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ABSTRACT

The study assessed effectiveness of Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) Program to House hold poverty reduction in Tanzania. The objectives were to determine the effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty, to examine the sustainability of the PSSN program as well as the preparedness and readiness of the supported households to support them. Methods used for data collection were household questionnaire survey, interview to key informants, focus group discussion and direct field observation. Sample size selected was 120 respondents. Non-probability sampling procedure was used to select four wards where one village in each ward was purposively selected as most poor villages using TASAF wealth categories. Simple random sampling procedure was employed to select sample units. Both primary and secondary data were used. Data analysed by using Statistical Packages for Social Sciences. Findings of the study showed that  provision of cash transfer  especially cash transfer  helped the parents to comply with conditions by sending their children  under five years to attend clinics for progress of their health and children above five years to attend school. The study also showed that through the component of livelihoods enhancement beneficiaries were in saving groups and had activity to do either in group or individually. The results from the findings showed that households were ready to support themselves in case PSSN cannot continue supporting them. The study also recommended the PSSN program to review the amount of cash to be transferred to beneficiaries as well as beneficiaries who are very old continue to be supported by the program.

Keywords: Effectiveness, Productive Social Safety Net, Household, Poverty.
TABLE OF CONTENTS
iiCERTIFICATION


iiiCOPYRIGHT


ivDECLARATION


vDEDICATION


viACKNOWLEDGEMENT


viiABSTRACT


viiiTABLE OF CONTENTS


xiLIST OF TABLES


xiiLIST OF FIGURES


xiiiLIST OF ABBREVIATIONS


1CHAPTER ONE


1INTRODUCTION


11. 1 
Background of the Problem


41.2 
Statement of the Problem


51.3 
Research Objective


51.3.1 
General Objective


51.3.2 
Specific Objectives


61.4

Research Questions


61.5

Significance of the Study


71.6 
Limitations of the Study


9CHAPTER TWO


9LITERATURE REVIEW


92.1 
Conceptual Definitions


92.1.1 
Poverty


92.1.2 
Cash Transfer


102.2 
Theoretical Literature Review


102.2.1 
Livelihood Portfolio Theory


112.3 
Empirical Literature Review


112.3.1 
Poverty Reduction Strategy in International Community


122.3.2 
Tanzania Poverty Reduction Strategies


132.3.3 
Challenges facing Poverty Reduction Strategies in LDCs


192.4 
Conceptual Framework


202.5 
The Research Gap


22CHAPTER THREE


22RESEARCH METHODOLOGY


223.1 
Description of the Study Area


223.2 
Research Design


233.3 
Sampling Procedures and Sample Size


243.4 
Data Types and Sources


253.5 
Data Collection Methods


253.5.1 
Household Questionnaire Survey


263.5.2 
Qualitative Data Collection


273.5.4 
Direct Field Observation


273.5.5 
Data Analysis, Interpretation and Presentation


29CHAPTER FOUR


29RESULTS AND DISCUSSION


294.1 
Socio-Demographic Characteristics of Respondents


314.2 
Effectiveness of the Components of the PSSN Program in Reducing                Poverty


314.2.1 
Average Household’s Annual Income before and after Implementation PSSN Program


314.2.2 
Status of Cash Transfer to PSSN Beneficiary Households


344.2.3 
Provision of Entrepreneurship Training to Beneficiaries by PSSN                 Program


354.3 
Sustainability of the PSSN Program as a Strategy for Poverty                     Reduction


364.4 
Preparedness and the Readiness of the Supported Household to                  Support themselves after the Phase out of the PSSN Program


38CHAPTER FIVE


38CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS


385.1 
Summary of Findings


385.1.1 
Challenges facing Implementation of PSSN Program on                        Improvement of House hold Poverty Reduction


395.2 
Conclusion


405.3 
Recommendations


415.4 
Suggestions for Further Study


42REFERENCES


46APPENDICES




LIST OF TABLES

24Table 3.1: Respondent Sample Composition


30Table 4.1: Socio-Demographic Characteristics of Respondents


31Table 4.2: Annual average Household’s Income before and after PSSN                    Program


32Table 4.3: Status for Cash transfer Beneficiaries


33Table 4.4: Status for Conditional Fund Transfer Beneficiaries


35Table 4.5: Status of Entrepreneurship training


36Table 4.6: Status of PSSN Program in reducing Poverty


37Table 4.7: Preparedness and Readiness of the Supported Households to                     Support themselves after phase out of PSSN Program


LIST OF FIGURES
20Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework


LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS
CCT


Conditional Cash Transfer

DP


Development Partner 

HSNP


Hunger Safety Net Programme 
LDC


Least Developing Countries

MDG


Millennium Development Goals

NSGRP

National Strategy for Growth and Reduction Poverty 

PRS


Poverty Reduction Strategy

PSSNP


Productive Social Safety Net Program me
PSSN


Productive Social Safety Net

REPOA

Research on Poverty Alleviation

SDG


Sustainable Development Goals

SPSS


Statistical Package for Social Science

TASAF

Tanzania Social Action Fund

UN


United Nations

URT


United Republic of Tanzania

VICOBA                    Village Community Banks

WB


World Bank

CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1. 1 Background of the Problem
 More than 800 million people globally live on less than $ 1.25 a day, the fact shows that most of these people living in the low income countries as distinguished by World Bank (Neil and Umar, 2016 and Samsans et al, 2015). These people lives in difficult conditions since they are not sure of food for feeding their households, they are not sure of health services and education services to their children, they are unable to have land for agricultural activities as well as lacks general access on production activities so far they need strong poverty reduction strategies to overcome these difficulties (Neil and Umar, 2016 and Sam. From 2000 the government initiated social fund to support the poverty reduction initiative by its name Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF). From its inauguration on 2000 to date, TASAF have three phases. 
TASAF I implemented from 2000 to 2005 with the main objective to increase and enhance the capacity of communities and stakeholders to prioritize, implement, and manage sustainable development initiatives and in the process improve socio-economic services and opportunities while TASAF II implemented from 2006 to 2012 with the objective to empower communities to access opportunities so that they could request, implement, and monitor sub projects that contribute to improve livelihoods linked to MDG indicator targets in the Tanzania Poverty Reduction Strategy (PRS).  The target groups to benefit from the designed Project were i) households with limited access to and use of specified service packages; ii) vulnerable individuals that needed assistance; and iii) food insecure households with limited employment opportunities (TASAF, 2013).
 The third phase which started on 2012 was mainly focused on national safety for the purpose of increasing income and consumption and improves the ability to cope with shocks among vulnerable populations, while enhancing and protecting the human capital of their children. TASAF III implements a program which involves four components including cash transfer and public works project, livelihood enhancement, Capacity building and lastly is  targeted infrastructure  as explained here below:
Cash Transfer: The Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) incorporates transfers linked to participation in public works and adherence to conditionalities. A Combination of three transfers protects vulnerable populations from the severest consequences of poverty by enabling households to purchase Food, pay for medical care and reducing the need to pool children out of School in   the event of a shock. All households targeted for the program me receive a basic unconditional transfer ensuring a basic level of Support. Targeted households with children or pregnant women are also eligible for a variable conditional transfer if they comply with key conditionalities focused on use of education and health services. Households with labor also have the Opportunity through Public Works Projects to earn additional transfers to help meet basic needs during the seasonal hungry period.

