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CHAPTER ONE TC "CHAPTER ONE" \f C \l "1" 
INTRODUCTION TC "INTRODUCTION" \f C \l "1" 
1.1 Background of the study TC "1.1 Background of the study" \f C \l "1"  
The United Republic of Tanzania established the TASAF project in 2000 for the first time as one of the tools for executing the government national poverty strategy. TASAF is a World Bank funded project of the Government of the United Republic of Tanzania, established with an overall objective of contributing towards government’s effort of alleviating poverty in the country through a participatory approach (TASAF, 2003). This approach enables communities to take charge of their development process by facilitating the changing role of the Government from being a provider of the services to being a facilitating agent. In this way, ownership by communities and sustainability of supported community interventions are enhanced and guaranteed (TASAF, 2008). 
TASAF III Programme which was implemented in ten years with effect from 2013 to 2021, split into two phases of five years each. The first phase of the project was implemented from 2013 to 2017 which covered 185 Local Government Authority on Tanzania Mainland as well as Unguja and Pemba islands in Zanzibar (TASAF III Operational Manual, 2018). Since its inception in 2013, TASAF III has worked in partnership with the Government of Zanzibar to provide three coordinated components, namely Community Development Initiative (CDI) with the ratio of 86%, Public Works Programmes (PWP) with the ratio of 14% and, Social Support Programme (SSP) with the ratio of zero percent. 
The focus of the project was at the lowest level of the Local Government Authority  (LGA), that is, the village in rural areas, the Mater in urban areas and the Shehia in Zanzibar. Southern region of Pemba was among the selected LGA in the implementation of CDI during TASAF III. In Southern Pemba, TASAF III sub projects involved the construction of classrooms, dispensaries, Primary Health Care (PHC) and water projects, where by 41 classrooms, 3 health care, 34 boreholes, 7 irrigation schemes were constructed.
Most of the Community Development Projects (CDPs) are meant to be sustainable, with implication of delivering positive impacts beyond the funding support. However, the sustainability of these projects has been a major issue.

According to UNHCR, 2016 report, most of Community Based Projects in developed countries have long life cycle because they have well developed systems of monitoring project implementation. In Sub Sahara Africa about 40% of many new projects fall short of life after first few years since the termination of initial fund (Fabietti & Giovannoni, 2014). Failure of projects to sustain associated with different indicators among of them including; political regime transition (Adam (2015); lack of community participation Tifow, (2013); Community not owning projects (Harvey and Reed, 2007) and; low community technical capacity, projects technical and innovation capacities and community technological competencies (Jones & Brandis, 2008; Persoon, 2016).

In Tanzania, only 46 percent of existing rural water points are functional and a quarter of the newly installed systems fail after only two years of operation. Lack of sustainability is associated with lack of finance especially for operation and maintenance, lack of technical personnel at the project level, lack of spare parts and lack of community participation. Some of the CDPs which has not sustain includes; Wells and boreholes conducted in Matumbatu village in Dodoma which was financed by International donor Agencies. The question of its sustainability was due to poor technology choice, poor supervision and lack of expertise and experience (International Project Leadership Academy Report, 2016).
The sustainability of community development project is determined by many indicators among of them are Community Participation, Financial support, Monitoring and Evaluation, Leadership Capacity of Community Leaders and Community awareness about different projects (Harvey and Reed, 2007; Lachapelle, 2008; Nwankwoala, 2011; and Nkongo, 2009)

Taking into account the important of sustainability of community development projects, this study assessed the extent of the indicators mentioned by different studies affect the sustainability of community development projects in Southern Pemba.
1.2 Statement of the research problem TC "1.2 Statement of the research problem" \f C \l "1" 
Project sustainability is a major challenge not only in Tanzania, but also in many developing countries. Most projects implemented at huge amounts often tend to experience difficulties with sustainability. Government and Donors such as the World Bank, DFID, USAID and other bilateral aid agencies have been expressing concerns on project sustainability, while the trend with implementation of projects is showing significant improvement, post-implementation sustainability is very disappointing with only a few projects being sustained.
The success of Tanzania Social Action Funds (TASAF) subprojects is widely acknowledged in Tanzania. Many studies have been carried out which show the success of TASAF projects towards poverty reduction. For examples, Kajembeet al. (2000), Kikula (2006) and Makele (2007), assessed and reviewed the importance of community participation; and Lupilya (2007) assessed the Social Support Project (SSP) for vulnerable groups towards poverty reduction in Bukoba. These studies have however, not provided detailed information on the sustainability of these projects after its completion especially subprojects in Zanzibar and particular southern Pemba.
Projects sustainability in most developing countries is still remains questionable. According to (Longenecker, et al., 2006) lack of planning, poor monitoring and evaluation, limited involvement of public, poor financial management, absence of ownership is among the reasons. Therefore, this study was intended to examine the sustainability indicators of community development projects on TASAF III in Pemba Southern Region.
1.3 Research objectives TC "1.3 Research objectives" \f C \l "1" 
1.3.1 General research objective TC "1.3.1 General research objective" \f C \l "1" 
The main objective of this study was to determine the sustainability indicators of community development projects in Pemba Southern Region of Zanzibar.
1.3.2 Specific objectives TC "1.3.2 Specific objectives" \f C \l "1" 
i. To assess how financial support and management indicator have an impact on the sustainability of community development projects.  
ii. To examine how community participation and involvement indicator influence on sustainability of community development project.
iii. To determine how monitoring and evaluation indicator affect the sustainability of community development projects. 
1.4 Research questions TC "1.4 Research questions" \f C \l "1" 
1.4.1 General research question TC "1.4.1 General research question" \f C \l "1" 
The general research question of the study was to assess the indicators which have an influence on sustainability of community development projects.
1.4.2 Specific Research Questions TC "1.4.2 Specific Research Questions" \f C \l "1" 
The study is intended to answer the following questions.
i. How financial support and management indicator have an impact in sustainability of community development project?

ii. To what extent community participation and involvement indicator influence sustainability of community development project?

iii. How does monitoring and evaluation indicator influence the sustainability of community development projects?
1.5 Scope of the study TC "1.5 Scope of the study" \f C \l "1" 
The scope of this study has been designed by considering two major factors namely resources and time. The study covers only three major indicators affecting the sustainability of community development projects namely; financial support and management, community participation and involvement as well as monitoring and evaluation. This gives a researcher a confined area of study which was easy to control and to understanding the influence of those indicators. Geographically, the study covers only 8 shehias in Southern Pemba (Zanzibar) whereby questionnaires be administered to TASAF beneficiaries.

1.6 Limitation of the study TC "1.6 Limitation of the study" \f C \l "1" 
The researcher encountered numbers of TASAF beneficiaries in Southern Pemba that asked for money before responding questionnaire and giving the required information. To overcome this challenge, the researcher presented the introduction letter from the university as well as appealed to respondents for their understanding, explaining how the study could be of benefit to their community.

1.7 Significance of the study TC "1.7 Significance of the study" \f C \l "1"  

The study is significance to the community, policy makers, government authorities, donor and researchers to consider when they planning for initiating development projects. Finding from this study are useful to government sectors, donors, implementing partners, NGOs etc to address the sustainability challenges when planning community development projects in ensuring the established projects will be sustainable.  The study will be used as a lesson learn by driving policy debates on participation of community, close monitoring and evaluation, funding control and good leadership in insuring sustainability of community development projects achieved.  Indeed, this research will be used as a literature review on the subject of community development project sustainability in Tanzania. So academic institutions, scholars, will find this research useful as it provides with information as well as assist in identifying gaps for further studies in the field of community development project sustainability in a future. 

1.8 Organization of the study TC "1.8 Organization of the study" \f C \l "1" 
The study involved five chapters, where by chapter one discusses the introduction of the study; that includes the background of the study, statement of the research problem, research objectives (both general and specific objectives), research questions, scope of the study, limitation of the study,  significance and organization of the study. Chapter Two covers the literature review, which includes an overview, conceptual definitions, critical review of supporting theories, empirical analysis of the literature review, research gaps, conceptual frameworks, theoretical frameworks, and a summary of the literature review. Chapter Three consists of research methodology which includes research strategies or design, survey population, area of study, sampling design and procedures, sampling size, variables and measurement, method of data collection and data processing and analysis, Chapter Four includes the presentation of study findings and discussion of the findings and lastly, Chapter five includes conclusions and recommendations.

