations in poverty eradication strategies has been
thought to determine the level of achievement (URT, 1998). All along, planning in
Tanzania has been owned and led by experts from the government and development
partners who have always believed that they have the control and that they know
what the people need and that people do not know what they need (URT, 2004).
This approach has led to many plans that have not been sustainable and which have
had no relevance to the targeted communities. The situation has led to smothering of
the sense of freedom to decide and therefore deleterious to the crucial issue of

ownership of these activities/programs (URT, 2004).



To improve participation, one of the goals of the National Strategy for Growth and
Reduction of Poverty (NSGRP) is to develop structures and systems of democratic
governance that are participatory, representative, accountable and inclusive (URT,
2005). However, it has been reported that, Tanzania has relatively progressed
significantly in re-establishing macro-economic stability in urban areas than the rural
areas (URT, 2001). This disparity on the achievements of the urban and the rural
communities on poverty reduction impose a series of questions directed to issues
related to participation in poverty reduction strategies. Such issues include
involvement of rural communities in poverty reduction activities, awareness and
opinion of rural community members on various poverty reduction opportunities as
well as factors influencing participation in poverty reduction activities/programs.
This study has aimed at addressing these issues thus increase awareness of policy
makers, development partners and the communities in general on the real situation
concerning participation in poverty reduction strategies and therefore improve the

approach for better results.

1.3 Study questions

The following research questions have guided investigation in this study:-

Are the rural communities aware of opportunities for poverty reduction?

Do the rural communities have access to those opportunities?

How do rural communities participation in poverty reduction activities and

programs set?



What are the factors influencing participation of the rural communities in the

national poverty reduction strategies?

1.4 Objective of the study

1.4.1 General objective

The overall objective is to assess participation of the rural communities in the
National Poverty Reduction Strategies in order to recommend measures for

improving achievements.

1.4.2 Specific objectives

The above-mentioned general objective was achieved through the following four

specific objectives:-

(i) To characterize how the community members participate in poverty reduction
activities / programs

(ii) To assess opinions of the rural communities concerning poverty reduction

opportunities identified by the government.
(iii) To identify the existing opportunities for poverty reduction in the study area

(iv) To determine factors influencing participation in poverty reduction activities/

programs

1.5 Research hypotheses
1.5.1 Null hypotheses
e The annual income at household level has no association with the number of

income generating activities undertaken.



Accessibility of an area does not affect recognition of poverty reduction

opportunities by the residents.

Participation of rural communities in poverty reduction strategies is not
influenced by some of household demographic factors such as age of household

head and household size.

1.5.2 Alternative hypotheses

The annual income at household level has an association with the number of

income generating activities undertaken.

Accessibility of an area affects recognition of poverty reduction opportunities by

the residents.

Participation of rural communities in poverty reduction strategies is influenced
by some of household demographic factors such as age of household head and

household size.

1.6 Conceptual framework and definition of key variables

The conceptual framework proposed in this study is presented in figure 1. The

variables in the framework are grouped in two major blocks as follows:-

Background and Independent variables which included age, sex, marital status,
education, occupation, income level and community leadership. Others were
participation in poverty reduction programs/activities and available

opportunities for poverty reduction.



(ii) Dependent variable (participation in poverty reduction strategies)

The conceptual framework shows the relationship between various variables that
affect participation. It also shows main issues that were considered in this study for
each of the key variables. The main issues that were considered were as follows:
Participation in poverty reduction programs/activities; involvement in planning,
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of poverty reduction activities/programs.
Consideration of these issues was done at individual and community level.
Awareness of local residents on poverty reduction opportunities; awareness on
opportunities that were documented or available the study area. Existing
opportunities; opportunities that were documented, mentioned and /or observed in
the study area. In order to have a clear understanding, key variables of the study are

defined in Table 1.

Individual level
Participation in P.R.

activities/programs - ]
1 prog Community level [—
N
| Where: :
I -Planning |
. L I -Monitorin
Figure 1. Conceptual frame work | -Implemengtation :
: -Evaluation I
_________ |
PARTICIPATION
-Age Awareness of IN THE
I iti | NATIONAL
-Sex opportunities POVERTY
-Education REDUCTION
-Marital status STRATEGIES
-Occupation i y
- o |
SIi—|zoeusehold So- - - : Which ! .
_ I Who | -Documented |
-Leadership | Local residents | _Available I
status . | I |
________ | e e
Factors
affecting —
Key participation I Existing
=3 Study opportunities |
variables :
[ j_ ---"
il Issues to be . Which I
— ~  investigated on o
the variable Existing

opportunities




Table 1: Definition of key variables according to this study

VARIABLE DEFINITION

Occupation Main and legal activity that a person depends to earn
his/her living

Involvement in poverty Undertaking of income generating activities

reduction activities
Involvement in poverty Taking part in planning, implementing and/or

reduction programs evaluating poverty reduction activities/programs
Existing opportunities Resources available in the area, that can be used for

income generating activities
Participation in poverty Engagement in income generating activities measured

reduction strategies by the number of income generating activities and the

resulting income level

CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Overview
The chapter provides description of different aspects of participation. The description
is based on different authors’ views. Main issues that were considered important as

far as this study is concerned, and therefore included in the literature include:



Poverty and Participation (definitions and concepts); poverty reduction strategies and
policies in Tanzania; the National Poverty Eradication Strategy and participation;
participation approaches in Tanzania; involvements in poverty reduction
activities/programs and practicability of participation approaches. Others include:
Typology of participation; participation in different stages of development
programs/activities; principles of effective participation; factors influencing
participation in development activities and poverty eradication opportunities listed by
the Government of Tanzania in the National Poverty Eradication Strategy document

(URT, 1998).

2.2 Poverty and participation: Definitions and concepts

2.2.1 Poverty

Poverty is a broad phenomenon. However, researchers have attempted to describe it
using monetary and non-monetary measures of welfare. The terminologies ‘poor’
and ‘poverty’ have been described as a monolithic group and issue (World Bank,
2002). Sections on poverty profile still differentiate between subgroups of poor as
rural, urban, women or minorities. However, strategic directions rarely pick this
variance up subsuming the poor into one homogenous group if mentioned at all
requiring uniform policy treatment. The phenomenon refers to a condition of living
below a defined poverty line or standard of living (Bagachwa, 1994; Mtatifikolo,
1994). The line is subject to variation by socio-politico-economic cultural set up.
Poverty manifests itself through hunger, illness and inability to get medical
treatment, attend school or read and write. Furthermore, the phenomenon results
from many mutually reinforcing factors, including lack of productive resources to

generate material wealth, illiteracy, prevalence of disease, discriminative socio-
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economic and political systems and natural calamities such as drought, floods and

wars (URT, 1998).

2.2.2 Participation

Participation is the process by which stakeholders influence and share control over
priority setting, policymaking, resource allocations, and/or program implementation
(World Bank, 2007). It is the act of taking part or sharing in the activities of a group.
Sometimes, participation and involvement can be used as synonymous words.
Participation can be seen as process of empowerment of the deprived and the
excluded. This view is based on the recognition of differences in political and
economic power among different social groups and classes (McGee and Norton,
2001). Sethi and Mathur (1986, 1983) defined popular participation as the
involvement of the masses either directly or indirectly in the determination and the
execution of decisions that affect them, and then in the direct and indirect selection
as well as control of their leaders. There is a considerable variance among
governments, donors, and non-governmental entities on the understanding of the
what, the how, and the who of participation. Donors and most governments see it
more as a means, or instrument, to facilitate implementation of projects or conduct
poverty assessments, while NGOs opt for a rights-based view, seeing it as an end in
itself, and thus calling for long, deep, and broad processes (McGee et al., 2001).
Countries generally indicate lack of capacity to host and manage participation up

front whereas some have built on existing processes.
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Howlett and Nagu (2001) noted that development agencies (donor, government and
NGOs) consider and use the term “participation” ranging from manipulative and
passive participation where people are told what is to happen and what to do, to self-
mobilization where people take initiatives largely independent of external agencies.
It appears that the term participation should not be accepted without appropriate
clarification. Participation is essentially a descriptive term including numerous
different activities and situations therefore, there is more room for confusion about
its causes and effect, and its extent and distribution. To be specific therefore, the
following dimensions should be considered: the kind of participation that takes place,
kind of participants, the way the process of participation takes place and the purpose
for participation (Cohen and Uphoff, 1977). For instance, participatory processes in
Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers (PRSPs), includes information dissemination,
dialogue, collaboration in implementing programs, (World Bank, 2007) and
participatory monitoring and evaluation. In this case, the ultimate outcome of a PRSP
is not the paper but public and community actions to reduce poverty. The next

section describes poverty reduction strategies and policies in Tanzania.

2.3 Poverty reduction strategies and policies in Tanzania

Since the Arusha declaration in 1967 various policies and sectoral programmes that
aimed at improving living standards have been formulated. The sectoral programmes
included water for all, universal primary education (UPE), “Siasa ni Kilimo” (that is
politics is agriculture) and “Mtu ni Afya” (that is human being is health) (Kayunze,
2001). Tanzania Assistance Strategy is a medium term national strategy of economic

and social development encompassing joint efforts of government and the
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international community. The Tanzania Assistance Strategy covers all the
development areas that have characteristically been supported by the international
partners both within and outside the framework of the central government budget.
Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper (PRSP) is a medium term strategy of poverty
reduction, developed through broad consultation with national and international
stakeholders in the context of enhanced Highly Indebted Poor Countries (HIPC)

initiative.

Founded within a broad policy framework, the vision 2025, stipulated the vision,
mission, goal and targets to be achieved with respect to economic growth and
poverty eradication by the year 2025.The National Strategy For Growth and
Reduction of Poverty (NSGRP) (URT, 2005) is a second national organizing
framework for putting the focus on poverty reduction high on the country’s
development agenda (URT, 2005). Also, the government formulated the National
Poverty Eradication Strategy (NPES), which provides overall guidance and
framework for coordination and supervision of implementation of policies and
strategies of poverty eradication. The NPES emphasizes on participation of the
grassroots. Therefore, poverty as undesirable situation, poverty reduction strategies
and policies were formulated as guidelines to improve the situation and participation
is currently considered as the right process for successful implementation of the

strategies and policies for poverty reduction.

2.3.1 The national poverty eradication strategy and participation
Due to recognition of the importance of participation in development, currently,

participatory approach is well featured in Poverty Reduction Strategies. Participatory
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approaches increase the sense of ownership and sustainability of the plans. Most
countries have drawn on previous processes of preparing national development
strategies, and have followed with modest changes the Participatory Action Plan. For
example, the 1997 Uganda Poverty Eradication Action Plan (UPEAP) in Uganda,
while in Tanzania, it was the 1997 National Poverty Eradication Strategy (NPES)

(World Bank 2002).

