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ABSTRACT
This study focuses on the effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District, Kagera Region. Specifically, the study assessed changes brought by the implementation of donor funded projects which are Missenyi Area Development Program, Pamoja Tuwalee and USAID Kizazi Kipya program. The study adopted descriptive research design where both qualitative and quantitative data were collected. Simple random sampling and purposive sampling technique was used in getting the sample. The sample size of the study was 100 people who answered the questionnaires and 10 people were key informants. Data were analysed by Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 16.0 and presented in frequencies and percentages. The findings of this study show that there were effects of donor funded projects to the beneficiaries revealed in access to social services, increase in income, employment opportunities and capacity building. On the other hand, there were negative impacts identified such as increase in dependency syndrome among the beneficiaries of donor funded projects. The study finally recommends to the donors, the inclusion of adequate budget for community sensitization and awareness creation interventions so that the community is aware on the specific interventions being carried out and importance of such interventions in relation to development of people.
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                                                    CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1
Background of the Study 
Donor Funded Projects (DFPs) are the projects sponsored through external donations normally by international aids or development agencies (Mujungu, 2015). According to Mujungu (2015), effects of donor funded projects  include; increase in access to education services, safe drinking water, increased income, employment, increased yields, adequate food, increased sustainability of crops and livestock, enhanced agricultural methods, improved nutrition and supplementary meals among the recipients of the donor funded projects.
There is a link between donor grants, training, stakeholders’ involvement and success of donor funded community development projects (Gachui, 2017). Gachui (2017) argued that, success on the donor funded projects was attributed by effective involvement of key stakeholders in the project which makes possible ownership of the project by the community members. 
Most of the donor funded projects provide or support HIV and AIDS services and this is due to the fact that historically, funding has been easier to obtain for HIV and AIDS initiatives than for many other causes and issue areas ( Robertson et al, 2013). 
Donor funded projects are considered valuable given their socio-economic complementary role to the government in the provision of public good (Lelegwe, 2016). According to Lelegwe (2016), there is close relationship between donor funded projects and the community participation initiatives in the achievement of the project goals. According to ILO (2017), the donor funded projects have contributed to economic growth and sustainable development whereby there is increased sustainable trade and investment, improved efficiency and effectiveness of infrastructure development and associated service delivery, reduced poverty, improved health and improved education and training. 
Donor funded projects play important roles in the social protection sector especially social assistance programmes in the education and health sectors, children and disability- related interventions and skills development programmes. Donors have gone beyond funding and provide extensive technical assistance, operational and implementation support and invest heavily in policy advocacy (OECD, 2019). Donor funded projects are very much helpful to the beneficiaries particularly in meeting their daily needs if the projects are properly managed (Tanga, 2020). According to Tanga (2020), donor funded project beneficiaries benefited in a number of areas including access to food, health services, education and income generation. 
 Mugambi (2014) states that there is a direct link between donor funded projects and financial sustainability meaning that the fiancial sustainability will increase with increased donor funding. Morover, Rutenge (2016) added that, donor funded projects play a great role in reducing poverty and vulnerability of the poor people through interventions such as economic strenthening schemes through village banking that encourages saving and lending of money among the beneficiaries, the loans from village banking has helped to reduce income poverty. 
The report from Missenyi Disrict Council ( 2020), revealed that donor funded projects had contributed construction of classrooms and teachers residential houses, environmental conservation through establishment of tree nurseries, promotion of nutrition interventions through establishment of freshed sweet potatoes, construction of school labaratories and other school infrastructure such as toilets and water harvesting tanks, support in community health insurance and support services to people living with HIV/AIDS. Such kind of support by the donor funded projects in Missenyi District has contributed to the improved wellbeing of the community in particular, the households which are enrolled in those projects. 
However, Gibson (2013) states that Sub-Saharan Africa is poor characterized with economic stagnation and declining of living standards of the people. He further argues that despite increase in amount of aids to Africa that are delivered through non-governmental organizations (NGOs) from the developed countries, the Sub-Sahara Africa has remained poor. Poverty alleviation is an effort to obtain basic necessities, basic necessities include food, shelter, medical care, education and safety (Bradshaw, 2006).  In this context, donor funded projects are directly associated with households’ access to basic social services. Such social services include but not limited to access to food, helath, education and shelter. 
In Missenyi District council, donor funded projects implemented included but not limited to Missenyi Area Development Program (2005-2021), which aimed at achieving child wellbeing outcomes in areas of access to health services, education and child protection against physical and immortional violence. The second program is Pamoja Tuwalee (2012-2016) funded by USAID and implemented by MAPEC in Missenyi District whose aim was to improve access to social services by Most Vulnerable children (OVC) and their families in the areas of health services, education, shelter and child protection, and the third program is USAID Kizazi Kipya (2016-2021) funded by USAID and implemented by MAPEC in Missenyi District whose aim was to ensure comprehensive health services with a focus to orphan and vulnerable children households. This study aimed at assessing the effects of the three donor funded projects mentioned above and their relation in poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District.
1.2 Statement of the Problem
Despite the numerous efforts to develop self-sustaining projects in rural areas of Sub-Saharan Africa, the progress is rather slow leading to spending of massive resources on the projects that have restricted benfits to the target population. The study conducted by  Issa (2018),  revealed that, there have not been  promising changes to the communities receiving donor projects due to poor management of the projects by the recipients and failure of the donors to understans the context in which donor funded projects are implemented. 
The study by Mujungu (2015), found that there were positive effects of donor funded projects that are manifested through increased income by beneficiaries, improved social services such as water, education, health services and housing, and general improved standard of life among the project beneficiaries. Rwehumbiza et al. (2017) conducted the study on the effectiveness of donor funded projects on improvement of social welfare of orphan and vulnerable children in Ilala District in Dar es Salaam. In their study, they found that donor funded projects provided basic necessities such as shelter, food, health care and education scholastic materials such as books and stationeries and schools uniforms. 
Mlage (2014) conducted the study to determine how sustainable the donor funded projects in Morogoro District were. Her study found that some factors such as participation of stakeholders in the project, policy commitment by the government and adequately trained personnel facilitate the sustainability of donor funded projects. Most of the studies have shown contribution of donor funded projects. However, there is no actual study carried out to assess the effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among the selected households in Missenyi District in Kagera Region.  The study intended to fill up this gap in knowledge.
1.3 Objectives of the Study
1.3.1 General Objective of the Study
General objective of the study was to assess the effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District.
1.3.2
Specific Objectives of the Study
i To identify the role of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among selected  households in Missenyi District 
ii To examine perceptions of the selected households towards donor funded projects in Missenyi District. 
iii To determine challenges facing donor funded projects in relation to poverty alleviation.
1.4
Research Questions
i What role do donor funded projects play on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District?
ii How do households perceive donor funded projects in Missenyi District?
iii What are the challenges facing donor funded projects in relation to poverty to poverty alleviation in Missenyi District?
1.5 Significance of the Study
The findings of this study provide more insights and knowledge on donor funding projects, their effects on the community and the challenges associated with donor funded projects. Such insights on donor funding will be useful to development planners and decision makers such as the government and the non-governmental organizations and help to achieve intended objectives. Furthermore, the findings and recommendations of this study would provide evidence for decision making, since it suggests the areas for improvement for the donor funded projects to bring intended impacts. Such decisions may be improvement in internal controls of the organizations implementing donor funded projects, improvement in human resource development, organization information systems and networking that all together enhance project management and sustainability. 
1.6 Delimitation of the Study
This study was carried out in Missenyi District, Kagera Region. Only responses from project beneficiaries, staff working on donor funded projects and Ward Executive Officers were considered since are the ones who are affected by the donor funded projects. They offered key information that helped the researcher to meet the research objective. The specific projects selected included Missenyi Area Development Programme (2005-2021) funded by World Vision International which is implemented in 5 wards of Missenyi District. These wards are Kyaka, Kilimilile, Kassambya, Kilimilile and Mabale. Other projects are Pamoja Tuwalee Project (2012-2016) and USAID Kizazi Kipya (2017-2021) both funded by USAID and implemented by the local NGO called MAPEC in Missenyi District.
1.7 Organization of the Dissertation 
This dissertation is planned into five chapters. Chapter one covers overview and background of the study, statement of the problem, objective of the study, research questions, significance of the study and organization of the dissertation. The second chapter focuses on literature review. It particularly presents definition of concepts, theoretical literature review, empirical literature review, conceptual framework and research gap. Chapter three presents the study area and research methodology it specifically presents the study area, research design, target population, sampling procedures and sample size. 
It further presents sources of data, data collection methods, data analysis, interpretation and presentation; validity and reliability of the research instruments and ethical consideration. Chapter four presents research findings and discussion of the findings with a focus on the effects of Donor Funded Projects on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District. Chapter five presents the summary, conclusion and recommendations.
CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Definitions of Concepts
2.1.1 Poverty