Enhancement of Livelihoods and Increasing Incomes: This component provides support to community driven interventions which enhance livelihoods and increase incomes (through community savings and investments as well as specific livelihood enhancing grants). It aims to enable TASAF III. Beneficiaries to save money to invest in livelihood enhancing activities, by supporting these investments with business development skills and technical training. Additionally, this component provides grants to existing functioning Community Savings and Investment Promotion Groups (or savings groups) to enable the groups to consolidate and further build upon the efforts they have already made to improve livelihoods and progress out of poverty.
Capacity Building: The Capacity Building Component aims to ensure adequate program me Implementation by communities, Local Government Authorities, Regions and National level players (including the TMU and sector ministries) and Zanzibar. This Component underpins the functioning of all other components of the program me. It is concerned with ensuring that there is appropriate understanding and capacity for targeting, implementation of the safety net program me (including conditional transfers and public works) and the realization of the livelihood enhancement and targeted infrastructure components. During payment day the facilitators who facilitate the exercise of payment provides community session to household representatives on different issues concerning proper use of the money to start income generating activities, compliance of health and education services which is also a  capacity building .
Targeted Infrastructure Development: This component supports development of infrastructures that belong to the sectors of education, health and water with a view to enabling service poor communities to realize the objectives of the safety net. It focuses on the construction of primary school buildings, health facilities and potable water supplies in villages without these services and without such services being available in nearby areas or where available services are inadequate. Activities under the Targeted Infrastructure Development sections are Construction/rehabilitation of Primary and Secondary Schools’ classrooms, teachers’ houses, toilets, water points, teachers’ offices, libraries, Laboratories and dormitories. Another section is Construction/rehabilitation of Health Facilities (including outpatient dispensaries, maternal child health center, Staff houses, toilets, incinerators and water points. The last section is the Development of potable water supplies.
1.2 Statement of the Problem

TASAF is a public initiative which implements its functions under the President’s Office to support the poverty reduction since its inauguration on 2000 and now is in the third phase which started on 2012 with its focuses on national safety for the purpose of increasing income and consumption and improves the ability to cope with shocks among vulnerable populations, while enhancing and protecting the human capital of their children. TASAF III implements a program called Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) which involves four components including cash transfer and public works project, livelihood enhancement, targeted infrastructure and lastly is capacity building. More than 1 million poor households country wide has been reached by providing cash transfer. 
Apart from all four components of PSSN, different approaches and existing Resources, People living in poverty struggle to provide their families with the things they need. They can’t invest in improved seeds or fertilizer and therefore decrease the amount of food their families have to eat, and there is very little access to local employment opportunities which might help them to earn enough money to Purchase food or buy other necessities. Many poor parents haven’t benefited from education and therefore don’t understand the importance of children attending school  and not regularly missing days. Such families find it difficult to afford even basic health care and haven’t adopted a routine of taking children regularly to clinics to check their progress or receive regular immunization. Therefore people are still living in uncertainty life where about 26.4% of Tanzanians are in absolute poverty of not able to get a recommended daily food and other basic needs (URT, 2012). 
Furthermore, households are in multidimensional poverty includes health, education and living standards and  lead to child malnutrition, frequent disease as well as poor housing with limited energy, poor sanitation and hygiene. The study will focus on the effectiveness of the PSSN program as anti-poverty reduction strategy in Tanzania so as to provide lesson learnt to other anti-poverty program as well as to policy makers using Bagamoyo District as a case study.

1.3 Research Objective

1.3.1 General Objective

The overall objective of this study was to assess the effectiveness of Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) Program to House hold poverty reduction in Bagamoyo District.
1.3.2 Specific Objectives

i. To determine the effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty in Bagamoyo District
ii. To examine the sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy in reducing poverty in Bagamoyo District
iii. To examine the preparedness and the readiness of the supported household to support themselves after the phase out of the PSSN program in Bagamoyo District
1.4 Research Questions

i. Are PSSN program components effective to household poverty reduction Bagamoyo District? If yes, how? if no, why?
ii. How PSSN program can be adopted as sustainable strategy in reducing poverty to poor households in Bagamoyo District?

iii. Are the poor households prepared and ready to graduate in PSSN program in Bagamoyo District?  If yes, to what level?; if no, what should be done?
1.5 Significance of the Study

PSSN provided a Systematic scientific knowledge of the poverty reduction strategy through which its impact can influence the economic growth and development which was important for policy and decision makers as well as for practitioners and the general public. This is because of the PSSN program reached the targeted group direct and the impact was realized. The knowledge that was created in this research in general and the field study part of it in particular was envisaged to have many and far-reaching implications to policy and decision makers, the academician and practitioners of the sector in general and its social protection in particular as well as the general public at local and international levels. 
The study findings and their wide disseminations added new value in the existing body of knowledge. Through findings of this study, potentially showed the solutions to reduce poverty by helping recipients diversify their sources of household income, increase their savings, and improve household money management.  It also played a protective role by helping to accumulate physical assets, increase expenditures on housing, and strengthen poor people’s role in collaborative economic decision making.
1.6 Limitations of the Study
The study was conducted to households supported by TASAF through PSSN program in Bagamoyo District where the findings were reflected to other Districts in Tanzania. The researcher realized that information confidentiality was a big concern and gave fear to some respondents of being removed from the PSSN program me by providing the information of the progress of the program me through the households which benefit from the PSSN   victimized by the unethical public officers if they gave information related to the failure of the program me which some of them were directly or indirectly related to the study. However, the researcher overcome this through assuring the respondents that the information acquired was highly confidential and it was used for the academic purpose and guaranteed them that no names were revealed on the questionnaire. 
The other limitation of this study was getting information from the key informants respondents were normally nervous to provide valuable information to researcher because they were not available at their working stations due to political issues always think researcher are the informer of government authorities To mitigate this exerting patience and also explaining to them the benefits obtained from this study helped to reduce their fear and fill the questionnaire for their sake and country at large. Furthermore, study population is another limitation in research study because it is associated with the use of more time and money. To mitigate this limitation the study includes only the individuals involved in sample size in order to save time and money. Due to budgeting reason only respondents from four villages were included in the study. 
CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Conceptual Definitions

2.1.1 Poverty

Poverty is a multi-concept which have no single definitions. Scholars define poverty into multi-dimensions indicators of deprivation like income, food, housing and other basic needs. Poverty is a situation whereby an individual, households or community are not able to acquire the basic needs and food staff at a given period of time (Hunt, et al 2004). According to Sengupta (2003) poverty is not only an insufficient income to buy a minimum basket of goods and services but as the lack of basic capabilities to live in dignity. This definition recognizes poverty’s broader features, such as hunger, poor education, discrimination, vulnerability and social exclusion. 
Furthermore, poverty measured into two bases which are basic needs poverty and food poverty (Kinyondo and Pelizzo, 2018).Poor people lack ownership, access and are not secured, they lack empowerment, have short life expectancy, lack resources and are excluded from trade and are poorly governed.
2.1.2 Cash Transfer

Cash transfer is the state of providing grants to the poor households and vulnerable groups for the purpose of serving out of risks in terms of social and economic issues (Beegle et al, 2018). The transfer could be either conditional or unconditional; these terms depend on the main goal of the program (Sergei, et al 2007).However, the transfer involves cash in kind, cash for work and basic cash transfer. 
2.2 Theoretical Literature Review
2.2.1 Livelihood Portfolio Theory 