The National Poverty Eradication Strategy (NPES)’s main objective was to provide
guidance to all stakeholders to identify, formulate, implement and evaluate their
poverty eradication programs (URT, 1998). Specifically, it aimed at involving the
people, especially the poor in identifying, planning, implementing, monitoring and
evaluating poverty eradication programs. This objective is well reflected in the
NSGRP under the cluster goals, targets and strategies, which include governance and
accountability. The first goal of NSGRP under governance and accountability is to
develop structures and systems of democratic governance that are participatory,
representative, accountable and inclusive (URT, 2005). This is due to the fact that if
stakeholders were not involved in development process, they lack the sense of
ownership thus the process become unsustainable. The next part describes
participation approaches used in Tanzania.

2.3.2 Participation approaches in Tanzania

There are various approaches used in addressing development issues. Currently,
Tanzania has opted for Opportunities and Obstacles to Development (O&OD)
approach as the preferred participatory planning methodology for Local Government

Authority (URT, 2004). The method has the following salient features: is a bottom
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up planning process; starts with opportunities rather than obstacles; operates within
the structures of Local Government Authority and in line with the overall national
plans and budgets; enables the people to formulate their plans using targets of the
Tanzania Development Vision 2025. It is also a multi-sectoral in nature.
Involvements in poverty reduction activities/programs are described in the next

section.
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2.4 Involvements in poverty reduction activities/programs

2.4.1 Poverty reduction activities in rural areas

The major means of production in rural areas is land where most of the people
depend on agriculture. However, available agricultural statistics tell us that, out of 44
million hectares of arable land available in Tanzania, only 0.1 million hectares are
under medium and large scale farming (Ministry of Agriculture and Food Security,
2001). The ministry states that, despite abundance of unutilized land, Tanzanian
agriculture is dominated by small-scale subsistence farming. Small holders who
operate between 0.2 and 2.0 hectares and traditional agro-pastoralists who keep an

average of 50 heads of cattle use approximately 85% of the arable land.

The ministry indicates further that major limitation on the size of land holdings and
utilization is the heavy reliance on the hand hoe as the main cultivating tool. This
hand hoe syndrome among Tanzanian smallholder farmers is both a cause and
symptom of rural poverty. The 1998 Operations Evaluation Department (OED)
report charges that well meaning effort in Tanzania by the Government, civil society
and donors (including the World Bank) are not presently focused on the root causes
of poverty, but on the symptoms. This issue interacts with agriculture to the extent
that within the rural areas relatively better off persons typically get a higher share of
incomes from non-farm sources (International Food Policy Research Institute, 1994).

Constraints of economic activities in rural areas are described in the next part.
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2.4.2 Constraints of economic activities in rural areas

Although resources are always limited, small holders appear to be more resource
limited than large-scale farmers. They have less access to traditional resources and
therefore face greater difficulties in overcoming constraints (Van Raay, 1989). The
author explains more that the small holders are constrained in terms of land, labor,
capital and management skills. Like all farmers in the developing world, Tanzania
farmers/peasants are faced with a number of problems affecting their performance,
consequently the output. The situation is worse in Tanzania because many farmers
are peasants who mainly practice subsistence farming. The Ministry of Agriculture
and Food Security (2001) and IFAP (2000) argue that the most often cited reasons
for rural poverty are: Low prices for farm products, insufficient access to credit and
financing, lack of basic infrastructures in rural areas (clinics, roads), illiteracy and
lack of education and problems of land tenure. Others are high costs of agricultural
inputs/limited access to inputs, lack of institutional support/good governance,
warfare, armed confrontations, lack/slow transfer of agricultural research, poor
agricultural marketing and price risk management and rainfall (adverse climatic
conditions). Productivity in the pro-poor sectors, notably agriculture, is very low,
which has in turn limited the income-generation capacity of the poor, considering the
lack of opportunities for diversification of sources of income (International Food
Policy Research Institute, 1994).The following section describes practicability of

participation.
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2.5 Putting participation in practice

Sethi (1983) and Mathur (1986) argue that stakeholder participation can prove useful
as tool to identify poor people’s own priorities and understanding, to introduce
greater accountability into public institutions towards their clients, and to evaluate
programmes according to participants’ own perspectives. Governments have often
been reluctant to adopt stakeholder participation because it is expensive to organize,
it lengthens and complicates the process of program formulation. According to
Cohen and Uphoff (1977), it is very difficult to employ methods that ensure fair
representation of all stakeholders. The authors explain more that  lack of
commitment may be attributed to the need to ensure quick results and the paucity of
development funds. In addition, participatory approach often requires more time and
this can give rise to higher project supervisory costs. Bhatt (1995) argues that even
when a socio-economic framework exists that is conducive to people’s participation,
there is still a requirement that the beneficiaries are aware of the consequences of
their own decisions and are capable of implementing those decisions. Different types

of participation are described in the next part.

2.5.1 Typology of participation

Gow and van Sant (1981) identified four modes of participation. These include:

First, involvement of only the educated and moneyed people in the community
without the participation of the “grassroots” or the majority. Second, the people or
beneficiaries are asked to legitimize or approve projects identified as formulated by

the government. Third, the people are consulted about the project but they do not
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actually participate in the planning and management of projects. Fourth, the people
or the beneficiaries are represented in the highest policy making body of the agency.

Pretty (1995), Satterthwaite et al., (1992) and Hart (1992) in Howlett and Nagu
(2001) have identified seven types of participation in development programmes and
projects. The seven types are namely: Manipulative participation; passive
participation; participation by consultation and participation by material incentive.
Others include: Functional participation; incentive participation and self-

mobilization.
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The author clarified that while manipulative participation is simply
pretence, with people’s representatives on official board but who are
unselected and have no power, passive participation is whereby people
participate by being told what has been decided, or has already
happened. It involves unilateral decisions by project management
without any listening to people’ responses. Shared information
belongs to professionals. Participation by consultation refers to the kind
of participation such that people participate by being consulted or
answering questions. External agents define problems and gather
information and control analysis. This process does not concede any
share in decision-making and professionals are under no obligation to
take on board people’s views. Further explanation on the types of
participation was given that participation for material incentive is
whereby people participate by contributing resources such as labor in
return for food, cash or other material incentives. The process is often
called participation, yet people have no stake in prolonging
technologies or practices when the incentive ends. Functional
participation is seen by external agencies as a means to achieve project
goals. People may participate by forming groups to meet predetermined
objectives related to the project. Such involvement may be interactive
and involve shared decision making but tends to arise only after major
decisions have already been made by external agents.

When people participate in joint analysis, development of plans and

formation or strengthening of a local institution the kind of
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participation is referred to as incentive participation. Participation is a
right and not just the means to achieve project goals. The process
involves interdisciplinary methods that seek multiple perspective and
use of structured learning processes. As group take control over local
decision and determine use of available resources they have a stake
and ownership in maintaining practices, or project outcomes. Self-
mobilization as another type of participation, people participate by
taking initiative independently of external institutions to change
systems. They develop contacts and projects with external institutions
for resource and technical advice they need, but retain control over
how resources are used. The next part describes participation in

different stages of programs/activities

2.5.2 Participation in different stages of programs/activities

(i) Participation in planning

Planning can be defined in many different ways. According to Faludi in Van Raay et
al. (1989) planning is a rational processes of thought and action which ultimately
aims at promoting human growth. This definition is based on two main assumptions.
First, each human being is rational and undertakes rational action. Second, this
individual or micro-behavior can be extended to planning institutions each of which
is composed of groups of individuals. In summary, planning is a rational process of
arriving at decisions and implementing them. Makoyogo and Mutasingwa in Van
Raay et al. (1989) explain that the program planning process includes a sequence of
steps carried out in consultation with the group and individuals. The authors added

that in planning, it is necessary to identify desires and needs of the community, to
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determine the relative importance of various recognized needs and decide on
priorities and identify the problems involved in satisfying the needs with the higher
priority. It is also important to determine possible solutions to problems or
alternative courses of solution and agree upon objectives. Participation in evaluation

is explained in the next part.

(ii) Participation in evaluation

Evaluation of implementation is a more comprehensive assessment than that arising
from regular monitoring. Monitoring essentially lead to changes in action plan.
Evaluation may lead to major re-formulation of the plan under implementation, or
serves as a prelude to the formulation of the next plan (Van Raay et al. 1989). The

next section describes principles of effective participation.

2.5.3  Principles of effective participation

In order to be effective in poverty reduction, planning and budgeting for poverty
eradication activities are important issues. However, the process of participatory
planning and budgeting at the local level i.e Kitongoji/Mtaa, Ward and District levels
should observe the principles of participation (URT, 2004), which include eleven key
issues, namely: Consultation to reach consensus, transparency, facilitation,
efficiency; empowerment, equitability, sustainability, accountability, inclusiveness,

partnership and effectiveness. Each of these is briefly explained below.

First, consultation to reach consensus: Is a multifaceted process in which

stakeholders through advocacy and lobbying exchange views and information as first
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step. Then stakeholders deliberate openly through public hearings through
presentation of issues in various community contexts. Second, Transparency: This
refers to information flow. It can be achieved through effective use of formal forums
to disseminate and share information. For instance local forums such as the Village
Assembly, Village Council, Vitongoji/Mitaa, Ward Development Committee and
District Council meetings should be publicised as much as possible for all
stakeholders at each level to know and participate as required (URT, 2004).
Stakeholders should share necessary information about issues that concern them and
need their input before being called upon to make decisions. They should be given
opportunity to share and exchange views and information; build common knowledge
set priorities and strategies; plan for actions and budgets; and identify funding
sources. Third, facilitation: The same author explains further that facilitation
involves enabling local stakeholders to take leading role in doing things for
themselves. It involves enabling local stakeholders to be the analysts, vision setters,
planners, budgeters, implementers and evaluators. Facilitation implies handing over
the stick to the rightful owners of the development process. Fourth, efficiency: This
means executing planned and budgeted activities in accordance with the plans as laid
down and agreed upon by the respective owners of the plan. At the end of the day,
the final product or service provided should satisfy the owners of the activity. Fifth,
empowerment: In this case, the author (URT, 2004) explained further that
community should be capacitated with an intellectual skills and knowledge base,
capacity for self organization and management of development actions and for
gaining access for material resources/information and legal power to develop the

productive base. Empowerment builds people’s capacity to move from being object
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and passive victims of social processes to the status of subject and active agents of

change with power to decide, act and become the real owner of their plans.