Mbilinyi and Nyoni (2000) defined poverty as the lack of means to satisfy basic materials and social needs as well as feeling of powerlessness. They added that poverty has many dimensions, including income and basic needs elements, and includes attributes such as the right to dignity, non-discrimination and social inclusion. According to URT (2020), the definition of poverty is determined by the poverty line whereby in Tanzania the national basic needs poverty line for 2018 was TZS. 49,320 per adult per month and the food poverty line was TSH. 33,748 (URT, 2020). 
According to Aoun (2004) poverty is the large and growing problem in world stemming from remoteness, lack of education and health care, insecure and unproductive jobs, high fertility and often women discrimination resulting in an immense amount of suffering and joyless existences. In general, poverty refers to inability of people to afford the basic necessities in life. Such necessities although may vary from one person to another include but not limited to social services such as food, health services, education and housing.

2.1.2 Poverty Alleviation

Magombeyi and Odhiambo (2016) defined poverty alleviation as an effort to reduce poverty. Efforts made for poverty alleviation in Tanzania Mainland include the National Poverty Eradication Strategy (2010-2015) which provides guidance and framework for poverty alleviation policies and programmes. The main goal of the strategy is the active involvement of the poor in identifying and participating in poverty eradication programmes. 
According to Aoun (2004), poverty alleviation involves the means of achieving higher standards of living. Such means includes investment in human capital, capital formation, entrepreneurship, international trade, rural development, equity and environmental quality. The concept of evironmental quality means absence of the environmental polutions such as degradation which may affect people’s standard of living.  Aoun (2004) adds that there is an important link between poverty reduction and health that a healthier population is a more productive population and that policies and decisions that relate to cleaning up the environment have a significant impact on poverty alleviation. 
2.1.3 Foreign Aid 

Foreign aid covers a vast array of resource flows (cash, commodities and services) to and between developed and developing countries (Jakupec and Kelly, 2016). According to Kalu (2018), foreign aid includes direct cash transfers, grants, gifts of materials and technical support among others, from overseas charitable organizations, industrialized countries and multilateral institutions. Foreign aid is one of the major policy instruments of international cooperation, which among other things aims at transferring critical development-oriented resources from the North to the South. In more recent times, foreign aid has increasingly been seen targeted at fighting poverty reduction (Rugumamu, 2000). 
However, foreign aid means the assistance by any other party from outside of a particular country. It also means external assistance in the form of cash, technical assistance, material support and any other assistance from outside the country. Foreign aid has a specific purpose in the recipient country such as poverty alleviation, increase in access to education, an increase in access to health services and related purposes.  
 2.1.4 Donor Funded Projects
According to Mugambi (2016) donor funding is the assistance given with the aim of filing development gaps especially in many governments of the Third World Countries.  According to Mujungu (2015) donor funding is manifested through donor funded initiatives supported by external assistances particularly provided by world-wide aid agencies and international monetary agencies such World Bank and IMF. Both Mugambi (2016) and Mujungu (2015) agree that donor funding aim at achieving certain specific purposes such as the transformation of the quality of lives of the people in developing countries. In general, donor funding projects are donations by the external party rather than the native country aiming at achieving a specific purpose. Such donations may be from individual persons, from external parties, external countries, foundations, nongovernmental organizations and many other related agencies.
2.2 Theoretical Literature Review

2.2.1 The theory of Poverty
Donor funding of community projects is made in an effort to improve social and economic welfare and thus eradicate poverty at community level. The modernization theorists contend that poverty is internally created in the developing nations and can therefore be eliminated through the use of internal strategies (Gachui et al, 2017). The individualism theorists on poverty place much emphasis on individual attitude, human capital, and welfare participation. The individualism theory emphasizes on individual hard work and responsibility to acquire basic needs including food, shelter and health care services (Sameti, 2012).  
According to Brady (2019), poverty can be explained by using three theories of behavioural, structural and political. Structural theories emphasize the demographic and labour market context, which causes both behaviour and poverty. Political theories content that power and institutions cause policy which causes poverty and moderates the relationship between behaviour and poverty. According to Bradshaw (2006), there are anti-poverty programs from an individual theory of poverty perspective, according to this theory, interventions are aimed at poverty eradication based on individual deficiency and in order to eradicate poverty, individuals are mobilized and sensitized to work as the primary goal for the poor to pull themselves from poverty. This theory therefore informs us on donor funding and its effects on poverty alleviation in particular, looking at interventions that aim at improving access to basic social services such as food, shelter, medical care and treatment. 
2.3 Agency theory
The Agency theory was formulated by Alchian and Damsetz, (1972) and was developed by Jensen and Meckling, (1976). It explains the relationship where in a contract one or more persons (principal) engage another person (agent) to do some service on their behalf and this involves delegating some decision making power to the agent  (Jensen and Meckling, 1976). According to Panda ( 2017), Agency theory discusses the problems that surface in the firms due to separation of owners and managers and emphasizes on the reduction of this problem, this theory helps in implementing the various governance mechanisms to control the agents’ action in the jointly held corporations. 
Based on the theories above (Jensen and Meckling ,1976 and  Panda,2017), the donor can be called the principal while the recipent community called the agent because the donor determines the funds to be allocated, sets the conditions to be met or fulfilled for donor funded projects to be implemented. This theory further holds that the donor is able to put conditions in funded projects based on the recipient actions. The Agency  theory thereofore helps to inform this study on the relationship that exits between the donor supporing a project and effects of the project to the target community.
2.4  Empirical Literature Review
2.4.1 Role of Donor Funded Projects on Poverty Alleviation  
The principal aim of aid has been to help African states to deal with the perennial development challenges that have spelt poverty, diseases and misery for the majority of Africans (Kalu, 2018). According to Jakupec and Kelly (2016), foreign aid has the main objective which is promotion of economic development and welfare of the developing countries. A related study was conducted by Hassan (2016) who aimed at studying the relevance of foreign aid in economic development in Tanzania. Her research concludes that aid promotes economic development when it is used effectively and for specific purpose. The similar study by Gibson (2013) was to determine impacts donor funding to economic development of the rural communities in Kenya. The study shows that there were socio-economic impacts as a result of donor funded projects such as increase in income and access to social services by the beneficiaries.  
Most of the research cited above have shown that there were causal relationship between the donor funded projects and access to basic social services. However, there was no any study conducted to show the effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation in Missenyi District. This study therefore fulfils this gap in knowledge. 