Livelihood portfolio theory based on the welfare pentagon is the theory which was developed by Neubourg. It makes a number of assumptions. First, that individuals and households maximize income under constraints. Second, all households face the risk of becoming poor at a certain point in future. In this circumstance the households face risk if they are not able to fulfill the needs of their members either today or tomorrow. To prevent this risk, households’ consumptions should be smoothened and resources need to be set apart to finance future consumption. The ability to smoothen consumption is an important factor for well-being (Jaron, A 2011). 
Also individuals within the society need access to relevant institutions of the welfare pentagon. For instance, to obtain social security benefit, individuals need access to public authorities that control social benefit, just as getting support from family implies having access to a family. This also requires that the individual has some kind of asset or capital which can be in the form of money, physical, human education, skill, social. For example, households can be insured against certain risk by public authorities through paying social insurance contributions or simply a citizen can rely on social networks or family to generate money to compensate him or her after-shocks (Neubourg, 2009). 
Individuals within the society can access the welfare pentagon institutions much better if they have a certain amount of capital available. That is human capital is required to enter the labour market while social capital is needed for making families and networks. Individuals and households differ in their possibilities to invest in financial, social and political capital. This makes it important for the authority to assist in promoting social protection through various social policy instruments and providing goods and services for free or at low cost. These services could include regulating social insurance and cash transfers. 
In spite of their functions, the institutions of the welfare pentagon channels are substitute for one another. This means public authorities can step in to provide social protection, just as local self-initiatives or the family can do so. It also means that if the public authorities withdraw or lower their inputs in providing social protection other channels of the welfare pentagon will have to make a greater effort to assist the household in meeting their needs. If the state does not assist in providing social protection, the burden is shifted towards individuals with higher risks and the burden is even more difficult for individuals and households with less resource (Neuboug, 2009).
2.3 Empirical Literature Review

2.3.1 Poverty Reduction Strategy in International Community
The world is suffering from poverty in all its dimensions. This poverty challenges addressed by the United Nations (UN) agenda of 2015 and the current agenda of 2030 famously Sustainable Development Goals (SDG). Fifteen years of MDG was based on supporting the UN members to fight on poverty as the same to the current UN agenda promoting poverty reduction strategy so as to reduce poverty in all its forms everywhere (UNDP 2015). Apart from the two notable UN agenda of 2000 – 2015 and 2015 – 2030, countries had their own Development agenda. In their agenda set aside the poverty reduction strategies as promotion to reach country development. One of the prominent poverty reduction strategies in LDC is cash transfer programs.
2.3.2 Tanzania Poverty Reduction Strategies

2.3.2.1 National Strategy for Growth and Reduction of Poverty 

National Strategy for Growth and Reduction of Poverty (NSGRP) is the government and national commitments to accelerating economic growth and fighting poverty. The strategy implemented into phases where the first phase starts in 2005/06 to 2009/10 and the second phase started 2010/11 to 2014/15. The strategy aimed to reducing income poverty through promoting inclusive, sustainable and employment. 
This goal fosters reduction in income poverty through pursuing policies that guarantee broad based and sustainable growth, modernizing the economy and strengthening of private sector as engine of growth. Poverty reduction is accelerated when sector growth has strong and direct link to employment creation. Such potential sectors include agriculture, manufacturing, tourism, mining, and infrastructure (URT, 2014).

The development of sectors likes manufacturing, tourism; mining and infrastructures have low contribution on income poverty reduction as stipulated on the NSGRP. This happened due to little opportunity for the poor household to engage into those sectors. For instance, the poor households have no capital to practice modern farming and livestock keeping, they can’t engage on mining, manufacturing activities and the like. The NSGRP concentrated much on economic growth sectors rather than poverty reduction. Since, there is no direct link on growth and poverty reduction as inclusion of poor households in the participation of the economic growth. Poor households still out of the strategy where seems no actions to favor them to improve their socio-economic status (URT, 2010).
2.3.3 Challenges facing Poverty Reduction Strategies in LDCs

National budget constraints marked as a challenge in implementing poverty reduction strategies to most of the LDCs. Lack of sufficient financial resources continues to challenge efforts that focus on addressing poverty reduction initiatives. Most of the LDC’s national budget depends on the contribution from Development Partners (DPs), in this situation the respective nations failed to meet their planned targets due to financial constraints and thus affecting progress in poverty reduction strategy (PRS). However, lack of sufficient financial resources pose risk for better future outcomes. There is need to institute measures aimed at allocating more resources to institutions that address issues of poverty reduction programs (URT, 2014).

Limited knowledge and awareness on PRS issues to some actors and communities lead to misleading and misinterpreting the program interventions. The literature reveals that some actors and communities do not know or lack knowledge on PRS interventions and the general purpose of the programs, for instance some of the beneficiaries not only do not know their co-responsibilities on the program, but also they believe that the program brought to assist the elderly, members with disabilities and even divorced women (Myamba, F and Kaniki, S 2016).

2.3.3.1 Productive Social Safety Net in Africa
There is evidence on impact of productive social safety net on equity, resilience and opportunity among the poor and vulnerable in Africa. This evidence used for effective design of the program me and for making the program me to scale. The equity objective of the Social Safety Nets is to ensure the most poorest and vulnerable households reach a minimum level of consumption and are able to cover basic needs. Productive social safety nets promote longer term opportunities for productive inclusion and foster opportunities through investments in human capital which lead to increase in school attendance substantially. The impact on health is also observed where children are taken care and attends to clinics for immunization. Social safety nets also speed up the opportunities through investments in productive activities which lead to the launch or expansion of business activities and more time spend on household farms.
Ethiopia is one of the sub Saharan African countries which have the largest social safety nets programme in term of budgetary and number of beneficiary (Gilligan et al 2008). The Productive Safety Net Programme (PSNP) was launched by the government of Ethiopia in 2005 with the aim of combating the persistent problem of food insecurity within the country. The targeted group was all households with an experience of frequency food insecure, they used to participate on subprojects that were identified in their area then paid them for the work completed (Gilligan et al, 2008).
PSNP creates a number of public goods including roads which simplifies the transportation system in the respective area. These roads stimulated the economic activities in the localities since the community members PSNP beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries used to transport their agricultural products from the farm to the market. On the other side these infrastructures promoted trade activities in terms of business man and woman to have an opportunity to trade within the community. The Hunger Safety Net Programme (HSNP) is an unconditional cash transfer programme that aims to reduce poverty in northern Kenya started in 2008 and delivered its first transfer in February 2009. It covers four districts in the semi-Arid portion of Northern Kenya of Mandera, Marsabit, Turkana and Wajir.