Sixth, equitability: The planning and budgeting process should involve and reflect
stakeholders’ interests and priorities by considering gender, intergeneration (age
groups) differences; social economic groups, religious and marginalized groups. All
these need to jointly and positively explore and identify their resources and how to
share, manage and use them appropriately and in a sustainable manner to ensure fair,
just and reasonable room for full and active productive participation by all of them
(URT, 2004). It is important to provide equitable access to information (Earth
Summit, 2002). Seventh, sustainability: This is equally important in participation
because participatory planning and budgeting should ensure development of socio
economically viable plans thus not leading to degradation of the resource use.
Rather, the process should address crosscutting issues that are often ignored or taken

for granted by many, such as use of natural resources; land and water.

Eighth, accountability: The same author provided explanation that stakeholders
should be accountable to the public and to each other for their shared decisions and
the tasks they committed themselves to accomplish. Stakeholders should be the
owners of not only the final plans but also of the origin and output of the whole
process. Ownership of the development process empowers stakeholders to exert
positive control and assume positive accountability. Accountability is associated with
employing agreed, transparent, democratic mechanisms of engagement, position

finding, decision-making, implementation, monitoring and evaluation (Earth
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Summit, 2002). Ninth, inclusiveness: An efficient participatory process should
provide an opportunity for representation of the majority of the target group
providing for all views to be represented, thus increasing the legitimacy and
credibility of a particular process (Earth Summit, 2002). Tenth, partnership: It is
important to develop partnerships and strengthening networks between stakeholders;
addressing conflictual issues; integrating diverse views; creating mutual benefits
(win/win rather than win/lose situations); developing shared power and
responsibilities; creating feedback loops between local, national or international
levels and into decision makings (Earth Summit, 2002). In addition to that, Earth
Summit (2002). Eleventh, effectiveness: This should be observed thus providing a
tool for addressing urgent sustainability issues; promoting better decisions by means
of wider input; generating recommendations that have broad support; creating
commitment through participants, identifying the outcomes and thus increasing the

likelihood of successful implementation.

Other principles of participation in poverty eradication were identified by URT
(1998) as follows: Every individuals and families will earn a livelihood through
socially, culturally and legally acceptable work; individuals/families will have the
right to demand and consume services related to poverty eradication; communities
will identify and use resources to eradicate poverty in their localities. Others
included: To empower women to fully participate in decision-making processes at all
levels of leadership; that every citizen will be legally permitted to carry out poverty
related activities anywhere in the country as long as they do not contravene existing

rules, laws, regulations and procedures. As far as this study is concerned, clear
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understanding of principles of effective participation will assist in analysis of
findings on participation of the rural communities in poverty reduction

activities/programs.

2.6 Factors influencing participation in development activities

2.6.1 Age of the household head

Age is one of the factors that can influence performance of individuals in
development activities. It has many implications as livelihood exists. This is because
it has an impact on access, ownership and control of resources such as land, cash and
labor. According to Maunder (1973), it is perceived that young people are less
conservative than their elders, and hence are more likely to participate in agricultural
programmes. Participation has been observed to be at optimum between 25 to 34
years (Nanai, 1993) where it then decline with the increase of age beyond the
optimum. The author argues that the age above 34 years is pre-occupied with home
and community based obligations. According to Mandara (1998), the economically
productive group ranges from the age of 15 to 65 years old. This shows that the
population aged below and above this group rarely participate in poverty eradication
strategies thus is economically dependent. Since the head of the household is the
major breadwinner, his/her age reflects both the income generating capacity of their
household and its demographic position, which in turn reflect participation in poverty
eradication activities (Ifran, 1989). Sex and marital status of the household head as

factors influencing participation in development activities are described below.
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2.6.2 Sex and marital status of the household head

Sex of the household head is an important dimension of the locus of responsibility
and authority in a household. Majority of population mainly face special obstacles,
which prevent them from participating in rural development programs. Such
obstacles include heavy labor demands, prevailing cultural restrictions such as not
speaking at open meetings, inferiority of women’s work and interests and patriarchal
cultures (Havercort, 1991). In rural areas, the basic resource for production is land,
thus participation in poverty eradication strategies is closely associated with land
ownership. However, ownership of land differs among women and men. For
example, one of the factors mentioned as making women victims of poverty is lack
of access to productive resources in the rural areas (World Bank, 1983) in Mandara
(1998). At local level people lack power, access to resources and skills to help
themselves (FAO, 1986). Women are more likely to be affected most due to lack of
ownership rights of land from their husbands (Mitter, 1994). On the other hand,
Nanai (1993) argues that men generally have opportunities to participate in
agricultural programs than women due to their slightly less workload in the
communities as compared to women workload. Mngondo (1996) observed a more or
less similar situation in Sub-saharan African countries where men have double roles
(productive and managerial) and women carry out triple roles (reproductive,
productive and managerial) hence low participation of women in development
activities. Bagachwa (1994) noted that empirical evidence from many studies
maintained that female-headed households are more likely to be in poverty at any

point of time than male headed households. Kennedy (1989) cited by Katapa (1994)
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found that the poorest households with respect to annual per capita incomes were

female headed households in Kenya.

Access and control of resources and capital through diverse cultural, political,
economic, ecological and agricultural settings and the nature of the relation between
the access and control of diverse assets allows individuals to negotiate their
livelihood strategies and improve their well being in rural areas (Valvidia and Gilles,
2001). The next part describes education of the household head as a factor

influencing participation.

2.6.3 Education of the household head

Education and literacy are key factors affecting community participation (Plummer,
2000). The author explained further that one can not clearly separate education from
related factors such as economic and social status, aspirations, attitudes and skills.
Chambers (1983) observed that levels of literacy affect the choice of strategies and
mechanisms used to facilitate participation. Mobilization of communities is said to
be much easier in areas where education and literacy levels are higher. Education has
also been successfully used for imparting knowledge, raising awareness and
changing attitudes. In addition to that, education broadens horizons beyond habit and
traditions of individuals encouraging participation of an individual in development

activities.

People’s level of education has positive relationship with the level of participation

(Nanai, 1993). Furthermore, it was noted by Levinger and Drahman (1980) that poor
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and less educated people generally lack confidence in their ability to improve their
lives. Rodgers (1989) reported that lack of education is an important dimension of
poverty. Levels of education are usually low in developing countries and more so in
the rural areas (Chambers, 1983). DHS (1997) observed that there are more women
who did not attend schooling than men. The education level of the household head is
important since he/she is the one who makes the major decisions concerning the
household, especially production decisions (World Bank, 1996). Having an educated
household head is therefore expected to have a positive implication on participation
in poverty eradication strategies hence to the household socio-economic status.
Availability of supporting services and administrative structure is described in the
next part.

2.6.4 Availability of supporting services and administrative structure
Availability of Socio-economic services such as credit facilities, input supply and
extension services affect participation of rural communities in poverty eradication
strategies (Freeman, 1985). Lack of such services affect involvement of rural
community members in poverty reduction activities. In addition to that, the
administrative structures of the developing countries lack the capacity for
supervision and implementation of desired change and are therefore not ideal for
sustaining participation. Their development plans are usually statements intent to
lead to economic growth (Freeman, 1985). They lack essential resources required by
the target group for change such as skilled manpower. The resources include
technicians, planners, managers and administrators. In most cases these resources are
located at the headquarters’ and are actively involved in the initial stages of the

program like planning and decision-making.
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At the implementation stages, farmers are physically involved to perform the task,
while administrators are just giving directives. Farmers lack close supervision to
enable them participates fully in development programs. Many government policies
aimed at alleviating rural problems are formed at the headquarters and most of them
do not address the real rural situations Shayo (1991), cited by Nanai (1993). This
result in failure of farmers to participate in rural development programs.
Furthermore, inadequate financial resources limit a number of farmers participating
in the projects. Most of projects take off well but can not be sustained due to lack of
recurrent expenditure after the initial development costs as well as proper
administration. Part 2.7 below describes poverty eradication opportunities as listed

by the Government.

2.7 Poverty eradication opportunities

The Government of Tanzania believes that it has the capacity to eradicate poverty if
the available opportunities are utilized (URT, 1998). Among many opportunities
available in Tanzania, the following are recognized by the government: government
commitment to eradicate poverty, peace and stability, natural resources and
multiparty democracy. Others are economic reforms and market liberalization,
supportive international community, participation of non-government institutions,
and enhanced information dissemination. However, the government states
categorically that people have to understand that the prime actors in poverty
eradication are the people themselves. The government role is more on facilitating
and complementary to people’s efforts. Each of the stated opportunity is briefly

described below.
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First, government commitment to eradicate poverty: Since independence in 1961,
poverty eradication has dominated the country’s political and development agenda
(URT, 1998). The current initiatives have an opportunity to evaluate past strategies,
assess their impact and build on lessons learned from those efforts in the design and
implementation of new development programs. Second, peace and political stability:
The existing peace and stability allows for the participation of the people in decision-
making process, design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of poverty
eradication programs. Third, natural resources: Tanzania is endowed with rich
natural resources, which can be utilized to eradicate poverty. These include ample
arable land, a wealth of mineral resources and game reserves. There is also abundant
of untapped water sources, which could be used for irrigation, electricity and for
domestic use (URT, 1998). Fourth, multiparty democracy: The current multiparty
democratic process creates and strengthens among Tanzanians culture of self-
expression and reaching consensus on critical national development issues. It also
provides opportunity for people’s views and concerns to be heard at the highest level
of leadership; and for these views to be reflected in to policy formulation and design
of development programs. Fifth, economic reforms and market liberalization:
Economic reforms and market liberalization has brought many changes in the
country. One of the major changes is the withdrawal of the government from direct
production, processing, manufacturing and marketing while at the same time
promoting private sector participation in production and distribution of goods and
services. Sixth, supportive international community: During recent international
forums, agreement has been reached to support poverty eradication initiatives

worldwide. This encourages increased flow of international resources to meet the
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needs of poor countries including debt relief (URT, 1998; Nyerere, 1999). Opponents
of debt relief, however, argue that debt relief is like a 'blank cheque' to governments,
and fear savings will not reach the poor in countries plagued by corruption. Others
argue that the money would be far better spent in specific aid projects, which actually

help the poor (IMF and World Bank, 2005).