CHAPTER TWO TC "CHAPTER TWO" \f C \l "1" 
LITERATURE REVIEW TC "LITERATURE REVIEW" \f C \l "1" 
2.1.  Chapter overview TC "2.1 Chapter overview" \f C \l "1" 
This chapter was focusing on related theories to the study problem. It was organized into conceptual definitions, theoretical and empirical reviews leading to the root of knowledge gaps that existing in different studies. The research involves of a conceptual framework which display variables on sustainability of community development projects 
2.2. Conceptual definitions TC "2.2 Conceptual definitions" \f C \l "1"  

2.2.1. Community development project TC "2.2.1 Community development project" \f C \l "1" 
In today’s world, community development project approaches have been materialized as the best tools for achieving project sustainability. According to UNHCR (2008), community development project approach could be a way of working in partnership with persons of concern during all stages of project life cycle. 
Community development projects (CDP) are heart of initiatives for solving of critical problems while enhancing development in most communities. Having this in mind, many projects are established and carried out every year with a number of purposes like ensuring clean water supply, reducing poverty, improving community health etc. These projects initiated to provide solutions and wish to communities where majority of these found in developing countries. (Oino, 2015).
2.2.2. Project sustainability TC "2.2.2 Project sustainability" \f C \l "1" 
Project sustainability defined by World Bank (1992) as the ability of a project to maintain an adequate level of benefit flows through its valued economic life. Indeed, Khan (2000) also defined project sustainability as the capacity of a project to maintain its benefits to within it life time. So, for a project to be sustainable, it must maintain its objective for the entire life time.  Since the projects are the primary social interventions within a given social system, arousing social processes which change to some extent the social structures and institutions of social behaviour of its members (Meyer, 2002). Therefore, development practitioners should ensure that the social system adapt to the changing social trends in the community development projects so as to enhance project sustainability.
According to Ingle (2005), for a project to realize sustainability, it must be implemented through a strategic approach. The approach should comprises some elements like future orientation, assuming things will change and planning to maximize benefits which can be derived during and from that change, recognizing the diversity of the project environment and many other dimensions which have impact on project outcomes, including technology, politics, society, economics, environmental fit etc. So, in this study consider project sustainability as the capability of the project to meet its intended planed.  
2.2.3. Community participation and involvement TC "2.2.3 Community participation and involvement" \f C \l "1" 
Community participation and involvement is an important indicator for the sustainability of projects as it is the real involvement of local people as make active participants those who concerns and experience are basic for the project's success. Community awareness and involvement in project planning and implementation is important indicator in the sustainability of a project. Many studies described that encouraging active community involvement and participation at all levels of project design and implementation for sustaining those programs. (Bamberger & Cheema, 1990). As Burkey (1993) comment, rural development strategies can realize their full potential only through the motivation, active involvement and organization at the grassroots level of rural people. It’s further argued by (Korten and Uphoff, 1981) that, participation has a major implication not only on the local populations but also on the government and other personnel involved in the management of development programs. Most local and international agencies in the world like financial institutions, and bilateral donors has been endorsing that participation as the most effective instrument and approach for bringing about sustainable development. 
Community initiated programs may be more sustainable (LaFond, 1995), involving all relevant community leaders and agencies facilitates sustaining programs (Goodman &Steckler, 1989; Shediac-Rizkallah& Bone, 1998). The level of community support will decide whether a project becomes established, how quickly and successfully it consolidates, and how it responds and adapts to meet changing needs. It is therefore important that involving local communities should starts at the identification phase, when decisions are being made about what type of project to initiate so as to address their priority need. Sustainability cannot be achieved without their involvement and support and so, stakeholder analysis is dominant to be able to identify the key actors who should be involved in every stage of project management cycle. 
Bamberger & Cheema (1990) asserts that community participation and involvement is one of the major contributing indicators for sustained community project because without the community, the project cannot stand on its own. While other indicators that can be seen to make the community development project sustainable include, planning, programme operations, fact finding and research, budget allocation and analysis, public relation, human commitment, team work, location etc, all these come from the implementing organization.
2.2.4. Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) system TC "2.2.4 Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) system" \f C \l "1" 
Monitoring and evaluation is the system that details all tools, process and indicators that will be used in measuring and accessing if the project has been implemented according to the planed and delivered its intended desired results as expected. Monitoring project means continuous process of tracking performance indicators of project initiatives. This ensures that project is implemented as anticipated and modifications to designs and plans are happened on the basis of arising need for change based on internal and external needs and policy environment. Evaluation on the other hand involve systematic assessment of effectiveness and efficiency on project achievement while determining the gaps corrective 
These process asses the use of resources providing the basis for improving the accessible strategy that improve post implementation for sustainability of the project. According to Hakinen and Belloni (2011) Active participation and involvement for end users is the demand specification for development initiatives but also as one of the drivers in the innovation process.  In project management M&E is used as one of the indicators for improve the way private and government units use in achieving results and ensuring project sustainability, which is important as it serves resources that may otherwise be spend in inefficient programs (Global Fund, 004). 
2.2.5. Financial support and management TC "2.2.5 Financial support and management" \f C \l "1" 
Financial support and management are one of the key indicators in project sustainability. This consist how the community manage their funds and the existing financial policies and regulations on financial expenditure. According to Kumar (2004), state that a financial management and practices supported by strong governance, top quality standards and sound regulatory frameworks is important essential to economic development.  The availability of resources that are required for community development projects is a key question for sustainability of the most community development project. This means selecting resources that should be available for the projected future, minimizing the possibility of project failure once it is operating, due to insufficient essential resources.
Inadequate funding destructs from a project ability to be sustained (Bamberger & Cheema, 1990). Although, there many ways that funding can be linked and make project to be sustained. According to Holder and Moore (2000), supporting developing local resources for enhanced sustainability of project emphasizing the importance of adequate local capacities to generate funds after external funding ceases; while Bossert (1990) state that, planning for future funding needs to be in place at the beginning and needs to be continually developed during the life time of the  project. 
2.2.6. Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF) TC "2.2.6 Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF)" \f C \l "1" 
Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF) established by Government of United Republic of Tanzania in 2000 as a tool for stimulating the Government National Poverty strategy. TASAF is a multi-sectoral programme that provides direct funding to small scale public investments targeted at meeting the needs of the poor and contributing to social capital and development at the local level since 2008. The main objective of TASAF is to empower communities to enhance their livelihoods and access improved services, minimize the general public direct involvement within the implementation of projects such as construction of health facilities, water projects, and schools. TASAF established to make sure that the targeted development planned projects in rural areas of the country get necessary support in a timely and cost-effective manner (World Bank, 2000). This approach has an implication on community ownership and the changing role of the Government from being a service provider and now being a facilitating agent (TASAF, 2000). In this way, the ownership of community interventions is improved and guaranteed. In addition to these initiatives in 2006, the government initiated the presidential fund popularly known as “JK and “AK” fund whereby each region is to receive one billion Tshs. for the purpose of empowering the poor people into credit worthiness for them to be able to borrow from the banks so that they can start businesses and hence improved their living standards. However, these initiatives are limited to urban and peri urban areas; this is mainly due to the fact that there is limited accessibility and involvement to rural community and the fact that majority people within the rural areas don’t seem aware and informed of most of those funds or the new available credit organizations (Rutasitara, 2002).
The main objectives of TASAF was to ensure there is a full government support to poor communities, the empowerment of communities through providing them more voice in taking charge of their own development and stimulation of community demand hence contribution to economic growth, reducing poverty and protection of vulnerable groups thus, leading to improved live hood of the community. The Government of United Republic of Tanzania has adopted TASAF strategies so as to create a room for community participation and involvement in decision making in the implementation of different projects decided upon by the community themselves. As president Mkapa (2001) state that, TASAF may be a beacon of hope to Tanzania, and it’s determined to fight poverty due to the very fact that the TASAF implementation modality motivates people into becoming self-employed. This is particularly because TASAF priorities and projects are determined through a participatory appraisal and that the whole project cycle is determined by the people themselves. Apart from rekindling the spirit of self-development, the TASAF implementation framework guarantees sustainability due to high degree of ownership. 
2.3. Critical review of supporting theories TC "2.3 Critical review of supporting theories" \f C \l "1" 
In ensuring the main objective of the study achieved. The study was led by a number of theories which include; Theory of change, the public participation theory and financial theory. These types of theories which were used in this study were Descriptive theories which were attempting to describe the phenomena and not explain. The theories deal with observable variable and their relationships among each other. 

2.3.1. Supporting theory TC "2.3.1 Supporting theory" \f C \l "1" 
A theory, according to Kerlinger (1986), is “a set of interrelated constructs, definitions, and propositions that present a systematic view of phenomena by specifying relations among variables with the purpose of explaining and predicting phenomena”. A theory can be used successfully make predictions and this predictive power of the theory can help researchers explain why did this occur or why does it exist. This study was guided by the following theories: - Theory of change, the public participation theory and financial theory: 
2.3.2.  Theory of change TC "2.3.2 Theory of change" \f C \l "1" 
According to Centre for Theory of Change (1906), theory of change is essentially a comprehensive description and illustration of how and why a desire change is expected to happen in a particular context. It is focused on particular on mapping out or filling in what has been described as the missing middle between what a program or change initiative does and how these lead to a desired goal being achieved. ToC describe the need of expected project beneficiary and guiding strategies for facilitating how to counter those needs. The strategy establishes a framework for the component connections between an organization mission, project strategies and the expected results while generating relations among the project implementers, the strategies that are implemented and end results of the projects. The ToC demonstrate the primary bases for the project sustainability as it defined actions, necessary strategies for the project long term outcomes and desired outcomes. The Theory of Change implement the community-based project by providing an opportunity and ensuring the community members and other stakeholders have common understanding on the expected results which is expected to happened and their inputs in that change (WCED, 1987)
Theory of Change in light researcher to know what the project variables and what determine the change of the project’s sustainability at the study area. Being aware of this essential information, give room to the researcher to determine the community projects results and compare them against the original target so as to notice the relative change. In so doing, this study will considerate the ToC as researcher assessed tool for sustainability of different community projects in the study parameter by examine on the expected change and influenced outcomes.
2.3.3. Public participation theory TC "2.3.3 Public participation theory" \f C \l "1"  