The overall goal of the HSNP is to reduce poverty, food insecurity and malnutrition, and promote asset retention and accumulation for beneficiary households. It was anticipated that the programme would also have positive impacts on a wider range of indicators of wellbeing and wealth, such as resilience to shocks, health and education uptake, and access to financial services (Merttens, et al., 2013). The HSNP is having a positive impact on consumption expenditure and poverty. HSNP households are less likely to be extremely poor. Here beneficiaries’ shows increase in food consumption expenditure. But on the other side shows that the program not having an impact on child nutrition, nor is it helping households to accumulate non-livestock assets. However, HSNP does seem to be having a positive impact on livestock retention, though the evidence is not fully conclusive (Merttens, 2013).
2.3.3.2 Productive Social Safety Net in Tanzania
Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) is the national safety net which implemented by Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF). The program designed to serve the purpose of increasing income, consumption and improve the ability to cope with shocks among vulnerable populations, while enhancing and protecting the human capital of their children. PSSN was inaugurated in 2012 while the actual implementation carried out from 2013 with few districts from Tanzania mainland (TASAF, 2013).
PSSN as a national safety net intends to reach 1 million poor households country wide by the end of the program. These beneficiaries have been benefited from a number of benefits including cash transfer from conditional and basic transfer as one package and transfer from public work project. Livelihood enhancement activities and capacity building also packaged as a benefit to PSSN beneficiaries (TASAF, 2013). However, the cash transfer program in Tanzania reached all districts from Tanzania Mainland and Zanzibar. In all project area authorities of Tanzania Mainland and Zanzibar poor households benefit from cash transfer as well as capacity building interventions the rest interventions such livelihood enhancement, targeted infrastructure and public works are implemented in a few project area authorities (Myamba and Kaniki, 2016; Momba, 2017).
PSSN beneficiary households are among the poorest and most vulnerable in Tanzania. This constant state of economic difficulty leads them to focus on survival at the cost of well-thought-out decisions. As a result the allocation of household resources toward current consumption needs often prevail over investments in human capital, with negative long-term implications (URT, 2016). The program will ease the beneficiaries living status by providing them the conditional cash transfer. According to TASAF (2016) the program was delivering cash transfers to 1,072,310 households across the country. 
However, the program has brought positive impact to the beneficiary households. Cash transfers stimulate economic activities. The most noticeable positive multiplier effects of CCT are the stimulation of local economic activities in PSSN intervention due to increased circulation of money. Beneficiary households use money received from the Program to buy food items, school uniforms and school supplies for their children, pay for medical expenses, pay contributions to Community Health Fund (CHF) and initiating small income generating activities. 
Poor households, particularly in rural areas where there is high dependence on agricultural income, are also vulnerable to seasonal shocks. Each year Tanzanian households reduce consumption during a period of four to five months on average (Kaminski et al, 2014). According to WB (2015a), more than half of the rural poor depend on subsistence agriculture to generate income, confirming that their incomes are highly cyclical and sensitive to climate shocks. Available data also suggests poorer households tend to take longer to recover from shocks and to take mitigating measures which may have negative long-term impacts (e.g., reducing food intake, withdrawing children from the school, depleting assets) (WB, 2007).
The effectiveness of PSSN components   especially Conditional cash transfers, which are at the core of PSSN, have been among the most evaluated social programs. The majority of these studies show that well designed and implemented cash transfer programs were measured to be effective in terms of reaching the poorest and most vulnerable, increasing household consumption, improved household settlements, increasing enrollment, attendance rates in primary and secondary schools, improving health outcomes through increased usage of health services  (Garcia and Moore, 2010).
2.3.3.3 Contribution of Cash Transfer to Poverty Reduction
Cash transfer is a notable component on social safety nets program. Almost the countries implementing social safety nets programs as a poverty reduction initiative sets cash transfer as a core activity (Beegle et al, 2018; WB, 2018).The program aimed to household’s income through conditional or unconditional cash transfer as well as cash for work (public work activities). So far, the beneficiaries get confidence on making households consumptions. For instance, a household may receive an average of Tsh 312,000 per annum (Momba, 2017). The cash received promoting food security among the program beneficiaries (Alam and Hossain, 2016). These become additional resource to purchase food stuff and other domestic commodities which may contribute to maintain caloric intake and diet .According to Momba (2017) most of the poor households (70%) had one meal per day before joining TASAF cash transfer while after joining the program about 98% of them had three and two meals per day. 
Similarly, the program has a great chance to stimulate agricultural production within the locality. Literatures declare that poor households experienced limited agricultural production in a sense they use local agricultural practices such that indigenous seeds, no fertilizers, fail to get pesticides and other related inputs. While the program provides opportunity to purchase the modern seeds, able to buy fertilizers and pesticides through the cash received. In this regards, household’s crop production increased (Momba, 2017; Daidone et al., 2016).

Even when countries provide free education, many children are unable to access school due to poverty and often have to work to supplement the family income. When families benefit from cash transfers, many are able to send their children to school (Momba, 2017). Brazil’s cash transfer program has reduced the probability of dropping out of school by 63% (Veras et al. 2007). In Malawi’s Social Cash transfer program, school enrolment among beneficiaries increased by 8.3% points, compared to 3.4 % points in comparison households (Miller et al 2008).
2.4 Conceptual Framework

The conceptual framework of the study showed the relationship between PSSN specific objectives and indicators analyzed with its impact on poverty status. PSSN set for the purpose of assisting the poor households   to increase income, assurance of consumptions and to have sustainable development through savings. PSSN provides cash transfers in terms of unconditional, conditional and Public works which help them to make saving s in their saving groups which support to conduct livelihood enhancement activities. 
Beneficiaries of PSSN Program were also provided capacity building through saving group formation and entrepreneurship trainings which provide confidence in conducting their income generating activities. The component of Livelihoods Enhancement provided sustainable development to households supported by the program through savings which was used as a capital to their entrepreneurship activities which led to increased income, production, consumption, savings as well as improved settlements which were observed during field visit. During focus group discussion they declared to get loans as source of capital from their saving groups and conduct business and be able to run their life without support from the PSSN program. Figure 2.1 summarizes this assumption.






Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework

Source: Author’s Own Construct, 2020
2.5 The Research Gap

Despite government initiatives in poverty reductions through poverty reduction strategy (PRS) to rural poor households through introduction of Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF) but still poverty persists to rural households.   After phased out of TASAF I & II, there were existed of some gaps which were not filled out and necessitate introduction of TASAF III in 2012. TASAF III introduced Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) program to fill the gap which targeted people living under the basic needs poverty line who were 33.6% of the population with  the overall objective of enabling poor households to increase incomes and opportunities while improving consumption specifically enabling households to purchase food, pay for medical care (including making contributions to the Community Health Fund), and reducing the need to pull children out of school in the event of a shock. Since introduction of TASAF III, there is limited study conducted to assess the effectiveness of PSSN program in reducing poverty to rural households which this study intends to fill that gap using Bagamoyo   District as a case study.
CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Description of the Study Area
The study area was in Bagamoyo District located in Pwani Region, Tanzania. It is bordered to the North by Tanga Region, to the West by Morogoro Region, to the East by the Indian Ocean and to the South by Kibaha District. The District has 7 divisions, 26 Wards, 76 Villages, and 611 Mitaa. According to 2012 National Population Census Bagamoyo District Council has a total population of 311,740 where   male are154, 198 and female are 157,542 and the growth rate is 2.5per cent. Total population supported by TASAF in Bagamoyo District is 10,050 households and according to the design of the program me the support is given to Mother of the Household.
The PSSN Program me started in 2012 as a pilot to Eight districts in the whole country including Bagamoyo district then was launched to other districts in 2014 due to big success shown during pilot. The reason for selecting Bagamoyo as an area for study was due to early implementation of the PSSN program me than other districts in the country since it was among the eight districts which started the programme as pilot so it was easy to measure if the program me had the impact to households which received its support. 
3.2 Research Design