However, according to the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Bank
(2005), countries that received limited debt relief under existing programs have
doubled poverty-reducing expenditures from 1999-2004. According to the same
source, for example, 54% of the money saved through debt relief in Benin has been
spent on health, including on rural primary health care and HIV programs. Debt
relief in Mozambique enabled free immunization to all children and in Uganda, 2.2
million people have gained access to clean water. It has been reported that in
Tanzania, debt relief enabled the government to abolish primary school fees, leading
to a 66% increase in enrollment (IMF and World Bank, 2005). Seventh, participation
of non-governmental institutions: Non-governmental institutions such as Non-
Governmental Organizations (NGOs), Community Based Organizations (CBOs) and
Grassroot Organizations (GROs) have a long experience and capacity to work with
grassroot communities (URT, 2005). If adequately involved, they can greatly
contribute to the success of poverty reduction initiatives and achieving the
Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). Non governmental institutions play a
“watchdog role” for governments, offering constructive criticism whenever

necessary (TANGO, 2004).
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TANGO noted further that non-governmental institutions also mobilize, monitor and
carry out campaigns for poverty reduction undertakings. Many NGOs intervene in
several initiatives that are relevant to the MDGs. For example, Tanzania Gender
Networking Program (TGNP) is actively involved in lobbying and advocacy,
research and information dissemination and equal allocation of resources for men
and women (TANGO, 2004). Eighth, enhanced information dissemination
mechanism: Recently, there have been rapid improvements in information
technologies in Tanzania, especially media and digital information systems.
According to the Tanzania government, there is an increase in broadcasting media
such as radios and televisions as well as newspapers and magazines that have
resulted to increased efficiency of information dissemination (URT, 1998). Modern
communication technologies include internet services, mobile phones, WAP, pagers
and GPRS (Ndamagi, 2005). All such technologies can be used to raise people’s
understanding and awareness on poverty issues, including information on poverty
reduction opportunities that exist for them to enrich their livelihood. The media will
certainly enhance efforts for social mobilization and integration in program planning
and implementation (Ndamagi, 2005).
CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Overview

This chapter describes the study area and the methodology employed in the study.
Description is given of the location, climate, socio-economic activities as well as the
population characteristics of the study area. The chapter also provides clarification

on the study design, sampling unit, sample size and sampling techniques and
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procedures employed. Description of data collection instruments, data collection

procedures and data analysis procedures are also given.

3.2 Description of the study area

3.2.1 Location and climate
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Location of Kilosa district on the map of Morogoro Region
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Figure 2: A map showing the research area
the study area are crop farming and
livestock keeping. Others include forestry, beekeeping, fishing and
trading. Crops grown include sunflower, simsim, cotton and pigeon
peas (URT, 2002). Others are maize and sweet potatoes. In some
villages of Gairo, the majority of the population (over 75%) live in

critical poverty and their access to socio-economic services is limited

(Intermon Oxifarm, 2003).



35

According to URT (2002) and village reports, the population size of
the district is 489 513. The population of wards and villages of the
study are shown in Table 2. Data from Table 2 shows that the
distribution of population in villages is such that while Chakwale is
the most populated village among the study villages, Kwipipa is the
least populated one. However, this study did not go further to identify
the reasons for such distribution characteristics. Among the major
ethnic groups in the district are Pogoro, Kaguru, Sagara, Gogo,

Maasai and Barabaig (URT, 2002).

Table 2: Distribution of population in respective selected areas

Ward Population per ward  Village Population per village
Chakwale 29,513 Chakwale 9,884

Ndogomi 3,404
Rubeho 17,020 Kwipipa 2,231
Gairo 35,638  Luhwaji 2,606

Source: Ward and Village records

3.3 Study design

A social survey was conducted whereby a cross sectional research design was
adopted. The design enabled collection of data at one point in time. According to
Bernard (1996) and Babbie (1990), this design provides useful information for
simple statistical description and interpretation. It allows determination of
relationship between different variables that are focused in the study. The sampling

unit and sample size are described in the next part.
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3.3.1 Sampling unit and sample size

Households were the ultimate unit of analysis. Total sample size was 160
respondents who were all household heads from four villages. The number was
arrived by considering that a minimum of 30 cases is considered as a reasonable
sample size for studies in which statistical data analysis is to be done (SAS Institute,
1999). The household heads were considered as appropriate persons for interview
because in most cases they are the ones responsible for households’ welfare.

Procedures used in the sampling are described in the next section.

3.3.2 Sampling technique and procedure

Purposive sampling was applied to obtain a study division whereby Gairo division
was chosen among nine divisions of Kilosa district (Figure 3). It was important to
employ purposive sampling technique so as to eliminate the possibility of ending up
with the division that had no important characteristics as far as this study is
concerned. Gairo division was chosen because it is one of the divisions where
participatory planning process of identifying opportunities and obstacles to
development (O&OD), which has been currently recommended by the government,
has already been implemented. Also most of its villages have rural characteristics
whereby most of the people depend on agriculture. In addition, some of its villages
are easily accessed by road while others are not, which allowed for comparison. The
mentioned characteristics were also used to obtain three study wards out of five
wards of the division. From the three wards, four villages were selected purposively
to include villages which took part in the O&OD activities, and which differed in

accessibility by road. This sampling process allowed selection of two villages
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(Chakwale and Kwipipa), which are located along the road, and Ndogomi and
Luhwaji villages located in remote areas (less accessed by road). A list of all
households from the village register was used as a sampling frame whereby random
selection was used to obtain 40 households from each village. The next section
describes the data collection procedures.

3.4 Data collection

3.4.1 Research tools

A questionnaire was designed and used to interview respondents to get both
qualitative and quantitative data. The questionnaire was composed of open- ended
and closed-ended questions (Appendix 1). The type of questions was determined by
the kind of information needed. The two types of questions provided an opportunity
to obtain information from respondents through specific and non specific answers.
The questionnaire was formulated in English and then translated to Kiswahili
language to allow for easy communication during the interviews. Face-to-face
interviews were conducted in administering the questionnaire. A checklist or semi-
structured interview guide was prepared to facilitate focus group discussions. The

next part describes pre testing of the questionnaire.
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Kibedya
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Figure 3: Tree diagram showing the sapling procedure

3.4.2 Pre testing the questionnaire

A preliminary survey was done to pre-test the questionnaire and check relevance and
validity of the questions to the intended respondents. This was done under field
condition to ensure that the questions were clear to the respondents thus allowing

obtain relevant answers. Then, few questions were revised to make them easily

understandable by the respondents.

3.4.3 Types of data collected

(a) Primary data
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A questionnaire was used for individual interviews and a checklist was used to guide
focus group discussions. For the focus group discussions, the groups did not exceed
10 people and the groups were composed of village leaders and key informants from
respective villages. One focus group was involved in discussion for each of the four
study villages. The groups were interviewed so as to supplement information
obtained from the other respondents as well as to be able to obtain specific
information concerning village issues, which might not be clear to common villagers.
Participant observation was also done to supplement the information.

(b) Secondary data

Secondary data were collected from different documents, from district to village
level. The data included; number of divisions, wards and villages and population
size. While the number of divisions was obtained from the district, the number of
wards was obtained from the division. From the wards, population of the wards and
the number of villages per ward were obtained. Populations of the villages were
obtained from the respective villages. Other information obtained was on socio-

economic characteristics.

3.5 Data analysis

Statistical Package for Social Science (SPSS) computer software was used to analyze
the data. Under this analysis, descriptive statistics such as frequencies, percentages
and means were determined. While correlation analysis was used to study the
relationship between variables, Student t-test was used to compare means among

variables.
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Content analysis was used to analyze information resulted from focus group
discussions. This method of analysis has been defined as a systematic, replicable
technique for compressing many words of text into fewer content categories based on
explicit rules of coding (Stemler, 2001). Berelson (1952), Krippendorff (1980) and
Weber (1990) offer a broad definition of content analysis as, "any technique for
making inferences by objectively and systematically identifying specified
characteristics of messages". The method enables researchers to sift through large
volumes of data with relative ease in a systematic fashion. The most common notion
in qualitative research is that a content analysis simply means doing a word-
frequency count. The assumption made is that the words that are mentioned most

often are the words that reflect the greatest concerns.

3.6 Limitation of the study
Responses of interviews mostly depended on individual’s memory whereby
respondents rarely kept written records of their activities. There were therefore
notable difficulties for respondents to give some answers for example on household’s
income. Because of such limitation some of the household incomes reported by
respondents might not be the exact figures/amounts rather were round figures.
CHAPTER FOUR

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
4.1 Overview
This chapter shows results of the study and their description. The results are based on
the study objectives as well as background characteristics of the respondents. The

background characteristics included; age, sex, marital status, education level,
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occupation, community leadership, household size and income levels. Based on this
study, description has been provided on participation of community members in
poverty reduction activities at household level, participation in community
development programs, opinions of the rural community members on opportunities
for poverty reduction (that have been listed by the Government of Tanzania). Also,
explanation has been given on poverty reduction opportunities that existed in the

study area as well as the factors affecting participation in poverty reduction activities.

4.2 Background characteristics of respondents

42.1 Age

Results are presented in Table 3 whereby the ages ranged between 20 and 77 years
grouped as young (20- 34), grownup (35-74) and old (75 —77). The overall results
reveal that the ‘grown up’ age group consisted of the majority of the respondents
(65.6%), whereas the ‘old’ group was only 3.1%. Since random sampling was used
to obtain the respondents who participated in this study, it implies that the majority

of household heads in the study area were adults aged between 35 and 74 years.

Table 3: Distribution of respondents according to age groups

Age group Age range Frequency Percent (%)

Young 20- 34 50 31.3

Grownup 35-74 105 65.6

Old 75-77 5 3.1

Total 160 100.0
4.2.2 Sex

Most of respondents (83.8%) were men and only 16.3% were women (Table 4).

Since the study was focusing on heads of households as respondents, this unequal
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proportion is not surprising. This is because under normal circumstances in most
Tanzanian ethnic groups, men are used to head households.

Table 4: Distribution of respondents by sex

Respondent sex Frequency Percent (%)
Male 134 83.8
Female 26 16.3
Total 160 100.0

4.2.3 Marital status
The majority of the interviewed respondents (91.9%) were married (Table 5). The
rest of the respondents were widowers, separated and widows.

Table 5: Distribution of respondents by marital status

Marital status Frequency Percent (%)
Married 147 91.9
Separated 5 3.1
Widows (women) 2 1.3
Widowers (men) 6 3.8
Total 160 100.0

4.2.4. Community leadership status

Results indicated that only 15% of interviewed respondents held different positions
of leadership in the community while the majority (85%) had no leadership role in
the community. The community leadership status considered in this study were based
on religions, development programs, village governments and political parties. Out
of the 24 leaders, 4 of them were religious leaders (pastors and catechists) while 6
were involved with development programs (water and education programs). On the
other hand, eleven leaders held different positions in the village governments and

three were involved with CCM and market leaderships.
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4.2.5 Household size

The number of people per household ranged between 2 to 20. The majority of the
households (51.3%) consisted of 5-8 people per household (Table 6). While about a
quarter of households (27.5%) consisted of 1-4 family members and 20% consisted
of 9-12 people, very few households (1.3%) consisted of extremely large number of

17-20 people.