2.4.1 Perceptions of the Selected Households Towards Donor Funded Projects 
Mujungu (2015) conducted the study on Soci0-economic impacts of donor funded projects in Tanzania. Mujungu (2015) argues that most of the project beneficiaries were enthusiastic to changing in their lives and prefer to be involved in the project cycle. Moreover, according to Mujungu (2015), the poor households perceive the donor funded projects as the support in terms of increasing income status, assets possession and food adequacy. 
According to Mburu (2015), there is community awareness which is above average level due to participation of the community throughout the project life cycle. According to Gibson (2013), donor funded projects are perceived positively by the project beneficiaries whereby donor funded projects are associated with the increase in income, food production and construction of the new houses by the poor people who are recipients of the projects. 
Carlsson and Saasa ( 2002), conducted the study on Aid and Poverty Reduction in Zambia and they found that despite increase in aid there were no significant changes for instance they have argued that the percentage of children born under weight has increased, infant mortality has increased, under five mortality has increased, access to safe water and sanitation has decreased for the urban populaton and child immunisation coverage has decreased as well. Carlsson and Saasa (2002) have added that all social services indicators in Zambia are declining and there was evidence that despite aid and domestically generated resources being divorted  to the social sector, poverty was worsening.  
According to REPOA (2007), there were varying perceptions by the community with regard to donor funded projects. The REPOA Report (2007) shows that while some respondents had perceived donor projects as mainly concerning with advocacy than poverty reduction, some respondents perceived donor funding as beneficial in a number of ways including; promotion of local government involvement in HIV/AIDS issues, increase in access to education, health services including maternal health and rights of the poor, youth behavioural change training and education, environmental conservation, civic education to help citizens to take action and hold government accountable, allocation of space for small traders and poverty reduction through economic and social justice (REPOA, 2007). 
Handa et al., (2017) conducted the study on Confronting Six Common Perceptions about Unconditional Cash Transfers as a Poverty Reduction strategy in Africa. Handa et al., (2017) found that the community had negative perceptions on the cash transfers, such perceptions include; cash transfer induce higher spending on alcohol or tobacco, are fully consumed rather than invested, create dependency by reducing participation in productive work, increase fertility, lead to negative community-level economic impacts including price distortion and inflation; and are fiscally unsustainable. 
SIDA (2002), conducted case studies in three countries of Cambodia, Ethiopia and Zambia aiming at assessing Area Development projects whereby community perceptions on the development projects were assessed. In that it is perceived that the development projects are designed for the economically disparate and geographically disjunct; area projects are usually sited in regions that are marginal or peripheral in economic and geographical terms. Similar study was conducted by  Oxfam (2016) in Lebanon whereby poor families were characterized by little returns, dependency, poor housing facilities, and are perceived as poor by the public. According to Oxfam (2016), families which were met during the course of their study were found to be very poor with no regular source of income, little wages, living in small flats in ill-served neighbourhoods and  total dependency on United Nations Relief and works Agency for their survival.
2.4.3
Challenges Facing Donor Funded Projects in Alleviating Poverty 
According to Mujungu (2015), there were challenges facing donor funded projects including inadequate knowledge on the donor funded projects by the community, lack of commitment by the community members, negative cultural beliefs associated with the projects, natural calamities such as drought, dependency syndrome and lack of coordination among the leaders in community. Muluh et al., (2019), conducted the study on challenges and prospects of sustaining donor funded Projects in Rural Cameroon. Muluh et al. (2019) highlight the challenges of donor funded projects as to be mismanagement of funds, insufficient funds, and poor storage facilities among the project recipients, unclear time tables and lack of markets.  
Challenges of donor funded projects were studied by  Protazio et al (2017), in Zambia whereby it was found that there were inadequate involvement of the beneficiaries in project cycle, inadequate information to the stakeholders and poor education infrastructure.  Protazio et al., (2017) recommended that development duty bearers should consider strategies that empower households economically which could help households to  become economically independent and enable them to sustain their households, community projects and pay school fees for their children and dependants. The  recommendation above was based on the finding that most of the families were not diversified because of lack of capital, poverty and finncial difficulties. 
Similar study on the challenges of donor funded project was conducted by (McCord, 2009) in Kenya, Malawi and Zambia. The study highlights the challenge of sustainability with regard to cash transfer programmes in the three countries mentioned earlier that sustainability is wholly dependent on continuing donor allocations. It adds that cash transfer in Malawi and Zambia is affordable and sustainable only as long as donor support continues, even in Kenya where there is more domestic funding of cash transfers to ensure the practicability of financing flows, there has been increased reliance on external resources.  
Islam (2007), conducted the study the sustainability of donor supported organizational reforms in Bangladesh in which the results of the study suggest that the sustainability of donor supported extension reforms cannot be achieved within the short time frame set out in most projects,  nor can such changes be sustainable unless they are aligned with the norms, values and traditions of extension agencies and rural people. It adds that sustainability will continue to be a serious challenge unless the  institutional incentives confronted by extension agencies and rural people are minimized. 
In general, most of the studies visited have revealled the challenges in terms of internal frameworks or the institutional capacity of the donor fund recipient countries and organizations such as lack of good governance, transparency and accountability; the financial challenges and extreme poverty leading to dependence on donor funded initiatives; and lastly the sustainability challenge whereby donor projects were not sustaibable after the funding period.
2.5 Conceptual Framework

The conceptual framework is a figure typically presented as a concept map that summarizes all key information presented in the literature review of the study (Antonenko 2014). This study is guided by the conceptual framework modified from Mbise (2015) (Figure 2.2).  It consists of independent, dependent and moderating variables.  The socio-economic effects achieved as the result of donor funded projects is the dependent variable whereas the donor funded projects are the independent variable; and availability of supporting policies and strategies; and active participation of stakeholders in project implementation is the moderating variables. 
The interpretation of this approach is that increase in income of the poor households, access to health services, education services, shelter services, asset possession and food adequacy directly depend on the successful implementation of donor funded projects. However, this depends on other moderating variables which include government policies and strategies; Missenyi District Council has by laws that support project implementation and active participation of the project stakeholders. 
This study could not isolate effects of each project since all the projects were implemented in the same area. The study further aimed at assessing effects of all three projects (Missenyi Area Development Program, Pamoja Tuwalee and USAID Kizazi Kipya) to the target group (selected households). 