According to Kothari (2004) a research design is “the arrangement of conditions for collection and analysis of data in a manner that aims to combine relevance to the research purpose with economy in procedure, this study used a cross-sectional design because the data are collected at a single point in time, it is cheap and less time consuming in the sense that the data are collected once at a point compared to the longitudinal design where the data are collected several times. Also  a cross sectional design helped to collect data from a large pool of subjects and compare the differences between the groups. The function of a research design is to provide a plan of how important data can be amassed with smallest expenditure of time, efforts and money. 
3.3 Sampling Procedures and Sample Size
The sampling frame for this study comprised all wards and villages in Bagamoyo district which implement PSSN program. The target populations for this study were poor households who are benefiting from PSSN program. The sampling unit was a household. Household in this study is defined as a group of people living together and a mother is a household representative and father is the head of the household. Non-probability sampling procedure was used to select four wards where one village in each ward was purposively selected as most poor villages using TASAF wealth categories. Simple random sampling procedure was employed to select sample units.
Sample units were selected so as to represent poor households (particularly those that stand out as numerically predominant or have significant presence in the village under study). The total numbers of 120 poor households were selected in four villages whereby 30 households were selected in each village. Sample size determination of this study obeyed central limit theory  which states that “sampling distribution of the sample means approaches a normal distribution as the sample size gets larger – no matter what the shape of the population distribution; and this holds true for the sample sizes of at least 30”( Bonamente, 2017) . Additionally, Sample size in socio-economic studies can be decided by the researcher depending on the nature of the study but should be at least 30 as supported by many scholars (Bailey, 1994, Boyd et al., 1981, and Bonamente, 2017). Judgmental sampling technique was used to obtain 22 key informants. The distributions of sample size are shown in Table 3.1. 

Table 3.1: Respondent Sample Composition

	Category of respondent       
	District
	Ward
	Villages
	Total

	Households
	
	
	120
	120

	Village Executive officers (VEOs) 
	
	
	4
	4

	Village Chairpersons (VCs)
	
	
	4
	4

	District Commissioner (DC)
	1
	
	
	1

	District Community Development Officer(DCDO)
	1
	
	
	1

	Ward Community Development Officers (WCDOs)
	
	4
	
	4

	Ward Counselors (WCs)
	
	4
	
	4

	Ward Executive Officers (WEOs)
	
	4
	
	4

	Total
	2
	12
	128
	142


Source: Field Data, 2020
3.4 Data Types and Sources

Both primary and secondary data were used .Primary data for the study was obtained from household’s representatives of four selected villages of Bagamoyo District. The data collected were socio-economic issues regarding effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty, sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy in reducing poverty, and preparedness and the readiness of the supported household to go on without support after phase out of the PSSN program. 
Secondary data for this study were published and reports obtained from Village, Ward, District offices, library and internet. Data were collected in the form of reports, manuscripts and other documents found in office files and other collections regarding this study. In addition, an audience with local government leaders to get their position and their suggestions on the issues and problems addressed in this research were made.
3.5 Data Collection Methods

3.5.1 Household Questionnaire Survey

Semi-structured questionnaires were administered to the sampled households. This tool selected because it was used with respondents who are illiterate, and to others who are very old so when a respondent does not understand the question the researcher can translate and elaborate to bring the right meaning (Gillham, 2005and Zellaet al., 2018). 
The household questionnaire survey was useful in acquisition of quantitative information for statistical analysis, acquiring much social economic information quickly on effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty, sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy in reducing poverty, and preparedness and the readiness of the supported household to support themselves after phase out of the PSSN program. The questions were translated into Kiswahili as much as the majority of respondents speak Kiswahili. Both pre-testing and pilot-testing of questionnaires were exercised. 
During questionnaires preparation, pre-testing was done to OUT students. Pre-testing was used to assess whether the questions were clear, specific, answerable, interconnected and substantially relevant (Zella et al., 2018). The exercise helped to fine-tune the questionnaire. Some ambiguous questions were removed and others were re-phrased. Questionnaire pilot-testing was done in a village out of study villages which is within Bagamoyo District aimed to test questionnaire wording, sequencing and layout; and to estimate response rates and time. After revision, the questionnaires were duplicated ready for use in the social survey. The instrument was self-administered to 10 respondents following procedures described by Mauchet al. (2003).  
3.5.2 Qualitative Data Collection
 Key informant interviews are advantageous because they often provide data and insight that cannot be obtained with other methods. They provide flexibility to explore new ideas and issues that is not being anticipated in planning the study but are relevant to its purpose (Zellaet al., 2018). The researcher used check list of questions for key informants (Appendix 3), then they provided their views on effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty, sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy in reducing poverty, and preparedness and the readiness of the supported household to support themselves after phase out of the PSSN program, related studies in their areas. At that time researcher recorded the relevant information which relate with the study. 
One focus group discussion was organised in each village. Focus group discussions have an advantage over interviews in that, people are allowed to give their opinion and talk in detail about their beliefs and feelings and also ensure that views of the minority groups are captured (Zella, et al., 2018). A checklist of questions (Appendix 4) were used to cover discussion themes, which hinged on effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty, sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy in reducing poverty, and preparedness and the readiness of the supported household to support themselves after phase out of the PSSN program. Each discussion group comprised 4 - 8 people as groups must be small since groups with large number of people are difficult to manage (Zella, et al., 2018)). In the discussions, the researcher acted as a facilitator, tape recording and ensured that everyone had a say.
3.5.4 Direct Field Observation

During data collection, direct field observation was conducted to supplement data collected from household questionnaire survey and focus group discussion. A researcher together with some villagers and key informants were randomly sited observing poor households supported by PSSN program. The obtained information enabled the researcher to discuss with respondents (households, key informants and focus groups) for triangulation purposes. Again, this tool was used for generation of first hand data which were not be interfered by other factors standing between researcher and respondent. This covered the gaps left by other data collection instruments for example cross checking whether what were claimed to be facts and actual facts. A checklist contained issues for cross checked was used in recording the observed data. Also, digital camera was used to take photographs relevant to the study.

3.5.5 Data Analysis, Interpretation and Presentation

Quantitative data from questionnaire were analyzed statistically. Qualitative data from focus group discussions (FGDs) and key informants were analyzed through content analysis. Content analysis is useful in analyzing details of the components of verbal discussions to be held with key informants and FGDs (Zellaet al., 2018).  Statistical analysis employed the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) and Microsoft Excel. Descriptive statistical analysis was carried out on quantitative data which involved frequencies, percentages, mean, and standard deviations of variables such as age, marital status, sex, education level, household size and income. 
The results were presented using statements, tables, graphics and charts.
CHAPTER FOUR
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 Socio-Demographic Characteristics of Respondents
The study population comprised of mostly females and few males with different ages, family size and education background Of the household representatives interviewed, 98.3% were female; and 83.3% were at least 60 years old. This PSSN program recognizes men as heads of the household and Women as household representatives and women who are household representatives are the ones who were enrolled in the program to receive cash transfer from the program because are responsible for taking care of the households on daily basic needs (food, clothes, school uniforms, books and school fees) with exception of few households having men without women those men were enrolled as household representatives. 
Also most of household representatives interviewed were old and incapable of production in various socio-economic activities and still dependent on the program to support for their livelihood. The study founded large household sizes. Results show that 87.53% have 1-5 persons per household and 12.5% have more than 5 persons. This is due to the culture and religious beliefs of marrying many wives (polygamy) which results into a lot of dependents to feed and take care of.  Education background of the surveyed population had informal education (85.8%), very few had at least secondary education (4.2%). This implies that, low education level provides low payment employment opportunities to the formal sector and vice versa is true to self-entrepreneurship employment.