Public participation theory, state a lot concerning community development project, the theory state that effective participation and involvement of key stakeholders of the connected project can enhance stability of the project outcomes. Kathryn Quick et al (2006), Public participation in the governance involves direct involvement or indirect involvement through representatives of concerned stakeholders in decision making about policies, plans or programs in which they have an interest. Stakeholders are persons, groups or organizations that may influence or be affected by the policy decision (Freeman 2010) or a place a claim on an organization’s or other entity’s attention, resources or out (Bryson 2004). Through public involvement and participation, stakeholders may interact with government agencies, political leaders, non-profit organizations and business organizations that make or implement public policies and programs. That means participatory theory emphasizes on mutual understanding and involvement of the key stakeholders especially local communities on decision making on defining the project and the nature of an intervention for them. 
2.3.4. Financial theory TC "2.3.4 Financial theory" \f C \l "1" 
According to Opler and Ttman (1994). The theory describes the firm’s performance,
value and its failure. This theory is very useful when addressing financial issues 
affecting the sustainability of Community development project. The Community Project financial management practices.  Which have a gap as they do not operate within budgets cut off because of weak internal controls.  The major problem of this theory is the failure to identify symptoms of the failure of the financial matters at the beginning so as to have a room for corrections. The community project performance has been declining hence there is a need to track and improve them. Therefore, the theory, enlighten project designer and implementers on the key role that financial factor plays for survival and sustainability of the projects.
2.4. Empirical analysis of relevant study TC "2.4 Empirical analysis of relevant study" \f C \l "1"  

2.4.1. General overviews of the study TC "2.4.1 General overviews of the study" \f C \l "1"  

Project sustainability is one among the foremost critical challenges for all grassroots, national and international development agencies. Globally, billions of shillings are spent in communities to reinforce the living situation of the people. Aid effectiveness may be a growing concern for the donor community. The concepts of sustainability are often seen within time and changing social, economic and political contexts.  A project that’s seen as worth sustaining today might not be so in future. Based on that, relevant literatures on the concept of sustainability indicators of community development projects were clarified and those like community participation and involvement, monitoring and evaluation as well as financial support and management based on different author’s point of views, and how community project in need analysis, good planning, implementation and effective monitoring and evaluation will influence sustainability.
2.4.2. Financial Support and Management in Sustainability of CDPs TC "2.4.2 Financial Support and Management in Sustainability of CDPs" \f C \l "1" 
Hayson (2006) conducted a research in Tanzania to assess the sustainability of water project in Singida and Dodoma areas. Both Qualitative and quantitative methods are used to collect information. a purposive survey was undertaken covering 38 villages in six different districts. The study revealed positive correlation between project sustainability and fund management. Moreover, the water project in the said areas failed to sustain due to improper management of project fund.
Nyakundi (2014) conducted a study in Nairobi, Kenya that aimed at identifying on how stakeholder ‘s involvement influences project monitoring and evaluation and to establish the influence of project technical skills on the implementation of community-based projects. The study used interview and questionnaire to collect data. The study reveals that very low stakeholder participation in monitoring and evaluation of donor funded projects lead to mismanagement of fund which cause the unsuccessful of project implementation. The study recommended that, there should be continual support of fund and project managers should be in-charge and controller of resources for donor funded project to be sustainable. 
2.4.3. Community Participation and Involvement in SCDPs TC "2.4.3 Community Participation and Involvement in SCDPs" \f C \l "1" 
Nkongo (2009), the study on management and regulation for sustainable water supply schemes in rural communities in Tanzania revealed that Community participation and ownership have a valuable role to play in achieving sustainability, but can create other challenges. In particular how realistic is participatory decision making where community members have very little understanding on various management and technological options and their implications on the long run? This raises the question of whether it is appropriate to try and bridge such a vast and costly knowledge gap for the sake of ownership. 

Lachapelle (2008), revealed that applying the concept of ownership makes it easier in determining how the interests and actions of individuals or organizations contribute to community development work. The level of dedication to the process and outcome is enhanced; that is, if individuals are engaged authentically and intimately, engaging individual lead to greater chances of support in implementation and realization of community development goals. This study examined the extent which individual are engaged on community-based projects.

Shayo (2013) observed on community participation and involvement in sustainability on national water projects in Chalinze. The study was conducted in Chalinze whereby 130 respondents were selected to obtain both quantitative and qualitative data. Structured questionnaires, focus group discussions, observation, interview of key informants and documentary reviews were used to obtain relevant information. Checklists and observation kits were used for interviews and focus group discussion and observation. The findings show that, the community participation in planning and implementation of Chalinze water supply project was very poor; as well as community participation on decision making was not satisfactory. 

Wema (2010) based on an examination of factors affecting women‘s participation in project planning and implementation; the case of the TASAF program in the Rufiji district Tanzania. The findings have revealed that women‘s participation in development projects and TASAF in particular, was affected by social, political and economic factors embedded at community, national and global levels. The study used qualitative research method to obtain information. 

Boru (2012) conducted a study on determinants of community ownership of water projects in Kenya. The study revealed that community involvement influences community ownership of water projects. The study also concluded that there is a significant and inverse relationship between project sustainability and community ownership of water projects. Furthermore, the established that technology use, ease of operation and maintenance cost, availability of spare parts influences community ownership of water projects operation and maintenance cost, availability of spare parts influences sustainability of the project. Therefore, this study examined the extent which community get involved in designing and implementation of projects. 
2.4.4. Monitoring and Evaluation in Sustainability of CDPs TC "2.4.4 Monitoring and Evaluation in Sustainability of CDPs" \f C \l "1" 
Kayaga (2015) conducted a study on the role of monitoring and evaluation in improving sustainability in water projects Bagamoyo district, Pwani Region. Both quantitative data obtained through prepared questionnaires and qualitative data from interviews done with villagers, district officials and village government members were used together with documentary evidences. Findings of the study showed that the most applied monitoring and evaluation practices in water projects is field visit and meeting. It well known that regular monitoring and evaluation can help track any intervening changes in many CBPs, even though the research above have revealed that there is little consideration of monitoring and evaluation of water projects in the district, therefore this study engage more findings on monitoring and evaluation related factors which in one way or another affect the sustainability of community based projects, it also recommend more action points to which all CBPs stakeholders consider for more improvements. 

Tadesse, et.al (2013) conducted study titled ―Rural Water Supply Management and Sustainability, a case of central Ethiopia. The study assesses the important of community participation in water project whereas qualitative and quantitative methods are used to collect data. The findings indicated that the community participation in planning and implementation was very good while monitoring mechanism of operation and management as well as community participation on choice of technology was poor. The findings also reveal that there is lack of control mechanisms in monitoring and evaluation of water project lead the poor management of water projects properly for its sustainability.
Norman (2012) on his study investigated the reasons for failure of community-based projects at Folovhodwe area. Questionnaires and interviews were employed to collect data. The study revealed that lack of funds, poor project management, poor management of funds, lack of commitment and motivation, low level of education of project members, lack of community involvement, lack of monitoring and evaluation by government officials and community leaders, lack of training and unavailability of workshops for project members and lack of government involvement in addressing project challenges were identified as the reasons for failure of community-based projects. 
2.5. Summary of relevant studies TC "2.5 Summary of relevant studies" \f C \l "1" 
As described in relevant literature on the concept of sustainability indicators of community development project which are a number of community participation
and involvement, monitoring and evaluation, financial support and management and explain how sustainability indicators of community development projects are in need analysis, planning, implementation and shut monitoring and evaluation hence influence sustainability. On need analysis, various authors as described assert that project sustainability in need legitimizes the methods of solving community problems, provides a solid foundation for locating ways of handling the issues dealing and reduces the prospect of projects stalling at the implementation stage.
On planning aspect, various authors agreed that community participation in project planning creates a ways acceptance and ownership of the projects also as commitment necessary to sustain decisions taken by community. The authors agreed that participation and involvement is that the best and inclusive methods to plan a community intervention that sustainable, Narayan (1993).
On monitoring and evaluation, various authors suggest that community participation in M&E is critical for project sustainability because it offers the community how to assess projects, learn and adopt changes that are more inclusive to needs and aspirations of the community hence ensure local ownership of project outcome, Norman (2012) 
Indeed, authors agreed that, one among the key rudiments in project sustainability is that the availability of resources/fund that’s required for community development projects. This suggests selecting resources that ought to be available for the project future, minimizing the likelihood of project failure once it’s up and running because of inadequate essential materials, Cheema (2016). 
2.6. TASAF overview TC "2.6 TASAF overview" \f C \l "1" 
The Government of the United Republic of Tanzania established the Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF) in 2000 together of the tools for exciting the Governments National Poverty Reduction strategy. TASAF programme offer direct fund to small scale public investments targeted at meeting the poor and contributing to social capital and development at the local level (TASAF, 2008).
The overriding objective of TASAF is to empower communities and access enhanced public involvement in projects; construction of health facilities, water projects, and schools.
The government has established TASAF to compose that the targeted development initiatives in remote areas of the country get requisite support during a timely and cost-effective manner (World Bank, 2000). This approach has an implication on community ownership in changing role of the of government authority from being a provider of services to a being a facilitating agent (TASAF, 2000). In this way, the ownership of community interventions is enhanced and guaranteed. Among the project components in infrastructure development under TASAF III are education, health, water to enable service poor communities and capacity building to make sure adequate programme implementation by community, government authority, regional and national levels.
2.6.1. The Purpose and objective of TASAF TC "2.6.1 The Purpose and objective of TASAF" \f C \l "1" 
The objective of TASAF III is “to enable poor households to encourage their incomes and opportunities while improving consumption”. TASAF III targets people living under the crucial poverty conditions (currently 33.6% of the population). Since, TASAF is aid support poor communities, the empowerment of communities through giving them more voice in taking charge of their own development, and stimulation of community demand and therefore the eventual contribution to economic process, reduction of poverty and protection of vulnerable groups thus resulting in improved livelihood of the people. TASAF was envisaged to facilitate within the struggle of alleviating poverty. Tanzania has adopted TASAF strategies to involve the people in decision making in the implementation of various projects decided upon by the people themselves. Mkapa (2001) state, TASAF could also be a beacon of hope to Tanzania, and it’s determined to fight poverty suitable to the reality that the TASAF implementation modality motivates people into becoming self-employed. TASAF priorities are projects which determined the level economics through a participatory appraisal that whole project cycle is resolute by the people themselves. 
Apart from rekindling the spirit of self-development, the TASAF implementation framework guarantees sustainability due to high degree of ownership.
2.7. Research gap identified TC "2.7 Research gap identified" \f C \l "1"  