Figure 2.1:  Effects of Donor Funded Projects on Poverty Alleviation 
Source: Modified from Mbise, 2015
2.6 Research Gap

Studies on the effects of donor funded projects have been conducted by many researchers. Mujungu (2015) conducted a study on assessment of the contribution of donor funded projects on socio-economic impacts on beneficiaries in Tanzania. Mujungu’s study found that there were changes brought by donor funded projects. Changes revealed include increase in asset possession among the project beneficiaries, food adequacy, income status and access to social services such as health, education and shelter services. 
Hassan (2016) conducted the study on the contribution of foreign aid to economic development in Tanzania. The study revealed that, there were causal link between the increase in foreign aid and economic development of a country. Gibson (2013) conducted the study on the factors influencing implementation of donor funded projects in Kenya. His study found that there was socio-economic development from donor funding such as increase in income and access to social services by the beneficiaries. Another related study on the factors for donor funded projects was conducted by Mburu (2015) in Kenya. Her study found that there was community awareness which was above average level due to participation of the community throughout the project life cycle.
Rwehumbiza et al., (2017) carried out the study on the success of donor funded projects in Dar es Salaam, Tanzania. In their study, they found that donor funded projects provided basic necessities such as shelter, food, health care and scholastic materials. Another related study was conducted by Mlage (2014) whose study aimed at assessing continuity of donor funded projects. She found there were factors affecting continuity of the projects such as participation of stakeholders in the project; policy commitment by the government and adequately trained personnel facilitates sustainability of donor funded projects. Muluh et al., (2019) conducted the study on the challenges and prospects on donor funded projects in Cameroon. In their study, they found that there were mismanagement of funds, insufficient funds, and poor storage facilities among the project recipients, unclear time tables and lack of markets.  

Most of the literature reviewed focused on the contribution of donor funded projects to the recipient community; they have shown perceptions of the donor funded projects and the challenges facing donor funded projects. However, there was no study conducted to identify the effects of donor funded projects in Missenyi District in Kagera Region. In order to fill this gap, this study assesses effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among the selected households in Missenyi District in Kagera Region.
.  
CHAPTER THREE
THE STUDY AREA AND RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1 The Study Area 
This study was caried out in Missenyi District Council, Kagera Region. Missenyi District Council is one of the eight authorities in Kagera Region. The other Districts are Karagwe, Kyerwa, Ngara, Biharamulo, Bukoba Rural and Bukoba Municipal. Missenyi District was formed after the partition of Bukoba District Council into two. It commenced its operations and functions as a council in July 2007.  Missenyi District Council is traversed by two big rivers which are Kagera and Ngono. These rivers flow across the low lying Missenyi plains and forms large areas of marsh lands. The two rivers join before emptying its water into Lake Victoria on the Ugandan side of the boarder.

Missenyi District covers an area of 270,875 hectares. Missenyi District is situated on the West of Lake Victoria between 300 48’ and 310 49’ East and 1.000 00’ and 10 30’ South. On the Northern side, Missenyi District is bordering the Republic of Uganda on the East, Lake Victoria and a part of Bukoba District, on the South Bukoba District and on the West by Karagwe District. Administratively, Missenyi District is composed of 2 divisions subdivided into 20 wards and 77 villages. There are 352 hamlets and 35,690 households. There are 20 ward elected councillors and 5 nominated councillors (special seat), 1 Member of Parliament and 1 constituent (Missenyi District Council Profile, 2017).

This study selected Missenyi District because there was no specific study on effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation conducted in Missenyi District. Secondly, the researcher is a native of Missenyi District, and the third reasons is associated with the second reason that because the researcher lives in Missenyi District, it would be easier for him to conduct the study with minimal costs. The study intends to get respondents who are beneficiaries of donor funded projects; in this study donor funded projects are termed as selected households. It also intends to interview ward executive officers from 5 wards of Kyaka, Kassambya, Mushasha, Kimilile and Mabale in Missenyi District and NGO staff.
3.2 Research Design

A research design is the arrangement of conditions for collection and analysis of data in a manner that aims to combine relevance to research purpose with economy in procedure (Kothari, 2004). Moreover, research design is defined by Kothari (2004) as the conceptual structure within which research is conducted; it constitutes the blueprint for the collection, measurement and analysis of data. 
This study adopted a descriptive research design whereby both quantitative and qualitative data were collected. According to Kothari (2004), a descriptive research design is concerned with the characteristics of a particular individual or of a group. Kothari (2004) adds that descriptive research designs are about studies with precise estimates, with a description of proofs and characteristics regarding individual, group or situation. Descriptive research design was used in this study because the descriptive research design employs data collection methods which are relevant to this study. These data collection methods include; questionaires, interviews, observation  and examination of records or documentary literature review.
3.3 Target Population 

Kothari (2004) defines target population as the field of analysis. According to Kothari (2004), when target population is undertaken in practical life, considerations of time and cost lead to a selection of respondents, therefore it is advised to select only a few items. Two types of target population are identified by Kothari (2004), which include the finite and infinite. Under finite categorization, the population is certain such as the number of populations of a city, number of workers in a factory, whereas the infinite population is uncertain such as the number of stars in the sky and the number of listeners of a specific radio programme. Target population of this study comprised 450 donor funded project beneficiaries from 5 wards of Missenyi District. These wards are Kyaka, Kassambya, Mushasha, Kilimilile and Mabale. Also this study targeted 7 MAPEC Management staff and 16 Ward Executive Officers (WEOs) from Missenyi District Council (MAPEC beneficiaries’ records, 2020).
3.4 Sampling Procedure

Sampling is the process of selecting a sub-set of people or social phenomena to be studied from the larger universe to which they belong determined by a balance between resources available, anticipated techniques of analysis, how much variation there is believed to be in the universe, and the level of precision needed is estimated to be made about the universe on the basis of data from the sample (Payne, 2004). According to Kothari (2004), sampling procedure means the decision by the researcher on what type of sample he or she will use including the techniques to be used in selecting the items for the sample. Two sampling designs are identified which are non-probability and probability sampling design. According to   Lance  et al., (2014), sampling means the selecting the units of observation, the purpose of sampling process is  to find a representative sample of the population. 
3.4.1 Purposive Sampling Technique 
Rao (2000) defines purposive sampling as a non-probability sampling technique. This study used purposive sampling to get respondents purposively in order to obtain reliable information about the role of donor funded projects, their perceptions on the donor funded projects and challenges facing donor funded projects. With purposive sampling 5 ward executive officers and 5 MAPEC officers working in the donor funded projects were obtained. 
3.4.2 Random Sampling Technique
Random sampling refers to the method of sample selection which gives the researcher each possible sample combination an equal probability of being picked up and each item in the entire population to have an equal chance of being included in the sample (Kothari, 2004). Under this method the researcher must count each household in our universe and then draw the sample using random numbers. The most accurate basis for generalizing is where we know that every person or social phenomenon in the relevant universe had an equal probability of being sampled (Payne, 2004). 
By using simple random sampling, the researcher selected 100 respondents out of 450 donor funded project beneficiaries which is equal to 22%, the researcher chose respondents from 5 wards out of 16 wards in Missenyi District, prepared a list of all 16 wards in a piece of paper by numbering them then requested his associate to choose five pieces of paper arbitrarily. The chosen wards were Kyaka, Kassambya, Mushasha, Kilimilile and Mabale. In order to obtain the respondents who were given questionnaires in the field, the researcher wrote on a piece of paper between number1 to 5, mixed in a box and asked one of the village members to pick one number randomly, then the researcher continued selecting respondents systematically by adding 5 as an interval until all 100 respondents were selected and involved in the study.  
The simple random sampling in this study avoids bias and gives equal opportunity to be included in a sample. The list of respondents was obtained from Missenyi AIDS and Poverty Eradication Crusade (MAPEC), the non-governmental organization which is implementing donor funded projects in Missenyi District. The specific projects selected included Missenyi Area Development Program, Pamoja Tuwalee Program and USAID Kizazi Kipya project. All these projects were implemented in Missenyi District by MAPEC. 
The sample was limited to beneficiaries who accessed services from MAPEC and this was because the projects deal with registered or enrolled beneficiaries only who were selected to join into the project after meeting vulnerability criteria which included the households living in extreme poverty. The effects of the projects implemented to the selected households would therefore be measured against before joining the project and after joining the project. 
3.5 Sampling Frame and Sample Size 
Rao (2000) defines sampling frame as the list of all the units of the population to be surveyed. Sample size according to Rao (2000), is the number of populations selected at the start of the survey. Rao (2000) adds that the size of the planned sample is determined by the required precision error of estimation, costs of sampling and the financial resources as well as the time available for the survey. The sample size of this study is 110 respondents. 
Table 3.1: Sample Frame and Sample Size
	Number
	Respondents
	Target population
	Sample size