Table 6: Distribution of respondents according to their household size

Category Frequency Percent
1-4 44 27.5
5-8 82 51.3
9-12 32 20.0

7-20 2 1.3

Total 160 100.0

4.2.6 Education level

Results are presented in Table 7 whereby most of the interviewed respondents
(63.1%) attained primary school education while 8.8% of respondents attained only a
pre- primary education. Thirteen percent of the interviewed household heads were
illiterate. Only a very small proportion of the respondents had attained either
secondary or college education. This indicates that generally, majority of the

community members in the study area had low level of education.

Table 7: Distribution of respondents according to their education level

Education categories Frequency Percent
Pre Primary school only 14 8.8
Primary school only 101 63.1
Secondary school 6 3.8
College 2 1.3

Adult education only 16 10.0
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No formal education 21 13.0

Total 160 100.0

4.2.7 Occupation

All of the interviewed respondents were involved in agriculture whereby 45.6%
practiced crop farming only and 51.9 % practiced both crop farming and livestock
keeping (Table 8). Crops cultivated include maize, ground nuts, sunflower, sweet
potatoes and pigeon peas. Animals kept include cattle, goats, chicken and pigs. On
the other hand, 2.5 % of respondents were also involved in trading together with

agriculture.

Table 8: Distribution of respondents according to their occupation

Occupation Frequency Percent
Crop farming only 73 45.6
Crop farming and livestock keeping 83 51.9
Agriculture and trading 4 2.5
Total 160 100

4.2.8 Amount of total household annual cash income

With reference to the incomes of year 2004, the annual cash income ranged between
TAS 40 000 and 800 000. The results in Table 9 show that 27.5 % of the households
earned between TAS 100 001 and 200 000 while 22.5% earned between TAS 200
001 and 300 000. Others were 21.3% who earned between TAS 300 001 and 500
000. Only few households (13.8%) earned more than TAS 500 000. Focus group
discussion indicated that the annual incomes of the majority were smaller compared

to expenses, which the earned cash was used for. The respondents reported that
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sometimes they failed to meet some of the basic requirements such as medical costs,

clothing, school fees for their children and food in case of food shortages.

Table 9: Distribution of respondents according to their annual income

Income category (in TAS) Percentage (%) of respondents
(n=160)
Less than 51 000 1.8
51 000-100 000 13.1
100 001-200 000 27.5
200 001-300 000 22.5
300 001-500 000 21.3
500 001-600 000 6.3
600 001-800 000 7.5
Total 100

4.3 Participation of community members in poverty reduction activities

(at household level)

4.3.1 Identified poverty reduction activities and sources of working capital for
household cash income

Results for the identified poverty reduction activities that were practiced by the

interviewed respondents are shown in Table 10. Generally, the results are not very

different from the findings of the occupations shown in section 4.2.7. The only

difference was that for this particular section, it was important to consider even
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minor economic activities provided that they were contributing to the income of the
household. The activities included crop farming only (45.6%), crop farming and
livestock keeping (51.9%), while 2.5% were involved in combination of crop
farming, livestock keeping and trading. In this particular study, trading refers to off-
farm income generating activities (IGAs) such as brewing, masonry, carpentry,

tailoring and seasonal casual wage employment.

Tale 10: Distribution of respondents according to number and type of IGAs

engaged in

Number of Type of activities Frequency Percent
IGAs (%)
One Crop farming only 73 45.6
Two Crop farming and livestock keeping 83 51.9

Trading and crop farming 3 1.9
Three Crop farming, livestock keeping and trading 4 2.5

On the other hand, an assessment of sources of household working capital revealed
that respondents obtained capital for the IGAs from different sources (Table 11). The
sources included selling of agricultural products (61.9%), loans (5.6%), own labor

(45.6%) and support from relatives (14.4%).

The findings indicate that the majority of the rural community members were earning
their incomes from agricultural related activities. This is because majority of the rural
community members involve themselves in agriculture as land is the main resource
available to them. Very few depended on non-agricultural activities as a source of
income. One of the reasons for only the few to involve themselves in non-

agricultural activities may be lack of capital and skills to undertake off farm income
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generating activities. According to URT (2000), poverty is persistent more in the
rural as a result of unbalanced rural-urban development associated with the absence
of basic physical, economic, social, financial and institutional infrastructure and
services. This has prevented the poor from taking effective initiatives towards

income generating opportunities and from gaining access to productive assets.

The Ministry of Agriculture and Food Security (2001) and IFAP (2000) have pointed
out the most often cited reasons for rural poverty (Section 2.4.2). The results show
that only few respondents obtained capital from external sources such as loaning
institutions or other people. This is similar to observations by Van Raay (1989) that
small holders are constrained in terms of land, labor, capital and management skills.
This implies that the income level of the majority in rural areas is associated with
factors affecting the agricultural sector. Freeman (1985) noted that availability of
Socio-economic services such as credit facilities, input supply and extension services

affect participation of rural communities in poverty eradication strategies.

Table 11:  Distribution of respondents according to source of household

working capital for cash income

Source of capital Frequency Percent (%)
Selling agric products 99 61.9
Loans 9 5.6
Own labor 73 45.6

From relatives 23 14.4
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4.3.2 Participation of family members in household cash income

Results of assessment of participation of family members in household cash earning
are presented in Table 12. The results show that at household level, many household
heads (80% to 98.8%) involved family members at different stages of IGAs. The
respondents (household heads) gave different reasons for involving their family
members. The main reason given was mobilization of labor (69.4%) while the
remaining 30.6% of household heads mentioned other reasons. Other reasons
included need to provide training or capacity building on family members for
ensuring sustainability of the IGAs and to increase transparency as well as providing

opportunity for others to participate as it is their responsibility as part of the family.

Table 12: Participation of family members at different stages of IGAs

Involvement stage

Frequency Percent (%)
Planning 128 80.0
Implementation 158 98.8
Evaluation 144 90.0

Assessment to uncover problems associated with the involvement of family members
revealed that the majority of respondents indicated to have no problem (132 out of
160 or 82.5%) while 28 or 17.5% reported to face different problems. The reported
types of problems are summarized in Table 13. It appears that the largest proportion
of those who indicated to face some problems (28.57%) were those who felt that
many of their family members had low capacity of understanding or may require

them to provide very close supervision. It is interesting to note that some respondents
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complained about frequent pregnancy by women (and therefore need for children
care) to be hindering involvement of women in productive activities. The
respondents explained that in most of the time women at the reproductive age were
either pregnant or taking care of their young infants/children and thus could not
participate fully in production. Some men were concerned so much that one man in
Chakwale village was planning to divorce his wife because he felt she was not
having substantial contribution in production. This indicates that some community
members were not aware of different gender roles in the society. Gender analysis
shows clearly that while men have double roles that is productive and community
management roles, women have triple roles that is productive, reproductive and
community management roles (ODA, 1995). It is suggested that failure to include
gender considerations can lead to serious unforeseen effects on men, women and

their households (ODA, 1995).

Table 13: Summary of problems of involving family members in IGAs

Identified problems Frequency Percent(%)
(n =28)

Many family members are too young 2 7.14
Children spent most of the time in school 3 10.71
Children spent most of the time in school 3 10.71
Many family members require very close supervision 8 28.57
Polygamy (low cooperation from multiple married wives) 2 7.14
Frequent pregnancy of women and need for children care 2 7.14
Selfishness of family members (want to do their own

activities) 5 17.86
Some family members are not faithful in handling cash 3 10.71

4.4 Participation in community development programs
This section begins by identifying the development programs that were existing in

the study area. Then the extent to which the respondents were involved in different
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stages of the programs is presented. Community development programs considered
in this study were the ones which existed for the benefit of the majority of the

community members.

44.1 Existing programs in the study area

Results for the identified development programs that existed in the four study
villages are presented in Table 14. The programs included education programs
(classrooms construction); water program (wells construction and management);
community cattle dip; heath service facility (center) and communal land renting to

farmers for crop production.

Table 14: Identified community development programs in the four study

villages
Village Number of programs Type of programs
Ndogomi 3 *  Education (class rooms
construction)
e Water wells
* Cattle dip
Chakwale 3 e Heath center
¢ Renting communal land for
farming
*  Education (class rooms
construction)
Kwipipa 3 * Renting communal land for
farming
e Water (tap water)
e Local skins /hides processing
Luhwaji 3 * Renting communal land for

farming

e Water (tap water)

*  Education (class rooms
construction)
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4.4.2 Participation in community development programs

Results of how respondents reported to participate in three stages of development
programs (i.e planning, implementation and evaluation) are summarized in Table 15.
For all the three stages, the majority of the respondents did not participate (about two
thirds for implementation and more than three quarters in either planning or
evaluation). It is interesting to note that consistently, 2.5% of the respondents
reported not to know how they participated in any of the three stages of development
programs. The results clearly show that generally there is poor participation of
community members in development programs particularly in planning and

evaluation stages.

Table 15: Participation of respondents in community development

programs at different stages

Stage of program Percent (n = 160)
Were Were not Not sure/Do Total
involved involved not know
Planning 20.6 76.9 2.5 100
Implementation 31.3 66.2 2.5 100
Evaluation 20.0 77.5 2.5 100

Further analysis revealed that 11.9% of respondents participated in community
development programs as decision makers while only 6.8% participated as leaders
and 22.5% reported to participate as beneficiaries (Table 16). Up to 3.8% of
respondents were not sure of how they participate in the existing community
development programs. However, although most of the community programs found
in the study area were those serving majority of the community members, for

example education, heath and water programs, still many respondents reported not
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even benefiting from them. This finding requires further studies to characterize the

situation.

Table 16: Distribution of respondents according to reported kind of involvement

Kind of involvement Percent responses
(n = 160)
Not sure or
Yes No Do not know Total
As decision maker 11.9 85.6 2.5 100
As a leader 6.8 89.4 3.8 100
As a beneficiary 22.5 73.7 3.8 100

4.4.3 Participation in community development programs through development
committees

Through interviews with key informants, it was established that each village had four
village development committees. The committees were namely committee for
economic planning, committee for labour, committee for security and committee for
social welfare. Assessment of awareness of respondents about development
committees showed that 57.5% were aware of the presence of the development
committees while 42.5% did not know (Table 17). The table als o shows that only
46.9% were knowledgeable about who forms the committees. This indicates that the
process of forming the committees was not clear enough to the villagers. In addition
to that, only 37.5% of respondents were satisfied with performance of the
committees, including the way the committees provided feedback to the villagers.