A number of studies have been conducted by different authors and scholars regarding the sustainability of community projects which have come up with various indicators affecting sustainability of community development project in Tanzania and Africa at large. Most of these studies focus on single aspect which seems to miss some critical point to consider.
Khwaja (2003), community managed projects are better maintained and are more sustained than those managed by local governments. In this, the author does not tract community participation through the project life cycle and how community participation at each stage of the project life cycle influences sustainability of projects. In accordance to Norman (2012) Kayaga (2015); state that lack of proper mechanism of Monitoring and evaluation is one of the indicators which tend to affect sustainability. Further, Shayo (2013) found out that, among the reasons for project failure is community involvement. Indeed, Nyakundi (2014) describe financial management and support as an indicator that result the failure of community development project to sustain but without a clear statement that financial support was sustainable or not.  
Most of these studies not clearly explain the numbers of the projects where the community members participated and involved, but also should be accompanied by many other indicators like financial strength and sustainability, monitoring and evaluation, community participation and community acceptance and ownership.
 Therefore, this research will focus on examining to what extent monitoring and evaluation influence the sustainability of community development project, how community participation and involvement affect the sustainability of the community project, how community acceptance and ownership influence the suitability based on the case of TASAF III project at Southern Island of Pemba. 
2.8. Conceptual Framework TC "2.8 Conceptual Framework" \f C \l "1" 
A conceptual framework is a visual presentation that describes the variables studied and the relationship among them (Miles and Huberman, 1994). It is linked with the concepts, empirical research and important theories used in promoting and systemizing the knowledge espoused by the researcher (Peshkin, 1993). Since the research will assess the influence on both independent and depend variables in sustainability of community development projects. The sustainability indicator of community development projects is dependent variables under this study will determine by independent variables namely, community participation and involvement, community acceptance and ownership, Monitoring and Evaluation, and Financial support. 
Figure 2.4: The conceptual framework which shows the relationship between the independent and dependent variables. TC "Figure 2.4: The conceptual framework which shows the relationship between the independent and dependent variables." \f F \l "1" 
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The Figure 2.4 Depict that community development projects are a dependent variable which depend on independent variables like community participation and involvement, monitoring and evaluation, financial support and management and community acceptance and ownership.
Therefore, this conceptual framework will provide a summary of study by showing which indicator should put into consideration in assessing the sustainability indicator affecting the sustainability of community development project in Southern Pemba.
The independent variables can be defined as all factors that can be controlled, subjected to change; Independent variables affect dependent variables either positively or negatively (Mosby, 2009). In this research study, independent variables will include community participation and involvement, monitoring and evaluation, financial support and management and community acceptance and ownership and project implementer as well as project controllers.
The dependent variables can be defined as factors that are measured learn the effect of one or more independent variables (Mosby, 2009). In this research study title sustainability indicators of community development projects; which can be measured to determine the effect of independent variables like community participation and involvement, monitoring and evaluation, community acceptance and ownership and financial support and management.
2.9. Summary of literature review TC "2.9 Summary of literature review" \f C \l "1" 
 of scholars and authors from different literatures have wrote regarding the concept of sustainability indicators of community development projects and how community participate and involvement in projects, financial support and management as well as monitoring and evaluation indicators can have influence on the sustainability of community development projects.  Based on different authors and scholar’s analysis argument, community participation and involvement legitimize the process that solving the community problems and influence a solid foundation for solving numbers of community issues and reduce the chance for project failure soon after the completion (Barasa and Jelagat, 2013). On implementation many scholars agreed that community participation sprit during project implementation make use of their knowledge’s and skills, dedicate their labour force, provide local resources and support all capacities which promote sustainability of the projects, (ALNAP< 2009). On monitoring and evaluation indicator, various authors, scholars and international organization like African Development Bank, 2001 and Kumar, 2002, comments that full community participation in monitoring and evaluation on ongoing projects is very useful for sustainability of the particular project since it gives the community a chance to assess, learn and adopt changes that happening and responsive to needs and ensures local ownership of the project.
CHAPTER THREE TC "CHAPTER THREE" \f C \l "1" 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY TC "RESEARCH METHODOLOGY" \f C \l "1" 
3.1.  Chapter overview TC "3.1 Chapter overview" \f C \l "1" 
This chapter outlines the methods in which the research was undertake and, among other things was identify the methods used. It describes the research design, the target population, the sample size and sampling procedure, data collection instruments, validity and reliability of data collection instruments, data analysis techniques used. 
3.2. Research strategies TC "3.2 Research strategies" \f C \l "1"  

The research strategy aims at visualizing how the research was undertaken, the type of data collected, how data was collected and how much it was cost the researcher, thereby enabling the researcher to obtain relevant data from which he was able to draw conclusions, (Berg, 2001). The study was adopting a descriptive survey design since it was described indicators affecting sustainability of community development projects in Southern Pemba. Descriptive study determines and reports things as they are, therefore establishing the current status of the population under study (Mugenda & Mugenda, 2003). Further Kothari (2004), state that, descriptive survey is a method of collecting information by interviewing and administering questionnaires to a sample of individuals who participate in community projects and those who are responsible for community development projects. An interview was conducted to workers from nongovernmental organizations; community-based organizations, political leaders, community leaders and selected community members available in the communities where the study was conducted, believing that, the involvement of these people from the community assist mostly in collecting relevant information for the sustainability of community development projects. The main advantage of conducting interview was to assist in gathering information on how the selected indicators for the study affects sustainability of community development projects being implemented by TASAF in Southern Pemba. Because of that, the information in this study was collected without changing the environment, that is, nothing was manipulated. Through studying a population sample, a descriptive design provides qualitative descriptions of trends, perceptions and attitudes of the population. The finding from this study used to recommend suitable mechanism for sustainability of community project in a positive way. 

Therefore, quantitative data were collected so as to assist the statistical relationship between independent and dependent variables as well as reliability of the research tools being used.


3.3. Survey population TC "3.3 Survey population" \f C \l "1" 
The population of this study were involved both males and females who were individual and beneficiaries in community development projects and sub projects like health, education, water and agriculture which are under TASAF III. According to TASAF III operation manual, (2018) TASAF III target to reaches 13.5 million people who are currently living below the basic needs’ poverty line. Among them 2427 beneficiaries are found in Southern Region of Pemba. In this study, participants were selected for comparison purposes in various issues. So, 121 which was equal to 5 % from 2427 who were TASAF III beneficiaries from 8 Shehias were participated in the study 
3.4. Area of the research TC "3.4 Area of the research" \f C \l "1"  

Zanzibar lies off the eastern coast and situated some 30 km from the mainland of East Africa, within the Indian Ocean. It is a low – flying Island of coral formation, has an area of about 2654sq km of which 1666 sq. km is Unguja and the remaining 988 sq km is Pemba Island. This study was carried out in the Southern region of Pemba. Southern Region is divided into two districts Chake – Chake and Mkoani. The two Districts have a total population of 289507 of whom 135304 are males and 154203 are females. The districts are further subdivided into “Shehias;” which are the smallest local administrative units at a village level. Accordingly, there are 54 Shehias in the Southern Region of which, Chake – Chake has 31 and the Mkoani has 23 Shehias (MOEFA, 2007). The study covered 8 Shehias namely; Wara, Vitongoji, Mkoroshoni, Tibirinzi, Michakaeni, Matungu, Mkanjuni and Gombani. These are the first pilot districts where the community development projects TASAF subprojects are initiated in Pemba Island.  The researcher purposely select this area of study because of two reasons, (i) being a case study where TASAF III is operated hence there are beneficiaries and (ii) Seems that, many studies have been conducted in this case but most of them are found in Tanzania mainland and very few in Zanzibar and neither no for Southern region of Pemba that’s why decided to conduct this study in Southern Pemba to find out its relevant.
3.5. Sampling design and procedures TC "3.5 Sampling design and procedures" \f C \l "1"  
This is the process of selecting number of individuals for a research study in a way that individuals who are selected were represent a larger group from their selected area. The main aim was to secure a representative group which enable the research to collect information concerning the population (Mugenda and Mugenda, 2003).
For the purposes of collecting relevant data, this study was engaged three types of sampling procedures, these are purposive / judgment sampling, stratified random sampling, and simple random sampling (SRS). Purposive sampling was used to get the appropriate shehia under TASAF interventions. By the use of sampling, the sample size of each village was obtained by dividing the total sample size over the total population of the 8 shehia multiplied by village population. Other Shehia were included for comparison reason. Thus, shehia were selected randomly depending upon the nature of the project. The SRS method was used to select 100 respondents who are TASAF participants and in addition, 21 people were included in the FGD. These are groups of people who are not receiving any assistance from TASAF; these groups were used for comparison purposes. Three major projects that were involved in the study are:-
Health infrastructure development project: the project involves the construction of health care facilities (dispensaries arranged with Department of outpatient, mother and children care unit, laboratory, dental and pharmacy as well as prevention-oriented activities such as HIV /AIDS, malaria, and water borne diseases.
School infrastructure development projects: these projects involve the construction of primary and secondary schools; the schools create more space for classrooms laboratories; toilets; furniture including desk Agriculture. The project involves construction of irrigation system and initiating new agriculture plots and improving existing ones with modern agricultural equipment.
3.5 1 Sampling Size TC "3.5 1 Sampling Size" \f C \l "1" 
An optimum sample size one which fulfills the requirements of efficiency,
representativeness, reliability and flexibility which is 10% of the total population of the study (Kothari C. R. 2008). Because of the limited time and resources, a sample size of 121 participants were involved in the study believing that this sample size provide efficiency and reliable data, out of this 100 participates were the representative of TASAF III beneficiaries in health support sub project, education sub project and agriculture sub project were given questionnaire and 21 participants were included in the FGD. These are groups of people who were not receiving any assistance from TASAF; these groups were used for comparison purposes.
3.6. Variables and measurement procedures TC "3.6 Variables and measurement procedures" \f C \l "1"  