Table 4.1: Socio-Demographic Characteristics of Respondents
	Information
	Villages

	(a)Age class:
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	18 - 28 Years

29 - 39 Years

40 - 50 Years

51- 60 Years

Above  60 Years
	0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

10(8.3)

20(16.7)
	0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

1(0.8)

29(24.2)
	0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

2(1.7)

28(23.3)
	0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

7(5.8)

23(19.2)
	0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

20(16.7)

100(83.3)

	(b)Sex:
Male

Female
	1(0.8)

29(24.2)
	0(0)

30(25)
	0(0)

30(25)
	1(0.8)

29(24.2)
	2(1.7)

118(98.3)

	(c)Marital status:
Single

Married

Divorced

Widow

Widower 
	1(0.8)

15(12.5)

10(8.3)

0(0)

4(3.3)
	0(0)

30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	4(3.3)

17(14.2)

7(5.8)

2(1.7)

0(0)
	0(0)

16(13.3)

13(10.8)

1(0.8)

0(0)
	5(4.2)

78(65)

30(25)

3(2.5)

4(3.3)

	(d)Education background:
Informal education

Adult education level

Primary school level

Secondary school level

Post-secondary school level 
	19(15.8)

2(1.7)

4(3.3)

5(4.2)

0(0)
	29(24.2)

0(0)

1(0.8)

0(0)

0(0)
	28(23.3)

0(0)

2(1.7)

0(0)

0(0)
	27(22.5)

0(0)

3(2.5)

0(0)

0(0)
	103(85.8)

2(1.7)

10(8.3)

5(4.2)

0(0)

	(e)Household size:

1-5Persons

6-10Persons

11-13Persons

Above 13Persons
	22(18.3)

7(5.8)

1(0.8)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	26(21.7)

4(3.3)

0(0)

0(0)
	27(22.5)

3(2.5)

0(0)

0(0)
	105(87.5)

14(11.7)

1(0.8)

0(0)

	(f)Main occupation:

Crop farming

Livestock keeping

Petty business

Fishing
	25(20.8)

2(1.7)

3(2.5)

0(0)
	20(16.7)

3(2.5)

7(5.8)

0(0)
	23(19.2)

4(3.3)

3(2.5)

0(0)
	28(23.3)

0(0)

1(0.8)

1(0.8)
	96(80)

9(7.5)

14(11.7)

1(0.8)


Hint: values in brackets () are percentages
Source: Research Findings, 2020

Majority of the households in study found to engage in small scale crop farming (80%) which help them to get food to sustain their living. However, this activity did not guarantees them annual food security as a result fallen into very poor households category which the PSSN program needed to intervene so as to rescue them from abject poverty. 
4.2 Effectiveness of the Components of the PSSN Program in Reducing Poverty
4.2.1 Average Household’s Annual Income before and after Implementation PSSN Program
The study villages  revealed that, annual household’s income changes before and after PSSN program introduced  from below TZS 300,000/=   up to between TZS 300,000/= and TZS 600,000/= . These results imply that PSSN have positive impact in reducing poverty among poor households in Tanzania. Also the results concur with Mexican cash transfer program, Productive Safety Net Program me (PSNP of Ethiopia, Hunger Safety Net Program me (HSNP) in northern Kenya as explained much by Barrientos and Sabates-Wheeler (2009), Gilligan et al. (2008) and Merttens, et al. (2013) respectively.
Table 4.2: Annual Average Household’s Income before and after PSSN Program
	Information
	Villages

	(a)Average annual income before PSSN program:
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	Below 300,000/=

300,000/= - 600,000/=

600,001/= - 900,000/=

900,001/= - 1,200,000/=

Above  1,200,000/=
	30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	120(100)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)

	(b) Average annual income after PSSN program:
	
	
	
	
	

	Below 300,000/=

300,000/= - 600,000/=

600,001/= - 900,000/=

900,001/= - 1,200,000/=

Above  1,200,000/=
	0(0)

30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	0(0)

30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	0(0)

30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	0(0)

30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	0(0)

120(100)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)


Hint; values in brackets () are percentages
Source: Research Findings, 2020

4.2.2 Status of Cash Transfer to PSSN Beneficiary Households
4.2.2.1 PSSN Cash Transfer
The study revealed that, 95.8% of PSSN beneficiaries in study villages received cash transfer for sustaining their livelihood (Table 4.3). However, the amount received claimed to be low compared to price of basic goods and services. The respondents suggested increase of amount per cash transfer period mostly (93.3%) ranges from T  ZS 30,000 to TZS 69,000 (Table 4.3). These results implies that, purchasing power of money decreases with time and thus reduces amount of goods and services that a household can afford to purchase compared to previous periods. 
Besides, the aim of these programs globally is to increase purchasing power of households; therefore the amount to be transferred should reflect the purchasing power of the money and these necessitate the amount transferred by the program to differ from one zone/region/district in the same country following the cost of living scenarios and the stability of the currency as explained much by Barrientos and Sabates-Wheeler (2009).

Table 4.3: Status for Cash transfer Beneficiaries
	Information
	Villages


	(a)Cash transfer status:
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	Received

Not received
	25(20.8)

5(4.2)
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	115(95.8)

   5(4.2)

	(b)Amount suggested per cash transfer period (TZS):
	
	
	
	
	

	30,000/= - 49,000/=

50,000/= - 69,000/=

70,000/= -89,000/=

At least 90,000/= 
	9(14.5)

16(13.3)

5(4.2)

0(0)
	10(8.3)

20(16.7)

0(0)

0(0)
	16(25.8)

12(10)

1(0.8)

1(0.8)
	27(43.5)

2(1.7)

0(0)

1(0.8)
	62(51.6)

50(41.7)

6(5)

2(1.7)


Hint; values in brackets () are percentages
Source: Research Findings, 2020
4.2.2.2 PSSN Conditional Cash Transfer
The study revealed that, 96.7% of study households received Conditional Cash Transfer that help to buy uniforms, studying materials, pay school fees and others for their dependents. However, respondents claimed the amount transferred is low compared to the actual requirements per each child. Table 4.4 indicates he amount suggested by most respondents to be transferred per period per child in Bagamoyo District were TZS 4,000 – 8,000 for primary school (84.2%), TZS 4,000 – 12,000 for secondary school (99.2%), and  TZS 4,000 – 8,000 for vocational training (76.6%). 
Table 4.4: Status for Conditional Cash Transfer to Beneficiaries
	Information
	Villages

	(a)Conditional  Cash transfer status:
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	Received

Not received
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	26(22.4)

4(3.3)
	30(25)

0(0)
	116(96.7)

   4(3.3)

	(b)Amount recommended per Conditional  Cash transfer period for primary school (TZS):
	
	
	
	
	

	4,000/= -  8,000/=

8,001/= -  12,000/=

12,001/= -16,000/=

16,000/= - 20,000/= 

(c)Amount recommended per conditional  fund transfer period for secondary school (TZS):
	25(20.8)

5(4.2)

0(0)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)

0(0)

0(0)
	26(22.4)

4(3.3)

0(0)