	1
	Households
	450
	 100

	2
	MAPEC (NGO) staff
	5
	5

	3
	Ward Executive Officers
	16
	5

	Total
	471
	110


Source: Researcher’s own computation, 2020.
3.6 Sources of Data
3.6.1 Secondary Data

The researcher obtained secondary data which was recorded and kept at MAPEC. There were also unpublished reports about donor funded projects, success stories and lesson learnt. Furthermore, the researcher obtained secondary data from published article journals and textbooks.
3.6.2 Primary Data
IFRC (2011) defines primary data as the data collected directly by the project/ programme team. According to Kothari (2004), primary data are those which are collected afresh and for the first time and thus happen to be original in character, and the primary data are collected through observation or through direct communication with respondents in one form or another or through personal interviews. Kothari (2004) adds that the methods of collecting primary data are observation method, interview method, through questionnaires and through schedules. Primary data helped the researcher to obtain fresh data on impacts of donor funded projects from the respondents in the field. 
3.7 Data Collection Methods
3.7.1 Direct Observation  
Direct observation is data collection over a sustained period by means of watching, listening to, and asking questions of people as they follow their day-to-day activities, while the researcher adopts a role from their setting and partially becomes a member of the group in question as in doing ethnography (Payne, 2004). Kothari (2004) argues that observation method is the most used method especially in studies relating to behavioural sciences also that under the observation method the information is sought by way of investigator’s own direct observation without asking from the respondent. 
For the purpose of this study, direct observation method was used in observing behavioural and physical actions including beneficiaries’ activities at field level and direct communication with respondents. Issues which were observed include verbal expressions by the respondents, pictorial records and field social-economic activities of the respondents such as farming and livestock keeping. 
3.7.2 Interviews

Payne (2004) defines interview as the data collection method using face-to-face settings, using an oral question and answer format which either employs the same questions in a systematic and structured way for all respondents, or allows respondents to talk about issues in less directed but discursive manner. Payne (2004) adds that interviews have the benefits over other methods in that they have high response rates where right people are contacted and there is more elaboration on the answers. Rao (2000) argues that interviews are usually the best means of conducting surveys in the rural areas. This study used interview to investigate the opinions, experiences and perceptions of the households and non-governmental organizations in Missenyi District regarding how the donor funded projects have impacted their people’s lives.
3.7.3 Questionnaires

This study used questionnaires to examine the role of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation, to examine the perceptions of recipients of donor funded projects and to determine challenges of donor funded projects. The questionnaires were administered to donor funded project beneficiaries (Appendix III).
3.7.4 Documentary Literature Review
This study used documentary review by referring to the documents such as studies conducted on donor funded projects, non-governmental organizations reports, village government committee meetings, ward committee meetings, the District Council profiles and the project beneficiaries’ profiles.
3.8 Data Analysis, Interpretation and Presentation 
Data presentation seeks to effectively present data so that it highlights key findings and conclusions. There are numerous examples and formats of how data can be presented including written descriptions/ narratives, matrices/tables, graphs, pie and bar charts and mapping (IFRC,2011). In this study the data obtained from respondents were  analysed using statistical package for social sciences (SPSS) version 16.0. 
Qualitative data were analysed using content analysis by determining sense of certain themes, words, phrases, concepts and character by quantifying this into an objective manner. The components of  interviews from key informants were broken down into small meaningful information. This  enabled the researcher to ascertain values and attitudes of respondents.  After analysing data, the researcher used tables and direct quatation to present findings. Quantitative data from the structured questionaires were analysed  using statistical package for social sciences (SPSS) which facilitated descriptive statistics in terms of  frequencies and percentage. Presentation of the quantitative data was done through statistical descriptions and tables by interpreteing them in relation to the effects of donor funded projects.
3.9 Validity and Reliability of the Research Instruments

In order to ensure validity and reliability of the study, the interview questions were first written in English language and later on they were translated into Swahili language to enable clear understanding and active participation in the study. The findings obtained were transcribed into English language for presenting the report. To ensure validity, data collection tools were developed in cooperation with donor funded projects implementing staff. This helped to identify unclear questions and be able to re-align the questions to the objectives of the study. Reliability was guaranteed by carrying out a pre-test of the questionnaires in pilot study participants from targeted population whereby their comments were incorporated in the final version. 
3.10
Ethical Consideration

 The researcher exercised utmost caution while administering the data collection instruments to the respondents to ensure their rights and privacy. Prior to actual administration of the instruments, an introduction on the aim and purpose of the study was made to the respondents in the language they best understand, which is Kiswahili. The study sought consent of the respondents before they were provided with all the requirements of the study. To ensure confidentiality, giving names on the questionnaires was optional. Furthermore, no respondent was coerced into the study exercise at any level. The study findings were presented without any manipulation or influence by the researcher in any way. 
                                                   CHAPTER FOUR
DATA PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF THE FINDINGS
4.1 Socio-Demographic Characteristics of the Respondents
4.1.1 Age of the Respondents
The age of respondents was established in the surveyed households with the aim of knowing age structure of the donor funded project beneficiaries in Missenyi District. Basnayake and Gunaratne (2002) argue that age category of a person may help to determine efficiency. Table 4.1 presented age groups of the donor funded project beneficiaries’ age. It shows that 19% of the donor funded project beneficiaries were at age between 15-24 years, 21% were between 25-34 and 29% were between 35-44 years. Others, 21% of the respondents were of the age between 45-54 while 10% of the respondents were between 55 years and above. 
The findings imply that the majority of the respondents are in the middle age group (25-34, 35-44 and 45-54 years), the findings on the age of respondents therefore imply that donor funded projects target economically active and productive group. Other target group of donors funded projects include youth below 20 years and elders above 55 years.  
Table 4.1: Age of Respondents
	Age category
	Frequencies
	Percentages

	15-24
	19
	19

	25-34
	21
	21

	35-44
	29
	29

	45-54
	21
	21

	55+
	10
	10

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020

4.1.2 Sex of Respondents

In order to have good representation, sex of the respondents was taken into consideration. In this study both male and female respondents were interviewed (Table 4.2). Under this study, 50% of the respondents were female and 50% were males. The findings of this study show equal representation of households in donor funded projects among female and male. Equal participation of both female and male partners can be attributed to capacity building on gender issues being offered by donor funded projects in Missenyi District.
Table 4.2: Sex of Respondents
	Sex
	Frequencies
	Percentages

	Female
	50
	50

	Male
	50
	50

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Filed Survey, 2020
4.1.3 Education Level of Respondents

In this study the level of education of the respondents helps to provide accurate and relevant information on the donor funded project beneficiaries. Findings of the study indicated that most of the donor funded projects 61% attained primary level education, 29% had secondary education, 2% certificate level of education and 8% university degree level of education (Table 4.3). From the above data analysis, majority of donor funded project beneficiaries have primary level of education at 61% followed by those with secondary level of education at 29%. The findings imply that the households with low level of education are the ones eligible for donor funded projects and the eligibility to donor funded projects takes into consideration the education level of a person.
Table 4.3: Education Level of Respondents