The study investigated the indicators which influence the sustainability of community development projects in Southern Pemba. The data was collected from a sample selected from the target population. The variables of this study were community participation and involvement, financial support and management and monitoring and evaluation practice. The details of each variable are as follows: 

i. Public participation: Community awareness, Demographic factors and Behavioural factors. This was measured by the level of community participation and involvement in project designing, planning, implementation and provision of free labour force and locally available of materials. 
ii. Financial support and management: financial leadership skills, financial control, source of fund. This was measured by assessing financial management capacity and availability of self-financing schemes.
iii. M&E practice: M&E Framework, M&E plan, M&E experts and M&E system. This assessed the utilization of the resources providing the basis for improving the existing strategy that influenced post implementation on sustainability. Monitoring and Evaluation practice were measured by availability M&E plan, two-way communication/feedback and M&E tools
3.7. Method of data collection TC "3.7 Method of data collection" \f C \l "1" 
 Both primary and secondary data were collected. Primary data was gathered through questionnaires and interview. The questionnaires featured close and open-ended questions. Close ended questions provided quantitative data for statistical analysis while open ended questions generated qualitative data that supported the quantitative data. The researcher’s preference to use questionnaires as a main method for data collection based on observations by Owen (2002). Owen (2002) observed that questionnaires have the potential of reaching out to a large number of respondents within a short time; they have the ability to treaty respondents’ adequate time to reply and offer a way of privacy and confidentiality to respondents. In this study 100 respondents were given administered questionnaires and 21 respondents were interviewed face to face. The researcher therefore opted for this instrument as faster and cost-effective way of collecting data. Meanwhile, secondary data were collected from TASAF office, World Bank website, National Bureau of Statistics (NBS) and reports from other sources like REPOA.

3.8. Data processing analysis TC "3.8 Data processing analysis" \f C \l "1"  

The data from the questionnaire were collected, edited, coded and analyzed by using the Statistical Package for the Social Science (SPSS) programme (version 20). The descriptive statistics including frequency, percentage and cross tabulation were generated. Indeed, the likert scale was used to analyze the attitude of the community on TASAF project grant. A likert scale may be a psychometric scale commonly utilized in questionnaires, and is that the most generally used scale in survey research (Dawes, 2008). 

Based on that, hypothesis in this study were tested using the respondents’ responses on whether finding predictability has an impact on dependent variable which was sustainability indicators of community development project in relationship with independent variables which were; financial support and management, community participation and involvement and monitoring and evaluation, ensuring the initiated projects were sustain even if the donor without. But also, the study will be useful to the searchers and learning institutions since it will be used as reference.

CHAPTER FOUR TC "CHAPTER FOUR" \f C \l "1" 
PRESENTATION OF FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION TC "PRESENTATION OF FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION" \f C \l "1" 
4.1. Chapter Overview TC "4.1 Chapter Overview" \f C \l "1" 
This chapter presents and analyses the findings of the study on the Sustainability indicators of community development projects. Data was analysed and summarized in line with the research objectives and the emerging issues. Purposely, the study aimed to assess how financial support and management indicator have an impact on the sustainability of community development projects, examine how community participation and involvement indicator influence on sustainability of community development project and determine how monitoring and evaluation indicator affect the sustainability of community development projects. The analysis begins with a description of the demographics profile of the respondents followed by analysis of data relating to each of the four research objectives.
4.2. Response Rate TC "4.2 Response Rate" \f C \l "1" 
The study targeted 121 respondents from 8 shehia who were TASAF beneficiaries; all 121 questionnaires were filled and returned which is equally to 100% of the targeted sampling as shown in the table 4.1 below 
However, the results are different from Mwangangi & Wanyoike (2016) who conducted a study to analyse factors affecting sustainability of community borehole water projects in Kenya, their findings yielded 75.8%. According to Schindler (2003), a response rate above 30% of the total sample size provides enough evidence for further analysis of the population; therefore, questionnaire return rate of the current study was reasonable.
Table 4.1 Shows response rate from shehias (N=121) TC "Table 4.1 Shows response rate from shehias (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Shehia
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Wara
	21
	17.4

	Vitongoji
	26
	21.5

	Mkoroshoni
	11
	9.1

	Tibirinzi
	8
	6.7

	Michakaeni
	16
	13.2

	Madungu
	13
	10.7

	Mkanjuni
	17
	14.0

	Gombani
	9
	7.4

	Total                                     121
	100


4.3. Demographic Characteristics of Respondents TC "4.3 Demographic Characteristics of Respondents" \f C \l "1" 
The general characteristics that were measured in this research study were gender, age, education level, years of residents. The studied characteristics were important in the study since TASAF.

4.3.1. Respondent’s Sex TC "4.3.1 Respondent’s Sex" \f C \l "1" 
The preferred sample of the study consists of 121 respondents which comprise both male and female respondents, where by the finding shown that majority of the respondents were females 69 (57.0%) and males were 52 (43.0%) as reveals in the table 4.2 below.
Table 4.2 Shows the distribution of the respondents by sex. (N=121) TC "Table 4.2 Shows the distribution of the respondents by sex. (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Category of sex
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Males 
	52
	43.0

	Females 
	69
	57.0

	Total                                     121
	100


4.3.2. Respondent’s Age TC "4.3.2 Respondent’s Age" \f C \l "1" 
Researcher was interested to determine age status of the respondents since age has influence on the working ability. The findings expose that majority of the respondents age ranged from 30 – 40 years and above were 54 (44.6%), aged between 41 and 50 years, 32 (26.4%) and aged above 51 years were 21 (17.4%) as depict in the table 4.3 below. Results were somehow similar to Mwangangi & Wanyoike (2016) who found 47% of the respondents were aged above 30, indicating most of the projects participants are adult youth.

Table 4.3 Shows the distribution of respondents by age. (N=121) TC "Table 4.3 Shows the distribution of respondents by age. (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Categories of Age
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Below 30
	14
	11.6

	30 – 40
	54
	44.6

	41 – 50
	32
	26.4

	51 – and Above 
	21
	17.4

	Total                                      121
	100


4.3.3. Education Level of the Respondents TC "4.3.3 Education Level of the Respondents" \f C \l "1" 
From the findings, the respondent’s levels of education vary from primary, secondary to college education. Results from the field reveal that 44 (36.4%) of the respondents had attained primary education, meanwhile 72 (59.5%) had secondary education and 5 (4.1%) had college education level as reveals in the table 4.4 below.
Table 4.4 Reveals distribution of respondents by education (N=121) TC "Table 4.4 Reveals distribution of respondents by education. (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Education categories
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Primary education 
	44
	36.4

	Secondary education 
	72
	59.5

	College level 
	5
	4.1

	Total                                          121
	100


4.3.4. Number of Years as Residents in Shehia TC "4.3.4 Number of Years as Residents in Shehia" \f C \l "1" 
The study sought to find out the number of years respondents have lived in the respective shehia area where by 1-5 were 26 (21.5%), 5 – 10 were 42 (34.7%) where by 10 and above were 51 (42. 1%) as indicated in the table 4.5 below
  Table 4.5 Shows number of years as residents in the shehias (N=121) TC "Table 4.5 Shows number of years as residents in the shehias. (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Number of years
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Less than 1 year
	2
	1.7

	1-5 years 
	26
	21.5

	5-10 years 
	42
	34.7

	10 and above years 
	51
	42.1

	Total                                  121
	100


4.3.5. Sustainability Indicators for Community Development Projects TC "4.3.5 Sustainability Indicators for Community Development Projects" \f C \l "1" 
The study was designed to assess the sustainability indicators of community development projects based on TASAF projects where by investigation and analysis of the finding are presented by focusing on four objectives which are; monitoring and evaluation, community participation and involvement, financial support and management and community acceptance and ownership. The objective was to assess how these variables act as indicators on sustainability of community development projects. 
4.4. Influence of Community Participation Indicator on SCDPs TC "4.4 Influence of Community Participation Indicator on SCDPs" \f C \l "1" 
The study intended to establish the role played by community in the development projects which take place in their shehias and find out if community participation has an influence for the sustainability of community development projects. The responses of the respondents on the community participation are reveals in the table 4.6.8
4.4.1. Level of Participation in TASAF Projects TC "4.4.1 Level of Participation in TASAF Projects" \f C \l "1" 
The question sought to find out at what level communities were participated in community projects and its influence on sustainability of the projects. The responses were based on a scale of 5-1 where 5 indicates strongly agree, 4 agree, 3 neutral, 2 disagree and 1 strongly disagree. The results are reveals in table 4.6 below.
Table 4.6 Level of Participation in Community Projects (N=121) TC "Table 4.6 Level of Participation in Community Projects (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Levels
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Total