0(0)
	20(16.7)

10(8.3)

0(0)

0(0)
	101(84.2)

  19(15.8)

0(0)

0(0)



	4,000/= -  8,000/=

8,001/= -  12,000/=

12,001/= -16,000/=

16,000/= - 20,000/= 
	12(10)

18(15)

0(0)

0(0)
	15(12.5)


15(12.5)

0(0)

0(0)
	19(15.8)

10(8.3)

0(0)

1(0.8)
	10(8.3)

20(16.7)

0(0)

0(0)
	56(46.7)

 63(52.5)

0(0)

1(0.8)

	(d)Amount recommended per conditional  Cash transfer period for vocational training  (TZS):
	
	
	
	
	

	4,000/= -  8,000/=

8,001/= -  12,000/=

12,001/= -16,000/=

16,000/= - 20,000/= 
	22(18.3)

8(6.7)

0(0)

0(0)
	16(13.3)


14(11.7)

0(0)

0(0)
	28(23.3)

0(0)

0(0)

2(1.7)
	26(21.7)

4(3.3)

0(0)

0(0)
	92(76.6)

  26(21.7)

0(0)

2(1.7)


Hint; values in brackets () are percentages
Source: Research Findings, 2020
Furthermore, during group discussions, it was revealed that most discussants suggested the conditional cash transfer to include students passed form six and failed to get loan from Higher Education Students’ Loan Board (HESLB) to fund their studies in higher learning institutions. Practically, this situation can happen in the community because those students passed form six sometimes but their pass points give them chance to study diploma programs and HESLB does not give loans to diploma students. Also, some students get chance to pursue degree programs but are not government priority for giving loans, therefore those children from these poor communities failed to access those education opportunities.

4.2.3 Provision of Entrepreneurship Training to Beneficiaries by PSSN Program 
The study revealed that, the component of livelihoods Enhancement provided entrepreneurship training to PSSN beneficiaries. The results from the study villages indicate that 99.2% of the respondents received entrepreneurship training from PSSN program conducted by TASAF. Also during focus group discussions, it was found that, the entrepreneurship training with additional training of saving group formation helped them to formulate entrepreneur groups which are in form of village community banks (VICOBA). These VICOBA provide savings and loans services which help to boost their entrepreneurships activities.  
Table 4.5: Status of Entrepreneurship Training
	Information
	Villages

	
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	Received

Not received
	29(24.2)

1(0.8)
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	119(99.2)

   1(0.8)


Hint; values in brackets () are percentages
Source: Research Findings, 2020
4.3 Sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy for poverty reduction

 Most of the study respondents (99.2%) agreed that PSSN program help to reduce poverty of their households. However, during in-depth interview with key informants, it was revealed that, the PSSN program increase calories intake among poor households from one meal to three meals per day. The increase in calories help growth of their children and increased production activities like crop farming as 80% of respondents practiced crop farming as their main occupation. 
Furthermore, almost all (99.2%) received entrepreneurships training which help them to engage in other socio-economic activities that raise households’ income. Direct field observation of the researcher showed that most of active households engaged in entrepreneurships activities changed their living status in terms of settlements where they showed their new settlements which they built by using the cash supported from PSSN  as well as household belongings includes furniture (beds, tables and chairs), livestock and poetry. Also, through VICOBA the households can increase capital given as soft loans and will help to increase their income and self-dependence as explained much by Alam and Hossain (2016), Daidoneet al.(2016), Momba (2017), Beegle et al. (2018), and WorldBank (2018).
Table 4.6: Status of PSSN Program in Reducing Poverty
	Information
	Villages

	
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	Yes

No
	29(24.2)

1(0.8)
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	30(25)

0(0)
	119(99.2)

   1(0.8)


Source: Research Findings, 2020
4.4 Preparedness and the Readiness of the Supported Household to Support themselves after the Phase out of the PSSN Program
The study households found to engage themselves in various socio-economic activities which increase their income after received entrepreneurships training and formed saving groups. The saving groups provided loans to their group members which led to engage themselves in socio-economic activities which raised their household income. Also, during focus group discussions, it was agreed that, those households engaged in entrepreneurships activities will were able to graduate in case the PSSN program phase out.
The results showed that 75.8% of respondents were prepared and ready to support themselves after phase out of PSSN program while 24.2% said were not prepared and ready to support themselves after phase out of PSSN program. Those who are not prepared and ready to support themselves claimed to be old and sick and are among of 83.3% of study respondents who are above 60 years . Also, during focus group discussions it was concluded that, old people were not active in entrepreneurships activities as most of them use large portion of their daily hours for treatments compared to those of ages 51 – 60 years old. 

Table 4.7: Preparedness and Readiness of the Supported Households to Support themselves after Phase out of PSSN Program
	Information
	Villages

	
	Nianjema

n=30
	Magomeni

n=30
	Kerege

n=30
	Dunda

n=30
	Overall

N=120

	Yes

No
	20(16.7)

10(8.3)
	26(21.7)

4(3.3)
	24(20)

6(5)
	21(17.5)

9(7.5)
	91(75.8)

     29(24.2)


Source: Research Findings, 2020

CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1 Summary of Findings 
Findings of the study showed that provision of cash transfer to beneficiary households helped to make good environment for the parents or caretakers to comply with the conditions by sending the children who are under five year attended clinics for immunization and children above five years attended school. Provision of saving group formation and entrepreneurship training helped beneficiaries to form saving groups which are still exist and provide loans to members to support entrepreneurship activities and some of the groups linked with financial institutions and started to get loans from those institutions. 
The study showed that through the component of livelihoods enhancement beneficiaries were in saving groups and had activity to do either in group or individually. The respondents of the study showed that they were prepared and they were ready to support themselves in case TASAF cannot continue supporting them. Few of them responded that they were not prepared and ready to support themselves due to ages since they were too old to support themselves.  
5.1.1 Challenges facing Implementation of PSSN Program on Improvement of House hold Poverty Reduction 
The study recognized some challenges in implementing the PSSN program which lead to slow the implementation of the program. Among the challenges include Some of the household’s representatives are too old to catch up with the objective of the program especially in saving group formation and entrepreneurship training which became difficult for them to be in groups for savings and conduct entrepreneurship activities. About 0.8% did not engage in entrepreneurship training because they are too aged. 
Another challenge is illiteracy of the household representatives; most of the household representatives are illiterate so it becomes difficult to meet the objective of the program especially in making follow up to children to attend school as well as ability to catch up in different trainings which are provided by the program to meet the intended objective since the study showed that 85.8% of the household representatives have informal education .Another challenge observed was the low amount paid to the household. The respondents suggested increase of amount per cash transfer period mostly (93.3%) ranges from TZS 30,000 to TZS 69,000. These results implies that, purchasing power of money decreases with time and thus reduces amount of goods and services that a household can afford to purchase compared to previous periods.
5.2 Conclusion

The study showed that effectiveness of poverty reduction strategies to households supported by TASAF in Tanzania was prejudiced by looking on effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program, sustainability of PSSN program as a strategy for poverty reduction and preparedness and readiness of the supported households to support themselves after phase out of PSSN program as follows:

Components of PSSN program are effective as average household income increases after implementation of the program compared to previous time, conditional and non-conditional cash transfer provided to the targeted population, and entrepreneurships training were effectively provided to the targeted population and helped them to practice entrepreneurships activities that raised their household’s income. Moreover, The PSSN program is sustainable strategy for poverty reduction since the program provides fund, saving group formation and entrepreneurships training thus the targeted population gain earnings capability from the socio-economic activities engaged thus they are ready to support themselves after phase out of the program.