	Education level
	Frequency
	Percent

	Primary
	61
	61

	Secondary
	29
	29

	Certificate
	2
	2

	University degree
	8
	8

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020   
4.1.4
Marital status of Respondents
Table 4.4 shows that 65% of the respondents were married, 20% were single, 11% were widow, 2% widower and separated were 2%. These findings indicated that the majority of the donor funded project beneficiaries are married people (65%).
Table 4.4: Marital Status of Respondents

	 Marital status
	Frequencies
	Percentages

	Married
	65
	65

	Single
	20
	20

	Widow
	11
	11

	Widower
	2
	2

	Separated
	2
	2

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020

4.1.5 Occupation of the Respondents
Table 4.5 shows that, 85% of the respondents engaged in agriculture as their main income generating activity, 4% engaged in livestock keeping, 2% in tailoring, 6% in retail trade, and 1% in teaching, driving and carpentry. These findings imply that donor funded projects are directed in rural areas where the majority of the people engaged in agriculture.
Table 4.5: Occupation of the Respondents

	Occupation
	 Frequencies
	Percentages

	Agriculture
	85
	85

	Livestock
	4
	4

	Tailoring
	2
	2

	Retail trade
	6
	6

	Teacher
	1
	1

	Driver
	1
	1

	Carpenter
	1
	1

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020
4.2 The Role of Donor Funded Projects on Poverty Alleviation
Respondents were asked to mention the roles played by the donor funded projects in relation to poverty alleviation. The findings of this study imply that donor funded projects play a great role on poverty alleviation among the households enrolled in the projects. Through donor funded projects beneficiaries accessed various services including health, education, food and nutrition services, shelter services, capacity building and increased income. The findings of this study are similar to those found by Jakupec and Kelly (2016), who found that donor funded projects promoted economic development and welfare of the developing countries. The roles of donor funded projects are presented in Table 4.6.
Table 4.6: Role of Donor Funded Projects
	 Positive Effects
	 Frequencies
	 Percentages

	 Employment
	2
	2

	Health services
	25
	25

	increase in income
	41
	41

	Education services
	21
	21

	food and nutrition services
	1
	1

	Shelter services
	6
	6

	Capacity building
	4
	4

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020
4.2.1 Access to Health Services
This study identified several contributions of donor funded projects by interviewing donor funded project beneficiaries. 25% of the respondents benefited from health service such community health fund insurance, education on the importance of attending health facility for testing and treatment, referral to appropriate service providers and construction of health in fracture systems. The staff working on donor funded projects (MAPEC staff) said the donor funded projects had contributed to access to health services. Similarly, the Ward Executives Officers said donor funded projects have contributed to access to health services in community. Furthermore, during the study the researcher observed health service provision to project beneficiaries at one of the health facilities. 
4.2.2 Increase in Income of the Donor Funded Project Beneficiaries
Respondents were requested to show changes in income per annum as a result of donor funded projects (DFPs) interventions by indicating what they earned before and after (DFPs) in their community. The majority of the respondents (41%) said they had increased income of their households as a result of donor funded projects in their community. 
It was found that before donor funded projects, the income of household per annum was THS. 100,000 and maximum THS. 1,000,000 whereas after donor funded projects, the household’s income increased to THS. 500,000 minimum and Tshs. 1,500,000 maximum. The findings of this study are compared to Gibson (2013) study in Kenya where it found that there was increase in incomes of the beneficiaries due to presence of donor funded projects. 
Donor funded project beneficiaries were not given cash but were capacitated through economic strengthening initiative called WORTH model which mobilised people and formed groups of 25-30 people. The WORTH groups were assigned a volunteer commonly known as empowerment worker whose role was to conduct trainings to WORTH groups on topics of saving and lending, resource mobilization, money management skills, book keeping, entrepreneurship skills and leadership skills. In order to capture income of the beneficiaries the researcher obtained data from MAPEC staff working on donor funded projects, specifically the researcher used annual income tracking form, the form which is used by MAPEC to collect data about increase in income of beneficiaries. 
4.2.3 Increase Access to Education Services
In order to understand the role of donor funded projects (DFPs), the researcher requested the respondents to explain what were the contribution of DFPs. 21% of the respondents said there were increase in access to education services. Access in education services was manifested in enrolment of primary and secondary school students, access to school fees, scholastic materials such as pen, exercise books, bag packs and uniforms.
4.2.4 Access to Food and Nutrition 
Respondents were interviewed aiming at understanding contribution of donor funded projects (DFPs) on access to food and nutrition services. 1% of the respondents said they had accessed food and nutrition services as a result of being enrolled in DFPs. 5 staff working in DFPs were interviewed and said that DFPs had contributed to access to food and nutrition services to the project beneficiaries.
Access to food and nutrition services according to MAPEC Records (2020), is measured by counting number of adults and children in a household who accessed food in the specific reporting period. Percentage of the findings under this section are presented under table 4.6
4.2.5 Access to Shelter Services
 Some of the respondents (6%) said they were able to access shelters services such as buying clothes and building new houses as a result of donor funded projects. During the study, the researcher observed beneficiaries’ houses before and after donor funded projects whereby those houses which were constructed after the DFP seemed to be modern as compared to those constructed before DFPs. Before project implementation MAPEC based on the baseline data with regard to number of households with access to shelter services. According MAPEC Baseline Report (2012), 1008 households out of 4788 (assessed) in 20 wards of Missenyi District equals to 21% had no access to shelter services.  Findings of this study are presented in Table 4.6.
4.2.6 Access to Capacity Building
Wignaraja (2009) defines capacity building as the process through which individuals, organizations and societies obtain, strengthen and maintain the capabilities to set and achieve their own development objectives over time. During the study, 4% of the respondents said that donor funded projects contributed to capacity building which had increased community knowledge and awareness on health-related issues such as importance of attending clinics for pregnant mothers, lactating mothers, children under fivers years and importance of attending at health facility for health check and treatment. 
With regard to economic strengthening, respondents said that donor funded projects emphasized formation of saving and lending groups, they were trained on resource mobilization and formed resource mobilization committees and that donor funded projects trained beneficiaries on the importance of saving and lending for economic development purposes. 5 Ward Executive Officers (WEOs) said that donor funded projects had contributed to capacity building. The first WEO from Kyaka ward said DFPs trained the community on importance of saving money, the second WEO from Kassambya ward said DFPs trained on records management, the third WEO from Kilimilile ward said DFPs trained on leadership whereas the fourth and fifth WEOs from Mabale and Mushasha wards said DFPs had contributed to capacity building in areas of resource mobilization and on the importance of health attending to health facilities for health checks among the community members. 
4.3 Perceptions of the Selected Households towards Donor Funded Projects
Respondents were requested to state their perceptions with regard to donor funded projects in community. This study established that 60% of the respondents perceived DFPs positively. The positive perceptions were due to DFPs contributions such as they complement to government efforts and that DFPs realize socio-economic development of the people. Moreover, 30% of the respondents said DFPs contribute to access to social services among the project beneficiaries. However, 10% of the respondents perceived DFPs negatively and this was due to the fact that there was dependency on donor aids among the beneficiaries rather than engaging in productive work. 