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	

	During Feasibility study 
	freq
	97
	18
	6
	0
	0
	freq
	121

	
	%
	80.1
	14.8
	4.9
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	Planning and goal setting 
	freq
	63
	41
	11
	4
	2
	freq
	121

	
	%
	52.0
	33.8
	9.0
	3.3
	1.6
	%
	100

	Implementation 
	freq
	107
	12
	2
	0
	0
	freq
	121

	
	%
	88.4
	9.9
	1.6
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	During report writing 
	freq
	36
	21
	45
	12
	7
	freq
	121

	
	%
	29.7
	17.3
	37.1
	9.9
	5.7
	%
	100

	Total average
	Freq
	75.7
	23
	16
	4
	2.3
	121

	
	%
	62.6
	18.9
	13.2
	3.5
	1.8
	100


The study sought to determine the influence of community participation on sustainability of community development projects; where by different questions were admitted to the respondents concerning community participation in projects during feasibility study, planning and goal setting, implementation and during report writing. Majority 75.7 (626%) were strongly agree that community participation have great influence on sustainability of community development project 23 (18.9%) agreed, 16 (13.2%) were neutral, 4 (3.5%) disagreed, and 2.3 (1.8%) were strongly disagreed. These findings are alike to Mdendemi (2013) who assessed community participation for sustainability of rural water project in Lushoto, Tanga, Tanzania. His results indicated community did not participated in decision making especially in financial issues (0%) and only 12.3% participated in deciding kind of contribution. 

4.4.2. Decision of the Selection of Construction Sites TC "4.4.2 Decision of the Selection of Construction Sites" \f C \l "1" 
The question sought to determine who made decision on the selection of the construction site for the purpose of finding out if community are involved at the stage of selection of construction site and who made decision based on area for the construction of the particular project. The responses were based on a scale of 5-1 where 5 indicates strongly agreed, 4 agreed, 3 neutral, 2, disagree and 1 strongly disagree. Tables 4.7 reveal the results.
Table 4.7  Decision on Selection of Construction Sites (N=121) TC "Table 4.7  Decision on Selection of Construction Sites (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Levels
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Total 

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	

	Shehia’s Committee Members
	Freq.
	84
	28
	9
	0
	0
	Freq.
	121

	
	%
	69.4
	23.1
	7.4
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	Project Implementer
	Freq.
	2
	4
	16
	78
	21
	Freq.
	121

	
	%
	1.6
	3.3
	13.2
	64.4
	17.3
	%
	100

	Shehia’s Leaders
	Freq.
	58
	31
	23
	7
	2
	Freq.
	121

	
	%
	47.9
	25.6
	19.0
	5.7
	1.6
	%
	100

	I don't know
	Freq.
	3
	5
	2
	59
	52
	Freq.
	121

	
	%
	2.4
	4.1
	1.6
	48.7
	42.9
	%
	100

	Total average 
	Freq.
	36
	17
	13
	36
	19
	121

	
	%
	30.3
	14.0
	10.3
	30.0
	15.4
	100


The responses of the question had a means range from 5 – 1 as shown on the table 4.7 above where 36 (30.3.%) strongly agreed that decision on selection of construction site made by shehia’s committee members who are the leaders representing community , 17 (14.0%), agreed13 (10.3%) were neutral, 36 (30.0%) disagreed and 19 (15.4%) were strongly disagreed.  This find is similar to Ochelle (2012) who found 87% of the community were involved in decision making on his study identifying factors affecting sustainability of community water project in Kenya.
4.4.3. Extent in which Community Participation Influence SCDPs in Shehia TC "4.4.3 Extent in which Community Participation Influence SCDPs in Shehia" \f C \l "1" 
The question sought to find out the extent to which community participation had influence on the sustainability of community project. The responses were based very great extent, great extent, moderate extent, little extent, no extent as shown in the table 4.8 below

 Table 4.8 Community Participation on Project Sustainability in Shehia (N=121) TC "Table 4.8 Community Participation on Project Sustainability in Shehia (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Value
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Very great extent 
	109
	90.1

	Great extent 
	9
	7.4

	Moderate extent 
	3
	2.5

	Little extent 
	0
	0.0

	No extent 
	0
	0.0

	Total                                                    121
	100


The study sought to determine the extent to which community participation had influence on the sustainability of community development projects, where 109 (90.1%) respondents from 8 shehias agreed with very great extent that community participation have great influence on sustainability of community development project, 9 (7.4%) agreed to great extent, 3 (2.4%) agreed to moderate extent, where 0 (0.0%) agreed to a little extent and 0 (0.0%) agreed to no extent. 
4.5. Influence of Monitoring and Evaluation Indicator on SCDPs TC "4.5 Influence of Monitoring and Evaluation Indicator on SCDPs" \f C \l "1" 
The study tends to assess the extent to which monitoring and evaluation is an indicator which influence the sustainability of development projects in the community. In that case a number of questions were administered in respond to the influence of monitoring and evaluation in project sustainability in the community. The data from the respondents were gathered regarding on the questions presented which focusing on how monitoring and evaluation has an influence on the sustainability of community development projects. 

4.5.1. Monitoring and Evaluation Indicators for Project Sustainability TC "4.5.1 Monitoring and Evaluation Indicators for Project Sustainability" \f C \l "1" 
The questions sought to establish the extent to which respondents agree with the statements below that monitoring and evaluation had an influence on sustainability of community development projects. The responses were range on scale of 5-1 where 5 indicates strongly agree, 4 agree, where 3 is neutral, 2 strongly disagree while 1 is disagree. The results are reveals in table 4.9 below.
Table 4.9 M&E Indicators for Project Sustainability (N=121) TC "Table 4.9 M&E Indicators for Project Sustainability (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Indicators 
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Total 

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	

	Monitoring activities conducted with plan 
	Freq
	39
	62
	15
	5
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	32.2
	51.2
	12.4
	4.1
	0.0
	%
	100

	Evaluation schedule conducted as plan
	Freq
	41
	58
	19
	3
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	33.9
	47.9
	15.7
	2.5
	0.0
	%
	100

	Budget allocated according to prioritizing of activities and resources
	Freq
	24
	37
	56
	3
	1
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	19.8
	30.6
	46.3
	2.5
	0.8
	%
	100

	Monitoring and evaluation staffs have relevant skill for M&E activities
	Freq
	53
	61
	6
	1
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	43.8
	50.4
	5.0
	0.8
	0.0
	%
	100

	Stakeholders and project staffs, self –accountable to their responsibility for the sustainability
	Freq
	84
	32
	4
	1
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	69.4
	26.4
	3.3
	0.8
	0.0
	%
	100

	Field visit by evaluation team done on time
	Freq
	83
	34
	4
	0
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	68.6
	28.1
	3.3
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	Any lesson learns used from the previous CDP
	Freq
	47
	56
	14
	3
	1
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	38.8
	46.3
	11.6
	2.5
	0.8
	%
	100

	Any capability building conducted concern the project in your shehia
	Freq
	59
	48
	11
	3
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	48.8
	39.7
	9.1
	2.5
	0.0
	%
	100

	Evaluation findings disseminated to all important stakeholders
	Freq
	22
	34
	56
	7
	2
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	18.2
	28.1
	46.3
	5.8
	1.7
	%
	100

	Advocacy conducted to stakeholders to understand the important of project
	Freq
	91
	23
	7
	0
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	75.2
	19.0
	5.8
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	Communication channels for reporting is good
	Freq
	28
	42
	48
	3
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	23.1
	34.7
	39.7
	2.5
	0.0
	%
	100

	Total average 
	Freq
	51.9
	44.3
	21.8
	2.6
	0.4
	121

	
	%
	42.9
	36.6
	18.0
	2.2
	0.3
	100
	


Responses to statement on the influence of monitoring and evaluation indicators on sustainability of community development projects varies based on each indicator from strongly agreed to strongly disagreed.
The respondents had different views on influence of Monitoring and Evaluation Indicator on sustainability of community development projects where majority strongly agreed  monitoring and evaluation has great influence on sustainability of community development projects 51.9 (42.9%), agreed were 44.3 (36.6%), where neutral were 21.8 (18.0%), while disagreed were 2.6 (2.2%) and strongly disagreed were 0.4 (0.3%). Results were in the same scenario as of Muiga (2015) who study on the factors affecting the use of monitoring and evaluation systems of public projects in Kenya. His study findings showed effectiveness of monitoring and evaluation in terms of performance and skills (72.1%). Current findings and literature peer studies results implies that when there is an existence of effective monitoring and evaluation process in CDPs the sustainability is so effective.
4.6.  Influence of Financial Support and Management Indicator on SCDPs TC "4.6 Influence of Financial Support and Management Indicator on SCDPs" \f C \l "1" 
One of the key fundamentals in project sustainability is the availability of resources that are required for community projects. This means selecting resources that will be available to run the project for the future is very essential since it minimizes the possibility of the project failure, A number of questions have been asked in this study so as to establish relationship between financial support and management and project sustainability as shown in table 4.12, 13 and 14 below.