This situation can be caused by villagers themselves by not attending to the
community meetings. It may also be caused by poor process of forming committees,

which might have allowed for non-committed individuals. However, this study did
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not go further to identify what exactly caused the gap between development
committees and villagers. With reference to URT (2004), one of the basic elements
to transparency in participatory approaches is information flow and the effective use
of formal forums to disseminate and share information. For instance, local forums
such as the Village Assembly, Village Council, Vitongoji/Mitaa, Ward Development
Committee and District Council meetings should be publicised as much as possible

for all stakeholders at each level to know and attend as required.

Table 17: Distribution of respondents according to their awareness about

various aspects of development committees

Study item Percent (n = 160)
Yes No Total

Aware about presence of various development 57.5 425 100

committees

Aware about who forms the development committees 46.9 53.1 100

Satisfaction with performance of committees 37.5 62.5 100
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4.5 Opinions of rural community members on opportunities for poverty
reduction
The Government of Tanzania believes that it has the capacity to eradicate poverty if
the available opportunities are utilized (URT, 1998). This consideration prompted a
need to assess the opinions of the respondents about the importance of the
opportunities claimed by the government for poverty reduction/eradication.
Descriptive statistics and chi-square test were used to assess the opportunities. The
results are shown in Table 18, Table 19 and Figure 4 whereby the respondents were
separated in two categories according to accessibility of their villages. Chakwale and
Kwipipa villages were considered to be relatively more accessible while Ndogomi
and Luhwaji were less accessible. Results of each of the eight government’s claimed
opportunities  are discussed in the next sections. The following table and figure
show opinions of rural community members on the importance of the government

claimed opportunities for eradicating poverty

Table: 18: Opinions of rural community members on the importance of the

government claimed opportunities for eradicating poverty

Opportunity Relatively more accessible villages Remote and less accessible villages

(Chakwale and Kwipipa) (Ndogomi and Luhwaji)

(n = 80) (n = 80)
—Important—Not——INotsure  ~Importamt Not Not sure
important important
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Opportunity (1) 73.75 10.00 16.25 58.75 22.50 18.75
Opportunity (2) 78.75 6.25 15.00 63.75 21.25 15.00
Opportunity (3) 53.75 35.00 11.25 27.50 46.25 26.50
Opportunity (4) 33.75 16.25 50.00 27.50 20.00 52.50
Opportunity (5) 70.00 6.25 23.75 45.00 23.75 31.25
Opportunity (6) 57.50 10.00 32.50 38.75 18.75 42.50
Opportunity (7) 70.00 18.75 11.25 57.50 3.75 38.75

Opportunity (8) 51.25 36.25 12.50 53.75 35.00 11.25
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Key:

Opportunity 1 = Government commitment to eradicate poverty
Opportunity 2 = Peace and political stability

Opportunity 3 = Market liberalization

Opportunity 4 = Supportive international community
Opportunity 5 = Natural resources

Opportunity 6 = Participation of non governmental institutions
Opportunity 7 = Information dissemination

Opportunity 8 = Multiparty democracy
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Figure 4. Proportion of respondents who accepted the various government-
claimed opportunities to be important in eradicating poverty
Key:

Opportunity 1 = Government commitment to eradicate poverty
Opportunity 2 = Peace and political stability

Opportunity 3 = Market liberalization

Opportunity 4 = Supportive international community
Opportunity 5 = Natural resources

Opportunity 6 = Participation of non governmental institutions
Opportunity 7 = Information dissemination

Opportunity 8 = Multiparty democracy

Generally, the figure above (Figure 4) shows proportions of respondents who
accepted the various Government claimed opportunities to be important in

eradicating poverty. Generally, it can be observed from the figure that higher
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proportion of community members in more accessible villages accept that the
opportunities are important for poverty eradication as compared to communities in

less accessible villages.

Table 19. Summary for chi-square statistic testing for relationship between
awareness of opportunities and type of accessibility by road

Opportunity Chi square value Level of Significance (P value)
Opportunity 1 5.348 0.0690
Opportunity 2 7.589 0.0225*
Opportunity 3 12.831 0.0016**
Opportunity 4 0.643 0.7252
Opportunity 5 13.333 0.0013**
Opportunity 6 6.119 0.0469*
Opportunity 7 28.482 0.0001**
Opportunity 8 0.131 0.9370

Degree of freedom (df) was 2 throughout.
* Significant at P < 0.05 and ** Significant at P <0.01

The different opportunities were:

Opportunity 1 = Government commitment to eradicate poverty
Opportunity 2 = Peace and political stability

Opportunity 3 = Market liberalization

Opportunity 4 = Supportive international community
Opportunity 5 = Natural resources

Opportunity 6 = Participation of non governmental institutions
Opportunity 7 = Information dissemination

Opportunity 8 = Multiparty democracy

4.5.1 Opportunity 1: Government commitment to eradicate poverty

Results in Table 18 show that 73.75% of the respondents from the more accessible
villages agreed that government commitment to poverty reduction was important for
poverty reduction. That opinion was given by only 58.75% of those from less
accessible villages. On the other hand, 16.25% of respondents from more accessible

villages and 18.75% from less accessible villages were not sure whether the
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government is important for poverty reduction or not. However, chi-square test
(Table 19) revealed that there was no statistical difference in awareness of the

opportunity between respondents from more accessible villages and those from less

accessible villages (X* = 5.348) at P > 0.05. It was very interesting to know that
some people know their role in poverty reduction. They said that government
commitments to reduce poverty can have much effect if people themselves make
efforts to reduce poverty. Similar to respondents’ comment, the government has
made it clear that people themselves should make efforts to eradicate poverty and the
government role is more of facilitating and complementing to people’s efforts (URT,
1998). The respondents further explained that government commitment could have
more effect on poverty reduction if it would support farmer’s production in various
ways including provision of working capital, ensuring proper expenditure of

development funds and facilitating access to supports provided for poverty reduction.

4.5.2 Opportunity 2: Peace and political stability

More than three quarters (78.75%) of respondents from the more accessible village
and 63.75% from less accessible villages, indicated that peace and political stability
were important for poverty eradication (Table 18). On the other hand, 15% from each

group were not sure of its importance for poverty eradication. There was statistical

significance difference at P < 0.05 between the two locations (Table 19).

This implies that majority of rural community members recognize the importance of
peace and political stability in poverty reduction. Those who indicated that the

opportunity was important had an opinion similar to the government’s opinion that
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peace and political stability allows for the participation of the people in decision-
making process, design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of poverty
eradication programs (URT, 1988). The few who thought that the mentioned
opportunity was not important for poverty reduction argued that peace and political
stability has been there for most of the time but their poverty situation has remained
high. In addition, they also complained that they were not enjoying the peace and
political stability claimed by the government due to the problems that they face due
to their poverty. They mentioned some of the problems such as diseases, food
shortages and poor education services. Although this study did not go further to
assess the magnitude of the mentioned problems, it showed that in order to make
rural community members appreciate the importance of peace and political stability,
the government should strive to address problems associated with poverty facing

rural communities.

4.5.3 Opportunity 3: Market liberalization

Results in Table 18 show that while almost half (53.75%) of the respondents from
more accessible villages agreed that market liberalization was contributing to poverty
reduction, only 27.5% from less accessible villages argued the same. On the other
hand, 11.25% of respondents from more accessible villages and 26. 5% from less
accessible villages were not sure whether market liberalization was important for

poverty reduction.

The results indicate that more people in more accessible villages appreciate the
contribution of market liberalization to poverty reduction as compared to those from

less accessible villages. Chi-square test (Table 19) showed that the difference in
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appreciation of the importance of the opportunity between respondents from more

and less accessible villages was statistically significant (X* =12.831) at P < 0.01. In
all the villages (more and less accessible), the respondents who recognized the
importance of market liberalization gave a reason that such a situation allows a
farmer to have a wider choice of selling and buying. This opinion is in line with the

government (URT, 1998) strategy.

The observed difference in realizing the importance of market liberalization between
the more and less accessible villages is not surprising. It is obvious that transport
services affect production, processing, manufacturing, marketing and distribution of
goods and services, which are important outcomes of the market liberalization. These

were less likely to be enjoyed in less accessible villages.

4.5.4 Opportunity 4: Supportive international community

From Table 18 and Figure 4, results indicate that from both the more accessible and
less accessible villages, only less than half of the respondents (33.75% and 27.5%,
respectively) agreed that supportive international community have substantial
contribution to poverty reduction. On the other hand, about half of the respondents
from each of more accessible as well as less accessible villages (50% and 52.5%,
respectively) were not sure whether the supportive international community was an
opportunity for poverty reduction. This implies that in both types of villages
(accessible and less accessible) the supportive international community was not clear
as an opportunity for poverty reduction. The majority of respondents who indicated

that the international support was not important or were not sure of its importance
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had the opinion that in most cases, rural community members did not access support
provided by the international community. Similar to this opinion, opponents of debt
relief argue that debt relief is like a 'blank cheque' to governments, and fear that the
savings may not reach the poor in countries plagued by corruption. Others argue that
the money would perhaps be far better spent in specific aid projects which actually
help the poor (IMF and World Bank, 2005). This is contrary to the government's
argument (URT, 1998) that supportive international community encourages

increased flow of international resources to meet the needs of the poor.

4.5.5 Opportunity 5: Natural resources

Results showed that more than half of the respondents (70%) from more accessible
villages support government opinion that natural resources are important for poverty
reduction compared to 46% of the respondents from less accessible villages (Table
18 and Figure 4). Furthermore, results indicated that 23.75% from more accessible
villages and 31.25% from less accessible villages were not sure whether the

mentioned opportunity was important for poverty reduction or not. Chi- square

statistic test showed statistical significance (X* = 13.333) difference at P < 0.01
between people from more accessible villages and those from less accessible villages
(Table 19). This implies that many people in more accessible villages compared to
those in less accessible villages are aware of the importance of natural resources in
poverty reduction. The difference in understanding the importance of natural
resources among more and less accessible villages can be associated with higher
interaction of villagers in the more accessible villages, with people from different

parts of the country, therefore more exposed to the resources and their utilization.
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However, majority of those who appreciated the importance of the opportunity
mentioned land as the main natural resource accessed and used by the majority of
rural community members. Similar to this observation, the Ministry of Agriculture
and Food Security (2001) noted that despite abundance of unutilized land, Tanzanian
agriculture is dominated by small-scale subsistence farming. The Ministry explains
further that major limitation on the size of land holdings and utilization is the heavy
reliance on the hand hoe as the main cultivating tool. This indicates that, the less
accessible villages can hardly obtain services from other people. Such services
include tractors during farming seasons and other inputs to improve production.
Focus group discussions indicated that rural community members had low
understanding on types of natural resources and their utilization; therefore, they were
not utilizing the resources efficiently and sustainably. URT (1998) emphasized that
sustainability in participatory planning and budgeting should ensure development of
socio-economically viable plans thus not leading to degradation of the resource use.
On the other hand, the government believes that the country of Tanzania is endowed

with rich natural resources, which can be utilized to eradicate poverty (Section 2.7).