The findings above are similar Gibson (2013) and Mburu (2015) who all perceived donor funded projects as support in terms of increasing income status of beneficiaries, asset possession, food adequacy, construction of new houses, employment opportunities and realization of socio-economic development. 

The responses from respondents are presented in Table 4.8.

Table 4.7: Perceptions on Donor Funded Projects
	Particulars 
	Responses
	Percentages

	Donor funded projects complement government efforts
	60
	60

	Donor funded projects contribute to access social services
	30
	30

	Donor funded projects cause dependency syndrome
	10
	10

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020
The sample referred to as poor households are the selected households. These households were selected and enrolled into the projects based on vulnerability criteria in particular, those households who were living in extreme poverty.
4.3.1 Donor Funded Projects Compliment Government Efforts
The majority of the respondents (60%) said that Donor Funded Projects (DFPs) complimented to the government efforts. Government efforts include priories and plans that aim at improving people’s living standards. Government priorities may include but not limited to water infrastructure, education, agriculture, youth empowerment and related government plans. The findings of this study imply that the community perceives the donor funded projects as developmental focused and government related. 
4.3.2 Donor Funded Projects Contribute to Access Social Services
Some of the respondents (30%) perceived donor funded projects as being associated with provision of social services. Such services include; health services, education services, water, food and nutrition services. The findings of this study imply that donor funded projects aim to provide basic social services in community.
4.3.3 Donor Funded Projects Cause Dependency Syndrome
Some of the respondents (10%) said that donor funded projects caused dependency syndrome among the donor funded project beneficiaries. The respondents said that it was due to assistance from the DFPs that caused some community members not to engage in income generating activities instead they solely depend on DFPs. Dependency was revealed by claiming of transport refund by project beneficiaries when attending the meetings, claiming repair of water pumps installed by the DFPs, community health insurance, school fees and scholastic materials, claiming seeds for their agricultural produce and reluctance in service cost sharing. 

4.4 Challenges Facing Donor Funded Projects
Beneficiaries were asked what would affect execution of donor funded projects in their community. Most of the respondents (Table 4.8) said there were inadequate awareness on donor funded projects, 3% said lack of commitment among the beneficiaries and staff working on donor funded projects was the challenge, 8% of the respondents said there was inadequate involvement of beneficiaries in the project life cycle, 2% said there were unreliable flow of funding from the donors and similarly, 2% of respondents identified culture and traditions as the challenge to execution of donor funded projects. 
The study found that there were challenges such as inadequate awareness on DFPs by the community, lack of commitment from the community members and implementing partners, inadequate involvement of beneficiaries throughout the project life cycle, unreliable flow of funding that hinders sustainability of attained results and presence of cultural beliefs and traditions which restrict eligible beneficiaries to be enrolled in the DFPs.
The findings of this study relate to the study conducted by Muluh et al., (2019) where challenges highlighted included insufficient funds and mismanagement of funds by those entrusted to implement donor funded projects. Another similar finding was found in Protazio et al. (2017) study whereby there was inadequate involvement of the majority of the households throughout the project cycle. 

Table 4.8:  Challenges Facing Donor Funded Projects
	Challenge
	Frequencies
	Percentages

	Iinadequate awareness on DFPs
	85
	85

	Lack of commitment
	3
	3

	Inadequate involvement of beneficiaries
	8
	8

	Unreliable flow of funding
	2
	2

	Culture and traditions
	2
	2

	Total
	100
	100


Source: Field survey, 2020
4.4.1 Inadequate Awareness of Project Beneficiaries on DFPs 

The majority of the respondents (85%) said there was low understanding of donor funded projects. Low understanding was revealed by lack of participation in the activities conducted by the projects such as construction of schools, health facilities water points and other related projects whereby very few people contributed money.  These findings imply that donor funded projects are perceived as external and not community owned. 
4.4.2 Lack of Commitment among Donor Funded Projects Beneficiaries
During the study, 3% of the respondents said there was lack of commitment from both the community members and the organizations implementing donor funded projects. Lack of commitment was revealed in reluctance to attend meetings and workshops among the project beneficiaries. The study found that even project beneficiaries who attended the meetings and workshops claimed the transport refund and allowances. Furthermore, the study found that there was a failure to maintain assets and animals provided by the projects such as cooking pans, scholastic materials, and animals such a goats, cows, chicken and pigs.
4.4.3 Inadequate Involvement of Donor Funded Project Beneficiaries
During the study, 8% of the respondents said there were there was no intentional involvement of the donor funded project beneficiaries in the project life cycle. Respondents said that they were involved only at implementation stage. Staff working in DFPs and WEOs (50%) said there were low involvements of the project beneficiaries. The findings of this study imply that in order for the donor funded projects to yield intended results there must be adequate involvement of project beneficiaries and stakeholders throughout the project life cycle.
4.4.4 Unreliable Flow of Funding 
Respondents highlighted unreliable flow of funding as one of the challenges of donor funded projects. 2% of the DFP beneficiaries who were interviewed said donor funding were not reliable and determined. Staff working in DFPs and WEOs (40%) from five wards of Missenyi District who were interviewed said that most of the DFPs last for short term normally, 1 to 3 years only and hence lack sustainability of the attained results.
4.4.5 Culture and Traditions

During the study, 2% of the respondents said culture and traditions had contributed to failure of the projects. During the study, the researcher was informed that some of the community reject to be enrolled in the project with belief that DFPs will transform them from their beliefs such as one religion to other religions, others believe that DFDs are associated with free masons and others do not want to have changed from their life styles. Also 30% of the key informants said there were cultural beliefs associated with donor funded projects. 
CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1 Summary
This chapter presents the summary, conclusion and recommendations. The general objective of this study was to assess the effects of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District in Kagera Region. This study was guided by three specific objectives which were to identify the role of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District, to examine perceptions of the poor households towards donor funded projects in Missenyi District, and to determine challenges facing donor funded projects in relation to poverty alleviation. This study was carried out in Missenyi District, both primary and secondary data were collected. Data collection methods used includes; questionnaires, interviews, observation and document review.
The first specific objective was to identify the role of donor funded projects on poverty alleviation among selected households in Missenyi District. The study established that donor funded projects play an important role on poverty alleviation among the beneficiaries. The second specific objective was to examine perceptions of the selected households towards donor funded projects in Missenyi District. The study established that 90% of the respondents perceived DFPs positively while 10% perceived DFPs negatively. 
The third specific objective was to determine the challenges facing donor funded projects in relation to poverty alleviation. The study established that there were challenges such as inadequate awareness on DFPs by the community, lack of commitment from the community members and implementing partners, inadequate involvement of beneficiaries throughout the project life cycle, unreliable flow of funding that hinders sustainability of attained results and presence of cultural beliefs and traditions which restrict eligible beneficiaries to be enrolled in the DFPs.