4.6.1.  Source of Fund for Project Implementation in Shehia TC "4.6.1 Source of Fund for Project Implementation in Shehia" \f C \l "1" 
The study sought to find out the primary sources of fund for the implementation of community projects in respective shehia and its influence for the sustainability of the project. The finding was based on a range of 5-1 where 5 indicates strongly agreed, 4 agreed, 3 neutral, 2 disagreed and 1 strongly disagreed, which is revealed in table 4.12 below.

  Table 4.10 Source of Fund for Project Implementation in Shehia (N=121) TC "Table 4.10 Source of Fund for Project Implementation in Shehia (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Source of Fund
	Strongly agree
	Disagree
	Neutral 
	Agree
	Strongly disagree
	Total  

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	

	TASAF
	Freq
	116
	4
	1
	0
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	95.9
	3.3
	0.8
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	Government fund 
	Freq
	7
	11
	23
	64
	16
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	5.8
	9.1
	19.0
	52.9
	13.2
	%
	100

	Local community contribution 
	Freq
	93
	23
	5
	0
	0
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	76.9
	19.0
	4.1
	0.0
	0.0
	%
	100

	Total average 
	Freq
	72
	13
	10
	21
	5
	121

	
	%
	59.5
	10.5
	8.0
	17.6.
	4.4
	100


The responses showing that, 72 (59.5%) strongly agreed that the main source of fund for project implementation in shehia delivered by TASAF, 13 (10.5%) agreed, 10 (8.0) were neutral, where 21 (17.6%) disagreed and 5 (4.4%) were strongly disagreed. Since sustainability of CDPs is affected by weak financial status. Emmanuel & Muili (2008) noted financial constraints affects sustainability effectiveness of projects in various aspects such as buildings (23.1%), transport (7.7%), social welfare (30.8%), utilities (19.2%), education (7.7%), and recreation (11.5%) yearly.
4.6.2.  Management of Funds during Projects Implementation at shehia TC "4.6.2 Management of Funds during Projects Implementation at shehia" \f C \l "1" 
The study sought establish how funds are manage by community leaders and project implementers in ensuring the planned projects complete as scheduled with planned budget and final project sustain as community wishes. The finding was based on a range of 5-1 where 5 indicates strongly agreed, 4 agreed, 3 neutral, 2 disagreed and 1 strongly disagreed, which is revealed in table 4.13 below.
Table 4.11 Management of Funds during Project Implementation (N=121) TC "Table 4.11 Management of Funds during Project Implementation (N=121)" \f T \l "1" 
	Levels
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Total 

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	

	Community leaders involved in auditing of project fund
	Freq.
	31
	49
	37
	1
	3
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	25.6
	40.5
	30.6
	0.8
	2.5
	%
	100

	Fund used as planned 
	Freq.
	41
	64
	13
	2
	1
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	33.9
	52.9
	10.7
	1.7
	0.8
	%
	100

	Ability of community leaders in managing fund
	Freq.
	25
	71
	18
	4
	3
	Freq
	121

	
	%
	20.7
	58.7
	14.9
	3.3
	2.5
	%
	100

	Fund generated from community proper used 
	Freq.
	32
	43
	42
	3
	1
	Freq
	1121

	
	%
	26.4
	35.5
	34.7
	2.5
	0.8
	%
	100

	Total average 
	Freq.
	32.3
	56.7
	27.5
	2.5
	2
	121

	
	%
	26.7
	46.9
	22.7
	2.0
	1.7
	100


When asked about funds management during projects implementation at shehia, 32.3 (26.7%) strongly agreed that funds were used as planned by community leaders 56.7(46.9%) agreed, 27.5 (22.7%) were neutral, where 2.5 (2.1%) were disagreed and 2 (1.7%) were strongly disagreed.  Findings were supported by Nyamu (2015) who assessed factors affecting sustainability of CBPs in Kenya. Her findings showed community perceived fund management was deteriorated by management knowledge level (60%), lack of capacity building (45%), and resource mobilization (35%). Mutonga (2015) financial records and auditing, financial skills, and proper use of resources influence fund management. His findings on the other hand reveal strong positive correlation between financial administration and sustainability of donor funded community water project in Kenya. Current study findings on the other hand matched with Kamau (2014). His findings indicated fund management in line with budget and active involvement of members influence fund management and control.
4.7.  Discussion of the Key Findings TC "4.7 Discussion of the Key Findings" \f C \l "1" 
The discussion of the key findings focused on the specific objectives of the study. The general objective of the study was to determine the sustainability indicators of community development projects of TASAF subprojects in Pemba – Zanzibar, Southern Region. Specifically, the study focused on assessing how financial support and management indicator influence sustainability of community development projects, community participation and involvement and monitoring and evaluation system influence the sustainability of CDPs.
4.7.1.  Demographic Information of Respondents TC "4.7.1 Demographic Information of Respondents" \f C \l "1" 
The general characteristics that were considered in this study were gender, age, education level and number of years as resident in a respective shehia. The targeted characteristics were essential in the TASAF project, since TASAF activities are designed to improve the basic social-economic services in the community. It is very hard to assess TASAF projects without assessing the demographic characteristics of the respondents.

This study targeted 121 respondents where by 69 (57.0%) were females and 52 (43.0%) were males out 121. Majority of the respondents were aged range from 30 -40 years which was 54 (44.6%) out of 121 target respondents. These findings reveal that majority of the respondents who participated in TASAF sub projects are females who are energetic with the age range from 30 – 50 years, whereby according to Makauki (1999) these are economically productive group. In Zanzibar policy, the economically productive class ranges between 15 to 64 years. This age guarantee fully participation in development activities. 
Findings from the study depict that, majority of the respondents their level of education are secondary level which took 72 (59.5%) of the total sample size, primary level is 44 (36.4%) and college level is of 5 (4.1%).  This sound that since education is always valued as a means of liberating oneself from ignorance and enables one to perform no tradition roles (Kasanga, 2005), as all knew that, since the Zanzibar Revolution 1964, the government of Zanzibar has taken various measures to address three enemies; ignorance, diseases and poverty where by education is delivered free from primary to secondary that’s why results from the finding reveals that majority of the respondents they education status is secondary level 72 959.5%). In respect of number of years as resident lived in the respective shehia, the finding show that, majority of the respondents have lived in the shehia for many years. Out of 121 targeted respondents, those who lived in the shehia for 10 years and above were 51 (42.1%) and 5- 10) were 26 (21.5). This means that, these respondents knew very well their shehia and have ambition for the social-economically change of their shehia that’s why devoted their time fully in TASAF projects.
4.7.2. Influence of Community Participation Indicator on SCPs TC "4.7.2 Influence of Community Participation Indicator on SCPs" \f C \l "1" 
Majority of the targeted sample size agreed positive toward, community participation in the community development projects which implies that they were satisfied that communities were full involved from feasibility study, project planning and goal setting, fund utilization, at monitoring and evaluation stage up to involvement of their views and ideas regarding selection of the project sites, implementation toward the success and sustainability of respective project. In that way, it shows clearly that there is a sense of ownership in TASAF project which result community to take care of the project and insure that project sustain for their community need Bamberger & Cheema (1990) asserts that community participation is one of the major contributing factors for sustained community project because without the community, the project cannot stand on its own. Based on community participation theory from literature review, if community concerned are fully involved during decision making in related projects, the project is likely to last for a very longer hence will have potential impacts to the entire community.

From community participation theory in literature review, if community concerned are not mutually involved at deciding issues related to their future, the projects is likely to last for a very short time without even significant impacts. Likely, involving local community in their respective development project at the beginning will help them to grasp the primary objectives of the projects something which will help in eliminating the negative attitude among community members hence will accelerate the implementation stage because community will unity and develop common goal toward the project in expectation of positive outcome. The result from this study which reveals that 90.1% strongly agreed that community participation has great influence on sustainability of community development project, this is clearly match with Shayo (2013) when local community take part at planning and implementation stage of the project, and there is a high degree of success on that project. In TASAF, the local communities from respective shehia are the one who supply labour force, provides their own land for the construction of the intended project and sometimes even local materials like sand and stones. Therefore, the sense of ownership is very high and willing to scarify for the success of the project.

Further, the study showing that, community development projects which involve local community to large extent since at the feasibility, planning and implementation stage have high chance and assurance for the sustainability of that project and that will create the real sense of community-based projects.
4.7.3. Influence of Financial Support and Management Indicator on SCDPs TC "4.7.3 Influence of Financial Support and Management Indicator on SCDPs" \f C \l "1" 
The study reveals that, all community projects under TASAF in Southern Pemba – Zanzibar are funded by TASAF and some contribution from community members which is mostly contribute labour force, land and sometimes raw materials like sand and stone as Holder and Moore (2000) said, support developing local resources for enhanced sustainability emphasizing the importance of adequate local capacities to generate funds after external funding ceases. The findings depict that 116 (95.8%) agreed TASAF is main source of fund for all projects initiated by TASAF and 93 (76.8%) agreed that other source for TASAF projects come from local communities’ contribution  as it is stipulated that one of the key fundamentals in project sustainability is the availability of resources that are required for community projects. This means, selecting resources that should be available for the projected future, minimizing the possibility of project failure once it is up and running, due to inadequate essential materials.

Also, the study reveals that, projects funded by TASAF grants are mostly survives than those funded by government and other donor since these projects involved local community in a large extent since its born, implementation and running after its completion. 