5.3 Recommendations

The study recommends the following:

i. The PSSN program have to review the amount of cash to be transferred as conditional  or unconditional  per period depending on purchasing power of at each area in Tanzania

ii. The old people benefited from PSSN program should continue to be supported since they are unable to engage themselves in entrepreneurships activities.
iii. Household representatives with children below five year should make sure they follow all the instructions given by health attendants on breast feeding to their children. Extension officers are required to provide training to house hold representatives to make sure they prosper on their income generating activities which they initiate to make them get out of poverty. On the other side households representatives are responsible to attend all the trainings which are provided by extension officers which are properly organized for the purpose of making them practice all they were trained in their daily life to get out of poverty.

5.4 Suggestions for Further Study
The study has assessed the effectiveness of Productive Social Safety Net (PSSN) Program to House hold poverty reduction in Tanzania. The program is implemented in all districts in Tanzania Mainland and islands of Zanzibar. Since the program was implemented to the whole country other scientific studies can be done  to other districts in case there is a problem which need to be addressed. 
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Questionnaire for Household representatives.
This is the questionnaire of a student of Open University of Tanzania pursuing Masters of Art in Monitoring and Evaluation undertaking research on the topic “Effectiveness of Poverty Reduction Strategies to Households Supported By TASAF in Tanzania: Case Study Of Bagamoyo District”.
The goal of this survey is to gather information that will enable researcher to assess the sustainability of Strategies for poverty reduction to households supported by TASAF in Bagamoyo District. The answers are strictly for academic use and therefore, the confidentiality of your answers is highly guaranteed. Thanks for your understanding and cooperation. 

1.0 Particulars

Ward………………..….Village………………….Date………………….

2.0 General information of the respondent

2.1 Respondent number…………………………………………………………

	2.2
	Sex. (i) Male
	(  )   (ii) Female
	(
	  ) 
	

	2.3
	Marital status
	
	
	
	
	

	(i) Single
	(
	)  (ii) Married
	(
	  )  (iii) Divorced   (  ) 

	(iv) Widow
	(
	)  (v) Widower
	(
	  ) 
	
	

	2.4 Age
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(i) 18 to 28 years
	(  )  (ii) 29 to 39 years
	(
	  ) 

	(iii) 40 to 50 years
	(  )  (iv) 51 to 60 years
	(
	  ) 


(v) Above 60 years ( ) 

2.5 Household size

	(i) 1 to 5 people
	(
	  )  (ii) 6 to 10 people
	(
	 ) 
	
	

	(iii) 11 to 13 people
	(
	) =3 (iv) Above 13 people
	(
	 ) 
	
	

	2.6 Education level
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(i) No formal education
	
	(
	 )   (ii) Adult education level
	(
	 ) 

	(iii) Primary  School level
	(
	 )   (iv) Secondary school level
	(
	 ) 

	(v) Post-Secondary school level
	(
	  ) 
	
	
	
	

	2.7 Main occupation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	(i) Crops farming  (
	)  (ii) Livestock keeping (  )
	 (iii) Petty business
	(  )

	(iv) Civil employment (
	)  (v) others (specify) (  )
	…………………
	


 2.8 What is your average annual income? (TZS)

(i) Below 300,000/- (  ) 

(ii) Between 300,000/- and 600,000/- (  ) 

(iii) Between 601,000/- and 900,000/- (  ) 

(iv) Between 901,000/- and 1,200,000/- (  ) 

(v) Above 1,200,000/- 

3.0 Effectiveness of the components of the PSSN program in reducing poverty
3.1 Did  cash transfer component of PSSN program  help your household to reduce basic consumption difficulties for your livelihood?

(i) Yes (  ) 
(ii) No (  )
; If no:

3.1.1 How much do you think is somehow enough per flow period?

(i) 30,000/=  -  49,000/=

(  )


(ii) 50,000/= -  69,000/=

(  )


(iii) 70,000//= - 89,000/=
(  )

(iv) At least 90,000/=

( )

3.2 Do you receive conditional cash transfer of PSSN program?

(i) Yes (  ) 
(ii) No (  )
; If yes:

3.2.1 is conditional cash transfer of PSSN program enough for your household?


(i) Yes (  ) 
(ii) No (  )
; If no:

3.2.1.1 How much do you think conditional cash transfer is somehow helpful for a child in the following categories?
(i) Primary School student………………………………………….………
ii) Secondary School student…………………………………………………..

iii) Vocational training student……………………………………………. ....
3.3 Did you get entrepreneurship training from PSSN program?


(i) Yes (  ) 
(ii) No (  )


3.4 Do you engage in entrepreneurship groups formulated by PSSN program in your village?


(i) Yes (  ) 
(ii) No (  )

 If no; why? ……………………………………………………

3.4.1 Mention benefits that you get after joined entrepreneurship groups formulated by PSSN program in your village

(i) …………………………………………………………………………

(ii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iv) …………………………………………………………………………

4.0 Sustainability of the PSSN program as a strategy in reducing poverty
4.1Do you think PSSN program help to reduce poverty in your village?


(i) Yes (  ) 
(ii) No (  )
; If no:

4.1.1 Suggest sustainable ways to alleviate poverty in supporting PSSN in your village:

(i) …………………………………………………………………………

(ii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iv) …………………………………………………………………………

(v) …………………………………………………………………………

(vi) …………………………………………………………………………

4.2 What are general challenges to the sustainability of the PSSN program in your village?

(i) …………………………………………………………………………

(ii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iv) …………………………………………………………………………

(v) …………………………………………………………………………

(vi) …………………………………………………………………………

4.3 Suggest ways to solve challenges raised in question   above

(i) …………………………………………………………………………

(ii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iii) …………………………………………………………………………

(iv) …………………………………………………………………………

(v) …………………………………………………………………………

(vi) …………………………………………………………………………

5.0 Preparedness and the readiness of the supported household to support themselves after the phase out of the PSSN program
5.1 Do you think you can support yourself as household after phase out of PSSN program in your village ?



(i) Yes ( )
(ii) No ( ); if yes, how?; if no, why?

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………...……………………………………………………

Appendix 2: Guiding Questions for Focus Group Discussion

Name of the village………………..

Date…………………………

1. What is the historical profile of your village?

2. How PSSN program components practiced in your village? 

3. What challenges raised during implementation of PSSN components?

4. What should be done to solve challenges in question? 
5. How does the sustainability of the PSSN program in your village?

6. How can households graduate after phase out of PSSN program?

Appendix 3: Checklist for Key Informants

1.1 Background Information

      Date………………………………………………………………..

      Respondent No…………………………………………………….

      Full Name………………………………………………………….

      Age………………………………………………………………..

      Sex…………………………….. (1, Male    2, Female)

      Education level……………………………………………………………

      Designation……………………………………………………………….

1.2 Official Information 

1. How PSSN components practised in your area?

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

2. What challenges emerged during implementation of PSSN program components in your area?
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

3. How challenges raised in question 2 above solved?:

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

4. How PSSN program can be sustained as a strategy to reduce poverty?

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

5. How community can graduate after phase out of PSSN program?

…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
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