5.2 Conclusion

Donor funded projects play a big role in poverty alleviation among beneficiaries’ households. Donor funded projects have increased access to education services, access to health services, access to food and nutrition services, shelter services, water and hygiene services, increased income of the beneficiaries, capacity building and employment opportunities. 
Donor funded projects face challenges such as inadequate awareness on DFPs among the community members, lack of commitment, inadequate involvement of beneficiaries throughout the project life cycle, unreliable flow of funding and lack of sustainability, and cultural beliefs. In order to maximize positive impacts, the study findings suggest intentional inclusion of community sensitization and awareness creation budget among the donors, involvement of beneficiaries at all stages of the project cycle, ensure reliable flow of funding and good governance by the DFP implementing partners.
5.3 Recommendations

i Donor funded projects play an important role in poverty alleviation. This study recommends that the community has to embrace sustainability  of results attained by donor funding projects by creating ownership of the projects
ii This study recommends to the donors the  inclusion of adequate funds (budget) for community sensitization and awareness creation programs so that the community is aware on the specific interventions being carried out and importance of such interventions in relation to development of people
iii The study recommends consideration of the context thereby involving the target group throughout the project cycle. 
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX I: QUESTIONNAIRES FOR DONOR FUNDED PROJECT BENEFICIARIES
Introduction 

My name is Donatus Kaihura; a student from the Open University of Tanzania, doing a research on the effects of Donor Funded Projects on Poverty Alleviation among selected Households in Missenyi District, Kagera Region. This study is the requirement for the Master degree in Monitoring and Evaluation. You have been selected as one of the important people to respond to my questions. All information provided is meant for research only and will be treated confidentially. I will appreciate for your time to answer this questionnaire. Thank in advance.

Section 1: Demographic information
1. Age of respondent. (Please indicate your age by a tick (√) in the box given below)
15-24   (      )
25-34 (      )
35-44   (      )
45-54 (      )
      55+    (       )
2. Gender of respondent (a) male  (           )   (b)  female   (             )
3. Education level of respondent (a) primary education (        )     (b)  secondary education   (         )
(c) College certificate (d) diploma (        ) (e) university degree (f) no formal education
4. Marital status (a) married (        )  (b) single (        )  (c) widow (         ) (d) widower (    ) Separated
5. Main occupation................................................................................................

Section II: Questions with regards to effects of donor Funded projects on Poverty alleviation among selected households

6. Are you aware of donor funded projects in your community? 
(a) Yes (    )            (b) No (    )
7. What are other NGOs   in your community?

             (a).......................................................................................................................

            (b).......................................................................................................................

            (c).......................................................................................................................

8. Did you participate in the identification of the projects to be implemented in your community? (a) Yes (    ) (b)  No  (     )
i. If Yes, how.........................................................................................................
ii. If No, why.........................................................................................................

9.  Please explain contribution of donor funded projects …………………………………………………………………………………
10.  What have been the positive effects of donor funded projects in your households? Please explain...........................................................................................................
11. What opinion do you give regarding the status of the following elements to the beneficiaries before and after donor funded projects implemented in Missenyi District? (State if higher, average or lower). 

(a) Income status           (            )     (b) Asset possession    (               )

(b) Asset possession    (              )   (d)  Productivity such as both crops and livestock (      )

(c) Access to social services such as health, education, food and nutrition, and shelter (      )

12. What have been the negative effects of donor funded projects in your households? Please explain.........................................................................................................
13. What are your perceptions with regard to donor funded projects? Explain................................................................................................................
14. What are the challenges that you know affect the implementation of donor funded projects in your community?
15. What would you recommend in order to improve the performance of donor funded projects for more benefits to your household?
(a)..............................................................................................................

             (b)..........................................................................................................

              (c).............................................................................................................
APPENDIX II: INTERVIEW GUIDE FOR MAPEC STAFF WORKING ON DONOR FUNDED PROJECTS
Introduction 

My name is Donatus Kaihura; a student from the Open University of Tanzania, doing a research on the effects of Donor Funded Projects on Poverty Alleviation among selected Households in Missenyi District, Kagera Region. This study is the requirement for the Master degree in Monitoring and Evaluation. You have been selected as a result of purposive sampling.  All information provided is meant for research only and will be treated with confidentiality. I will appreciate for your time to answer the questions through interview. Thanks in advance.

1. Name of the organization
2. Department
3. Position in the project
4. For how long have you participated in the implementation of donor funded projects at MAPEC? 

5. In your opinion, what have been the positive and negative effects of donor funded projects?

6. What have been the factors leading to positive and/ or negative effects of donor funded projects in Missenyi District?

7. What are your perceptions with regard to donor funded projects? 
8. What are the challenges that you know affect the implementation of donor funded projects?
9. What would you recommend in order to improve the performance of donor funded projects for the benefits of the beneficiaries?

APPENDIX III: INTERVIEW GUIDE FOR WARD EXECUTIVE OFFICERS
Introduction 

My name is Donatus Kaihura; a student from the Open University of Tanzania, doing a research on the Effects of Donor Funded Projects on Poverty Alleviation among selected Households in Missenyi District, Kagera Region. This study is the requirement for the Master degree in Monitoring and Evaluation. You have been selected as one of the important people to respond to my questions. All information provided is meant for research only and will be treated confidentially. I will appreciate for your time to answer this questionnaire. Thanks in advance.

1. Name of the ward
2. How many villages does your ward have? 
3. Are you aware of donor funded projects implemented by MAPEC?

4. Have you been participated in any of MAPEC activities?

5. What do you think are the contributions of donor funded projects to poverty alleviation?

6. What are your perceptions of donor funded projects?

7. What do you think are challenges facing donor funded projects?

8. How can MAPEC and other donor funded project implementers improve performance of donor funded projects and maximize the positive impacts to the beneficiaries?
Thank you for your cooperation

APPENDIX VI: OBSERVATION GUIDE
This guide is used to help the researcher in observing attributes of the effects of donor funded projects in Missenyi District.
1. Watching and listening to people 

2. Watching ongoing socio-economic activities such as farming and livestock keeping

3. Beneficiaries houses

4. Photo taking activity 
5. Behaviours of the respondents

6. Culture and norms of the respondents such as sitting styles, ways of greeting, language pattern and the like

7. People’s attitudes and perceptions toward donor funded projects

8. Type of services given to beneficiaries such as health services by looking at clinic cards for children and education services by looking at school performance by in school children

APPENDIX V: RESEARCH CLEARANCE LETTER
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Our Ref: PG201700558

26" June 2020
District Executive Director (DED),

Misenyi District Council,

P.O. Box 38,

KAGERA.

RE: RESEARCH CLEARANCE

The Open University of Tanzania was established by an Act of Parliament No. 17 of 1992, which
became operational on the 1% March 1993 by public notice No.55 in the official Gazette. The Act
was however replaced by the Open University of Tanzania Charter of 2005, which became
operational on 1* January 2007.In line with the Charter, the Open University of Tanzania
mission is to generate and apply knowledge through research.

To facilitate and to simplify research process therefore, the act empowers the Vice Chancellor of
the Open University of Tanzania to issue research clearance, on behalf of the Government of
Tanzania and Tanzania Commission for Science and Technology, to both its staff and students
who are doing research in Tanzania. With this brief background, the purpose of this letter is to
introduce to you Mr. KAIHURA, Donatus Reg No: PG201700558 pursuing Master of Artsin

Monitoring and Evaluation (MAME).

We here by grant this clearance to conduct a research titled Impacts of Donor Funded Projects

on Poverty Alleviation among Poor Households in Missenyi District, Kagera Region,
Tanzania”, He will collect his data at your area from 29" June 2020 to 30" July 2020.

In case you need any further information, kindly do not hesitate to contact the Deputy
Chancellor (Academic) of the Open University of Tanzania, P.O.Box 23409, Dar es S:
022-2-2668820.We lastly thank you in advance for your assumed cooperation and. facilif
this research academic activity.
Yours Sincerely,

= -
P

Prof.Hossea Rwegoshora
~ For:VICE CHANCELLOR
- THE OPEN UNIVERSITY OF TANZANIA
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