4.5.6 Opportunity 6: Participation of non-governmental institutions

Results indicate that while 57.7% of respondents from more accessible villages
accepted that non-governmental institutions contributed to poverty reduction, only
38.75% of respondents from less accessible villages recognize the contribution of
those institutions (Table 18). Likewise, 32.5% of the respondents from accessible
villages and 42.5% from less accessible villages were not sure whether these

institutions contributed to poverty reduction. The differences were statistically
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significant (Table19) at P < 0.05. During focus group discussions, respondents felt
that some non-governmental institutions were formed for the owners’ interests but
making use of use of rural communities’ problems to justify project funds from
donors. They explained that some institutions undertook programs that were not
suitable with conditions of the rural communities such as high interest rates
associated with loans provided by some institutions.

General observations showed that more accessible villages received higher number
of non-governmental institutions for developmental support compared to less
accessible villages. For example, although Chakwale and Ndogomi were villages
from the same ward, Chakwale had received more non-governmental institutions for
different community development programs compared to Ndogomi. Chakwale
village was categorized to be more accessible than Ndogomi. The institutions which
were reported to have worked in Chakwale village included AFREDA (food security
and nutrition program), and CHAYODE (cultural activities). In Ndogomi only an
opposition political party (Demokrasia Makini) was reported to have reached the

community during the campaigns for election.

4.5.7 Opportunity 7: Information dissemination

Results in Table 18 indicate that more than half of the respondents (70% from more
accessible villages and 57.5% from less accessible villages) agreed that information
dissemination contributed to poverty reduction. The difference in response showed to
be statistically significant at chi- square 28.482 and P-value less than 0.01 (Table
19). Furthermore, 38.75% of respondents from less accessible villages and 11.25%

from more accessible villages were not sure whether information dissemination was
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important for poverty reduction. Focus group discussions revealed that rural
communities were hardly accessing information media like newspapers, televisions
and radio, therefore they mostly either missed or received outdated information. This
argument appears to be contrary to the government opinion (URT, 1998) that there is
now good communication media to reach every one that can be used to rise people’s
understanding and awareness on poverty reduction issues. Through this study, it was
observed that rural communities especially those in interior areas hardly access

information particularly through newspapers and other publications.

4.5.8 Opportunity 8: Multiparty democracy

About half of respondents from both the more accessible and less accessible villages
(51.25% and 53.75%respectively) agreed that multiparty democracy was important
for poverty reduction (Table 18 and Figure 4). Only 12.5% from more accessible and
11.25% from less accessible villages were not sure. Those who indicated that
multiparty democracy was important for poverty reduction gave a reason that
opposition political parties were challenging the government thus making it more
active. Those who disagreed felt that many political parties were not for helping
people but rather were for personal interests. Generally, rural community members in
more accessible villages were more aware of the opportunities listed in the NPES

document as compared to community members in remote areas.

4.6 Identified poverty reduction opportunities in the study area
From the focus group discussions together with observations by the researcher, the

main opportunities for poverty reduction in the study area were agricultural land and
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the resulting markets for agricultural products. On the other hand, majority of
respondents (97.5%) said that the main opportunity they saw around in the area was
farming. About eighteen percent (18.1%) mentioned loans as opportunities available
in the area. Very few respondents (6.3%) mentioned opportunities other than the
listed ones. These were namely markets, employment and mining. These results
imply that poverty reduction in the study area is mostly dependent on land use. The
mentioned and observed opportunities were among those listed by the government
for poverty reduction that is sections 4.5.1 through 4.5.8 above. However, general
observation showed that the opportunities mentioned by the government are not very
clear to the rural community members. Also, it might be that the rural community
members do not realize the direct contribution of some of the mentioned

opportunities.

4.7 Factors affecting participation in poverty reduction activities

Correlation tests of several independent variables with two dependent variables were
determined using Pearson's correlation coefficients. The two dependent variables,
which reflected the extent of participation in poverty reduction, were namely number
of income generating activities (IGAs) undertaken by a respondent and income level.
Results of the correlation tests are summarized in Table 20, and descriptions are
given in the sections that follow. All the test independent variables appeared to have
statistical significant correlation with both indicators of participation in poverty

reduction.
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Table 20: Summary of the correlation tests

Indicator of Independent Pearson’s Level of
participation Variables Correlation Significance
coefficient

(Dependent

variables)

Number of IGAs Age (overall) -0.1851 P =0.0210*
Household size +0.1458 P =0.047*
Age (overall) -0.0993 P =0.013*
Household size -0.1730 P =0.0450%*

Income level Number of IGAs +0.2385 P =0.002**

* Significant at P < 0.05 ** Significant at P < 0.01

4.7.1 Age of head of household

4.7.1.1 Age and number of IGAs

Results in Table 20 indicate that there was a significant negative
correlation between the age of the respondent (head of household),
and the number of IGAs the household had. The correlation
coefficient for this relationship was r = -0.1851 (p<0.05), which
indicates that as the respondents' age increased, the number of
household IGAs decreased. This can be due to the fact that older
people are less active in production activities as compared to the more
active young people. Nanai (1993) observed that participation was
optimum between 25 - 34 years and declined beyond 34 years with
increase of age. It is likely that age has many implications as far as
livelihood is concerned. Likewise, Ifran (1989) argues that since the
head of the household is the major breadwinner, his/her age reflects

participation in poverty eradication activities.
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4.7.1.2 Age and income level

On the other hand, there was also a negative correlation coefficient (r = - .0993)

between household annual income and age of the respondent at P < 0.05 level of
significance. This implies that income dropped as the age of household head
increased. These results can be justified by explanations given above on the

relationship of age and number of IGAs.

4.7.2 Household size
4.7.2.1 Household size and number of IGAs

From Table 20, results show that household size correlated positively with the

number of IGAs (r = +0.1458) at P < 0.05 significance level. The results indicate
that the number of IGAs was increasing as the size of the household increased. This
can be related with the fact that majority of household heads were involving family
members in IGAs as source of labor, meaning that the higher the number of
household members the higher the availability of labor for IGAs and vice versa.
Further analysis was done to distinguish between male and female-headed
households separately. It was interesting to note that while results for the male
headed households maintained the same general relationship (positive), female-
headed households showed negative Pearson’s correlation (r = -0.18) implying that
as the family size increased the number of IGAs decreased and vice versa. However,
the relationship was not significant at similar level (P = 0.379). These results can be
associated with gender division of labor whereby women actually do have many
other responsibilities apart from productive ones as compared to men. Nanai (1993)

noted that men were more likely to participate in productive activities than women
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due to their slightly less workload in the households. This implies that as family size
increases a woman who is heading a household devotes much of her time and energy
to caring the family members than participating in productive activities. The next

section describes the effect of household size to income level.

4.7.2.2 Household size and income level

Results in table 20 show that there was negative Pearson correlation coefficient

(r = -0.173) between household annual income and household size at the 5% level of
significance. The results imply that as the household size increased the income
dropped. The results appear to be due to the fact that large families are likely to
consist of more young, school children and disabled or elderly individuals who are
dependants. Participation of these groups in poverty reduction activities (if any) is
generally minimal. In addition to that, according to DHS (1997) observations, the age
dependency is found to be higher in rural as compared to the urban areas. In
Tanzania, child dependency was found to be 48.7% and 41.1% for the rural and
urban respectively. The current study did not quantify such unproductive groups in

the study population. The effect of the number of IGAs is described in the next part.

4.7.3 Number of IGAs

Correlation test was also done on the number of income generating activities (IGASs)
as independent variable with income level. Results are presented in Table 20 and
Figure 5. The number of IGAs was positively correlated with family income r =
0.2385 at P<0.01. This indicates that as the number of IGAs increased, income
increased too. This finding suggests that since majority of rural community members

depend on agriculture, which is associated with high risks and uncertainties, having
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variety of IGAs to supplement income from agriculture, become advantageous. URT
(2005) reported that poverty was highest in households that depend entirely on
agriculture. Also, investing in variety of activities provides opportunity to minimize
the risks of a particular activity therefore maintain the level of the income earned. In
relation to the findings, Hart (1994) argues that households tend to diversify their
sources of income and increase the share of total income generated by off-farm
activities. The following figure (Figure 5) shows distribution of mean annual income

of respondents with different numbers of IGAs.
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Further analyses of different sexes (males and females of heads of households)

showed two different trends (Figure 6). The annual income increased steadily with

the number of IGAs among males. However, for women, income increased with

number of IGAs up to two IGAs and then decreased with increase of number of

IGAs. The observation may require further investigation to obtain explanation.

Figure 6 bellow shows the annual income in the different sexes in relation to number

of IGAs.
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Figure 6: Annual income in the different sexes in relation to number of IGAs

Basing on this particular study, it can be concluded that the number of IGAs

decreased as the age of the household head increased. Likewise, household annual

incomes decrease with an increase of the age of the household head. Although the
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number of household IGAs increased with an increase of the household size,
household annual income decreased with an increase of household size. The
household annual income increased with an increase of the number of household
IGAs.

Therefore using household annual income and the number of IGAs as indicators of
participation of rural communities in poverty reduction strategies, participation is
affected by household size and age of the household head. Also, number of IGAs as a
variable affects positively participation of the study population in poverty reduction

strategies.

4.8 Summary of results

In summary, results show that the age of respondents ranged between 20 and 77
years and most of them (83.8%) were men. The majority of the respondents (91.9%)
were married. Also, results revealed that only few respondents (15%) held different
positions of leadership in the community. The number of people per household
ranged between 2 to 20 people. Most of the respondents (63.1%) attained a

maximum of primary school education.

Further assessment showed that the main opportunity for poverty reduction in the
study area was land. All the interviewed respondents in one way or another involved
themselves in agriculture. With reference to the incomes of year 2004, it was found
that the annual cash income of respondents ranged between TAS 40 000 and 800
000. Also, it was found that rural community members involve themselves in poverty
reduction activities in different ways. The activities included crop farming only

(45.6%), crop farming and livestock keeping (51.9%) and 2.5% involved themselves
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in combination of crop farming, livestock keeping and trading. Generally, results
indicate that the income increased with the number of IGAs, therefore, the
hypothesis that the annual income at household level has an association with the
number of income generating activities undertaken was true. However, only few
respondents (5.6%) had ever attained capital for household income from external
source. Furthermore, results revealed that although many household heads (80 to
98.8%) involved family members at different stages of household IGAs for different
reasons, there were few household heads (17.5%) who reported some problems
associated with such involvement. In the study area, there were also different
development programs going on. However, majority of the respondents (about two
thirds to three quarters) did not participate in planning, implementation or evaluation
of the programs. Some of the respondents (2.5%) did not know how they participated

in the programs.