For example, health centres and class room constructed since 2016/18 are still surviving with some rehabilitation under special committee formed by some community’s members under the supervision of respective ministries like ministry of health and ministry of education. 

Furthermore, the study find that, there is a good financial support and management for TASAF projects implemented in Southern Pemba, where by the respondents 56.7  (46.9%) agreed that, fund have been used as planned and 71 (58.6%) agreed that community leader have and project implementer have manage the fund very well. This implies that, there is good financial management and control when it comes to TASAF projects that significantly influence sustainability of these communities’ projects. The study reveals that, what has been written on paper is reflect realistically practices in the ground at the implementation stage of the TASAF projects. Because of that, the study grasps the views that what has been planned on paper is what you can realize on the sites.

4.7.4. Influence of Monitoring and Evaluation Indicator on SCDPs TC "4.7.4 Influence of Monitoring and Evaluation Indicator on SCDPs" \f C \l "1" 
The study sought to establish the extent to which monitoring and evaluation indicator has an influence on sustainability of community development projects. As results, of the study revealed 51.9 (42.9%) agreed that M&E has great influence on sustainability of community development project especially when there is involvement of community in monitoring and evaluation process as results shown on table 4. 9 in chapter four above

Having systematic monitoring and evaluation schedule is among the key variables that have been measured in this study so as to check if there is a track process of the CDPs in ensuring that progress toward achieving intended objective is systematic monitored and evaluated in a timely bases and necessary measures of adjustment taken when required so as to insure the ongoing projects are implemented as planned and sustain for long period of time. The study finds that there was close and evaluation mechanism going own within and after the implantation period of the projects. 

Almost all M&E components like Monitoring and Evaluation schedule, M&E budget allocation, capacity building, advocacy, communication channel etc were tested as shown on table 4. 9 in chapter four above and results imply that there were systematic and consistence follows up of TASAF community projects. Among the challenge in implementing M&E is the allocation budget, since M&E system needs money to run its operational like advocacy, capacity building, dissemination of findings and others, whereby in this study, the results reveal that M&E budget was allocated according to the requisition and availability of activities as per schedule which indicates TASAF consider M&E  as part of important indicator for the success of their projects as well as insuring the sustainability of their projects and have long impact to the respective shehia.
CHAPTER FIVE TC "CHAPTER FIVE" \f C \l "1" 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION TC "CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION" \f C \l "1" 
5.1. Conclusion TC "5.1 Conclusion" \f C \l "1" 
The main objective of the study was to determine the sustainability indicators of community development projects in Pemba Southern Region of Zanzibar, whereby specifically focused on assessing extent in which monitoring and evaluation, financial support and management, community participation and community acceptance and ownership can have an impact on the sustainability of community development project in the case of TASAF projects. In insuring accuracy data collected, four questions were designed in assessing those four objective which were; how does monitoring and evaluation indicator influence the sustainability of community development projects, how financial support and management indicator have an impact in sustainability of community development project, what extent community participation and involvement indicator influence sustainability of community development project and how community acceptance and ownership indicator affect the sustainability of community development projects?
Generally, was noted that there was variation in demographics characteristics of respondents in terms of age, education level, sex etc of the respondents participating in TASAF projects. The findings reveal that most participants in TASAF projects are females, aged 40-50 years and have secondary education. Also, it has been revealed from the findings that TASAF projects more communities involved from grassroots something which has contributed significantly the standard of living in community/shehia areas. 

The study concludes that, community development projects are more meaningful, effective and sustain only if local communities are fully aware and involved from the ground. The study finds out that, TASAF projects are more community centred from designing, planning, budgeting to implementation and operation. The study has observed that TASAF projects have improved the standard of living of the community through improving classroom, health centres, clear and safe water. Furthermore, the study has witnessed that majority of the community members have positive attitude toward TASAF intervention and wishes TASAF activities to expand in other areas.

5.2. Recommendations TC "5.2 Recommendations" \f C \l "1" 
Planners when planning for any development project which is community centred must ensure that community, M&E and financial support and management are fully considered from the grass.Development Partners should ensure that, in achieving greater poverty reduction in community, more area focused in community development projects and programmes are required in the poor community areas.
Government and development partners should involve community and keep them frontline to identify their own needs, problems, challenges and analyse factors that hinders for needs before initiating any development projects. This will accelerate implementation and hence sustainability of the particular project. 
Community must be educated on the importance of maintaining the projects financed by TASAF and other development agencies and keep sustain for well-being of respective communities after the completion of the particular projects.

Development planners should appreciate and recognize the community support programmes as the engine towards community development.
Government, donors and developments agencies like TASAF should ensure that, before hands over the projects to the community, should design exist and sustainability plan which will promote continuity of the project after they have left.
5.3. Areas for further studies TC "5.3 Areas for further studies" \f C \l "1" 
A study should be conducted to assess the sustainability indicators of community development projects specifically for TASAF III projects in Tanzania mainland. 
Also, a study should be conducted in rural communities to establish whether the sustainability indicators of TASAF Projects are same with other communities’ projects funded by other development partners.
More study to be conducted on discovering the relationship between indicators influencing projects sustainability and community development projects.
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APPENDICES TC "APPENDICES" \f C \l "1" 
APPENDIX 1:
RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRES TO TASAF BENEFICIARIES
Dear respondent,

I am a student at the Open University of Tanzania. I am currently undertaking a research study to fulfil the requirements for the award of the degree of Master of Arts in Monitoring and Evaluation (MA in M&E) on the “Sustainability Indicators of Community Development Projects.” I have chosen to study TASAF III Projects in the Southern Region of Pemba to provide information relating to sustainability of community development projects. 

I humbly request you that, to fill the attached questionnaire. Kindly answer all questions as completely, correctly and honestly as possible. Your response will be treated with utmost confidentiality and will only be used for academic purposes. 

Thank you in advance for your co-operation.
Please ticks (√) to the correct answer in the following questions
SECTION A: GENERAL INFORMATION
1. Gender:
(a). Male         (           )    (b). Female         (      )
2. Age (in years)
(a). 20-30    (     )  (b) 30 – 40  (      )  (c)  40 – 50  (      )  (d) Above  50(     )
3. Highest level of Education so far attained
(a). Masters (    )  (b). Undergraduate   (   ) (c). Diploma (   )  (d) Certificate (     ) (e). Others, specify ______
4. How long have you been in this Shehia? 

(a) 1year (b). Between 1-5 years (c). Between 5 – 10 years (d).Above 10 years(  )  
SECTION B: COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION
5. At what level did you participate in TASAF projects?
	Levels
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	During Feasibility study 
	
	
	
	
	

	Planning and goal setting 
	
	
	
	
	

	Implementation 
	
	
	
	
	

	During report writing 
	
	
	
	
	


6. Who made the decision on selection of construction sites/implementation area and facilities? 

	Levels
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Shehia’s Committee Members 
	
	
	
	
	

	Project Implementer 
	
	
	
	
	

	Shehia’s Leaders
	
	
	
	
	

	I don't know 
	
	
	
	
	


7. In your opinion, to what extent does community participation influence sustainability of community development projects in your shehia?
(b) Very great extent   (  ). 
(c) Great extent           (  ). 
(d) Moderate extent    (   ).
(e) Little extent          (   ) 
(f) No extent              (  )
SECTION C: FINANCIAL SUPPORT AND MANAGEMENT
Instruction: Tick (√) appropriately where applicable.
8. What is the primary source of fund for project implementation in your shehia?
	Source of Fund
	Strongly agree
	Disagree
	Not sure
	Agree
	Strongly disagree

	TASAF
	
	
	
	
	

	Government fund 
	
	
	
	
	

	Local community contribution 
	
	
	
	
	

	Other sources specify 
	
	
	
	
	


9. Please rank how community leaders and Project implementers manage funds during the implementation of Community Development Projects at your shehia.
	Levels
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Community involved in auditing of project fund
	
	
	
	
	

	Fund used as planned 
	
	
	
	
	

	Ability of community leaders in managing fund
	
	
	
	
	

	Fund generated from community was proper used 
	
	
	
	
	


SECTION E: MONITORING AND EVALUATION
10. Below are the indicators of project sustainability. On your views rating each indicator 
Instruction: Tick appropriately where applicable.
	Indicators 
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neutral
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

	
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Monitoring activities conducted with plan
	
	
	
	
	

	Evaluation schedule conducted as plan
	
	
	
	
	

	Budget allocated according to prioritizing of activities and resources
	
	
	
	
	

	Monitoring and evaluation staffs have relevant skill for M&E activities
	
	
	
	
	

	Stakeholders and project staffs, self –accountable to their responsibility for the sustainability
	
	
	
	
	

	Field visit by evaluation team done on time
	
	
	
	
	

	Any lesson learns used from the previous CDP
	
	
	
	
	

	Any capability building conducted concern the project in your shehia
	
	
	
	
	

	Evaluation findings disseminated to all important stakeholders
	
	
	
	
	

	Advocacy conducted to stakeholders to understand the important of project
	
	
	
	
	

	Communication channels for reporting is good
	
	
	
	
	



Monitoring and Evaluation


Frequency of tracking the project


Assessing project performance


Implementation of M&E lessons by community 


M&E Tools 





Financial Support and Management


Self –finance scheme


Financial management 


Grants and support for sustainability 


Use of community resources 








Sustainability of Community Development Projects








Community Participation and Involvement


Number and level of community involvement in problem identification


Identification of priorities by community 


Community involvement during designing and implementation of projects





Dependent Variables





Independent Variables