In addition, results showed that generally, higher proportion of the respondents from
the more accessible villages, accept that the opportunities listed by the Government
of Tanzania were important for poverty reduction. This is in comparison with
respondents from the less accessible villages. This resulted into accepting the
hypothesis that accessibility of an area affects recognition of poverty reduction
opportunities by the residents. It was also found that age of household head and
household size affect participation of rural communities in poverty reduction
strategies. Based on these results, the hypothesis that participation of rural
communities in poverty reduction strategies is influenced by some of household

demographic factors such as age of household head and household size was accepted.
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CHAPTER FIVE
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Overview

This chapter describes conclusions and recommendations made after analysis of the
data gathered in this study. The conclusions and recommendations were drawn based
on findings in relation to the study objectives. The recommendations show measures
that can contribute to improving participation of the rural communities in the
National Poverty Reduction Strategies through development programs and activities.

Areas for further research are also reflected at the end of this chapter.

5.2 Conclusions

This study concluded that participation of the community members in Gairo Division
in Kilosa District had the following characteristics: First, the majority of members
are involved in agriculture (crop farming and livestock keeping) as their main
economic activities. This means that agriculture served as the main income
generation activity. However, community members with other sources of income
(additional to agriculture) had relatively higher income. Second, the majority of
household head obtained working capital for household cash income from selling
their own agricultural products and own labor. Very few obtained capital from
alternative sources. Third, many household heads involved family members in
undertaking household poverty reduction activities. Fourth, the majority of the
community members were not involved in planning and evaluation of community
development programs. The community members were also not satisfied with the

way their representative committees were working for them.
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Assessment of the opinions of the community members regarding the eight
opportunities set forward by the government for reduction of poverty in Tanzania
revealed that, generally rural communities in the more accessible villages were
more positive of the opportunities than the communities in remote areas. Such
opportunities included especially market liberalization, natural resources and
information dissemination. It was also concluded that the main poverty reduction
opportunity identified in the study area was land. It follows, therefore, that
participation of the rural communities in poverty reduction strategies depended
largely on land use. This implies that land availability and productivity are important
factors that affect the participation of the rural community members in poverty

reduction activities in the study area.

Furthermore, determination of the factors influencing participation in poverty
reduction activities revealed that: First, the increase in number of economic activities
with the inclusion of off-farm economic activities plays an important role in
increasing the level of incomes of the rural community members. Off-farm activities
in the study area were however, minimal. Second, households with many people tend
to have bigger numbers of IGAs. Household size, however, has negative influence on
the household income. Also, as the household head gets older, the income of his/her

household drops gradually.

5.3 Recommendations
This study recommend that: First, in order to improve participation of the rural

communities in poverty reduction strategies, the rural community members should be
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supported to diversify their economic activities so as to minimize the effect of risks
and uncertainties associated with agricultural sector. To achieve this, development
actors should direct their efforts to improving involvement of the rural communities
in non-agricultural activities in order to supplement their incomes from agriculture.
Second, in order to enable the rural community members improve production, there
should be improvement in availability of working capital. This can be achieved
through increased access to credit facilities by the rural community members. Third,
participatory approach as a rational process for administering development activities
should be emphasized particularly at community level. Village governments should
improve involvement of community members in formation of village development
committees and ensure the provision of feedback to community members regarding
committee assigned activities/responsibilities. Fourth, for enhancing participation of
the rural communities in poverty reduction strategies, the government and other
development agencies should raise awareness of rural communities on poverty
reduction opportunities. Awareness rising should focus on kind of opportunities,

accessibility, utilization and sustainability of the opportunities.

In addition to that, awareness rising should include issues such as effective and
sustainable use of land, available sources of capital and procedures for accessing
services that are provided. Also, rural communities should be facilitated to form
farmer groups so as to improve their power for solving some of their problems like
meeting costs for transporting their products to the markets where they can sell the
products at relatively higher prices. Fifth, development supporters should provide

knowledge and skills of entrepreneurship to the rural communities so as to enable
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them utilize effectively off-farm seasons by involving themselves in off-farm

activities thus raising their income.

5.4 Areas for further research

Based on this study, the following areas remain unclear thus need further research.
First, how best information dissemination can be achieved with respect to specific
groups in relation to their environment and information services available. Second,
what are the causes of gaps between development organs such as village
development committees and villagers themselves. Third, what kind/type(s) of
participation is dominant in Tanzania; and its strength and weaknesses. Also, it is
important to assess awareness of rural communities on participation, as it is a rational

process for sustainable development.
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Questionnaire for respondents

Village...........
Sub-village......

1.0 General information of the respondent

1.1 Name Of reSPONAENt. ... ..couuitiitiiiet et erteee et eeteireeeeeenaes

1.2 Gender

1.4 Education

[i] Male [ii ] Female

[i ] No formal education

[ii ] Pre- primary education

[ iii] Primary education............cccoeviuiiiiiinineinneennnn years
[ iv] Secondary education..............ccoeevvuiiniiinninnnnen. years
[V] College....ccovriiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e years
[ vi] Others (SPecCify)......cevriviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinene years

1.5. Household size............coociiiiiiiiiiniiinnann, people.
1.6. Marital Status (Tick)

[i]Single. ...
[HIMarried. ....ooovviiiiiiiiiiii e
[ 11l ] DIVOrCed. .. .uueie e

[V I WIdOWed. ...ccooeiiiieeeee e

1.7 Leadership status in the community

[i ] Have leadership position Yes.............

[ii ] If yes, what are they? ...........ccoovviiiiiiinn.n.
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2.0 Awareness/ opinion on opportunities for poverty reduction

2.1 Do you think that the following are important for improving your life standard?

[i].......... Government commitment to eradicate poverty
[ii]..c..ennn. Peace and political stability

[di].......... Natural resources

[iv].onoo.n. Economic reforms and market liberalization

[ V].ooo.. .. Supportive international community,

[Vi].ooon.n. Participation of non government institutions
[Vii]........... Enhanced information dissemination

[ viii ] ..........Multiparty democracy

[ix ].......... Others (SPeCify). ...vuiniiiieieeeeree e

3.0 Opportunities existing in the study area

3.1 What kind of opportunities is available for poverty reduction in this area?

[i] oo, Land

I Capital (loans)

11 R Equipment/agricultural implements
[iv].ooiiiints Market for products

(V] Others (Specify).....ccovviveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieen,

4.0 Involvement in poverty reduction activities (at individual level)

4.1 What are your main economic activities?

[i].eiiiaan.s. Agriculture

[ Trading

[di]..coveeeennntt. Employment

A2 Others. Specify... ..ccovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceee
4.2 Where did you get capital for the economic activities?

[1]eeiiinine. Selling agricultural produces

[ T Loan

[dii].eeeeeeennennn. Own labor

[iv].oeianal. Others (Specify).....ccooevriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiens

4.3 How many Income Generating Activities (IGAs) do you have? .....................
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4.4 Do you involve family members in the IGAs? Yes............ NO.....c.coouvenn.

4.5 If yes, where did you involve them?

[i].eeeevnnnnnnnt. In planning
B In implementation
[i]....oovvnnnnnns In monitoring and evaluation (Tick the correct
answer)
4..6 Why did you involve them? i................ 1|
Hivoooiiiiiiionnnn, Vi
4.7 How many family members did you involve? .............ccoovviiiiiiinin..

4.8 What is the average income (amount in Tsh) earned?
[ i]Perday per .....coooovueiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiienne
[1i]Permonth......ccvviiviiiiiiiieans

[iV] Peryear.......cocovviiiiiiiiiiiii e e,

5.0 Involvement in poverty reduction projects/ programs (at community level)

5.1 How many projects /programs exists for community development? ................
5.2 What are they about?
N T PPt
[ii ]
[ iii ]
A7
5.3 Who initiated the notion of the project?
S R O Villagers
I I Government leaders
[di].eeeeeeennnnnnns Politicians
A Donors
[ V], Others (Specify......ccovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeas
5.4 Are you involved in any way in the project?  Yes............... NOo..oovviiiiina,

5.5 If yes, where are you involved?

| O In planning
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5 P In implementation

[ddi]....cooeennnnn. In monitoring and evaluation

[i].eeiiinnnnnt, Decision maker
[id.] e, Implementer
[di]..eeeeeeene... Beneficiary
[iv].ooiiiinaia.t, Incentives

I Organization

5.7 Why did you participate in development programs?

[ S I Early during project implementation
[id ]oeeeneenennene. At the end of the project implementation
11 After project completion

5.10 Does the committee meet? Yes..ooooennnnn. No.ovoeiiiiiins

[i].eiiinninat, Ones in six months
[i].eeeinnnnnns, Twice in six months
11 Others. (Specify).....ccovvriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiea,

5.12 Does the committee provide feedback to the villagers on progress of the
activities they perform? Yes.................... No..ooovvvi

5.13 Who formed the committees?

| Villagers
[id .t Village government
11 R Others (Specify .....ccovviviiiiiiiiiiie,

5.14 How were the committees formed............cccocoevuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieen,
6.0 Factors affecting participation of community members in poverty eradication

programs/activities
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6.1 W hat kind of problems do you encounter in your IGA?

6.2 Are you satisfied with income earned from your IGA? Yes/No

6.3 If not, why don’t you diversify / expand your IGAs?

6.4 What are the problems associated with involvement of different groups of people

in planning, monitoring and evaluation of programs/projects?



	The author clarified that while manipulative participation is simply pretence, with people’s representatives on official board but who are unselected and have no power, passive participation is whereby people participate by being told what has been decided, or has already happened. It involves unilateral decisions by project management without any listening to people’ responses. Shared information belongs to professionals. Participation by consultation refers to the kind of participation such that people participate by being consulted or answering questions. External agents define problems and gather information and control analysis. This process does not concede any share in decision-making and professionals are under no obligation to take on board people’s views. Further explanation on the types of participation was given that participation for material incentive is whereby people participate by contributing resources such as labor in return for food, cash or other material incentives. The process is often called participation, yet people have no stake in prolonging technologies or practices when the incentive ends. Functional participation is seen by external agencies as a means to achieve project goals. People may participate by forming groups to meet predetermined objectives related to the project. Such involvement may be interactive and involve shared decision making but tends to arise only after major decisions have already been made by external agents.

