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ABSTRACT
This study was conducted to assess the effect of community participation in public project implementation in Tanzania. Specifically, the study intended to determine whether there in community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal, to assess the economic effects of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal and to examine the social effects of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal. The study was backed up by top-down approach theory, the stakeholder theory and Diffusion on Innovation (DOI). These theories explain how public project organizers can better understand the dynamics of community involvement and tailor their approaches to maximize community participation. The study adopted a descriptive research design as a study design. A structured questionnaire was used to collect data from 100 respondents. The collected data were analyzed quantitatively. Findings revealed that, community has low participation in public project implementation in terms of passive participation, information giving, participation by consultation, participation for material incentives, functional participation, interactive participation, and self-mobilization. It was also found that, community participant has significant positive economic effect in project implementation through resource mobilization, distribution of benefits, and service access. In addition, results indicate that, community participation affect social aspects including democracy, promotion of decision making, open exchange of information, collaborative problem solving, and creation of local networks of community members. Community participation, social effects and economic effects were found to contribute 77% of public project implementation. 
Keywords: Community Participation, Public Project and Implementation in Tanzania
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND TO THE PROBLEM
1.1     Chapter Overview

This is an introductory chapter. This chapter aims to provide an overview of the effect of community participation on public project implementation. It explores the multifaceted relationship between community involvement and the various stages of project development. The chapter presents the background to the problem, statement of the problem, objective of the study, research hypothesis, relevance and the organization of the study.
1.2     Background to the Problem
It has been widely accepted by policy makers and commentators, funding bodies and NGOs that the key to performance in projects in developing countries lies in community participation (Haldane et al., 2019). Community participation has become a critical concept, and it has greatly grown its importance in development policy and programmes. It is noted that it is important not only in assessing the needs, planning and implementation but also in the monitoring and evaluation (Mountain et al., 2020).
According to Kilewo, and Frumence (2015), community participation provides local people with a great amount of experience and insights to planning, implementing and monitoring and evaluation of projects. It is noted that participation can increase people’s commitment to the project. In addition, participation of local people can help them develop technical and managerial skills and thereby increase their opportunities for employment. Involving local people help to increase the resources available for programmes in a way to bring social learning for both beneficiaries and planners (Roba Gamo et al., 2021).
Tanzania has a long history of community participation through the famous Ujamaa Villages, envisioned by Mwalimu Julius Nyerere. In a way, Ujamaa system achieved a good expected level of decentralization and people’s participation and consequent development. All the reforms initiated by the successive regimes from 1990 to date have adopted other models (Mwakila, 2008).
In Tanzania, currently, there is growing interest of involving primary stakeholders in all processes of development activities including monitoring and evaluation. The government incorporates aspects of monitoring and evaluation in national strategies, national planning, policies and programmes. Since 2000, the government of Tanzania is implementing Tanzania Social Action Fund (TASAF), as part of the government strategies for reducing poverty and improving livelihoods by stimulating economic activities at the community level. TASAF has recognized community-driven approaches through which local people are involved in conception, execution and monitoring and evaluation in development projects (Iddi & Nuhu, 2018).
Vosloo (2021) stresses that, effective community participation can lead to the project succession and lack of effective community participation can contribute to project failure to attain its goal. Effective community participation attains both interactive and spontaneous mobilization. Interactive participation is that beneficiaries join with external staff to analyze their situation, develop action plan, implement and monitor. In spontaneous mobilization, people take their own decision independently of external professionals to change their life situation. There are other important variables which can be achieved through community participation. These are community empowerment and building capacity to local people (Kuruvilla & Sathyamurthy, 2015).
Community participation also can lead to project sustainability. For instance, Bikuba. and Kayunze (2019) assessed the nature of community participation in irrigation projects in the three villages (Nzera, Lwenge and Nyamalulu) of Geita District, Tanzania. The results showed that community participation in the projects was inadequate to lead to their long-term sustainability in terms of contribution of resources in all implementation stages. The understanding of community participation among the beneficiaries was limited in all aspects as well as women participation. 
According to UNICEF (2020), community participation in development projects has been currently advocated strongly not only by the government and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) in Tanzania, but also by international organizations such as African Union (AU), Southern Africa Development Commission (SADC), World Bank (WB) and African Development Bank (AfDB). They all argue that community participation is a principal facilitating element for development and sustainability of communal development projects.
The term “community participation” has been used to justify the extension of control of the state on the other hand, and to build capacity and self-reliance on the other hand. Furthermore, it has been used to justify extension decisions as well as to devolve power and decision making away from external agencies (Howlett & Nagu, 2001). As a basic strategy of community involvement in community development, it has persisted after realizing that poor people are very often excluded and marginalized from both broader societal participation as well as from direct involvement in development initiatives (Ledwith, 2020).
Kabeyi (2019) and George (2020) recognize that participation of the local communities in Monitoring and Evaluation (M & E) of development, and by extension, M & E of community-based water projects is fundamental in enhancing achievement of water projects. According to the World Bank (2010), Participatory Monitoring and Evaluation (PM & E) offers new ways to assess and learn from change that is more inclusive. Community members are important partners in national development therefore, participation, ownership and sustainability of the projects has the multiplier effect of enhancing the overall development of the local community in contributing to the country’s national development and economic growth.
According to Howlett and Nagu (2001), there are seven types of participation in development projects namely; passive participation, interactive participation, functional participation, manipulative participation, self-mobilization participation, participation for material incentives and participation by consultation. Passive participation is where people participate by being told what has been described or done. Therefore, there are unilateral decisions by project management, irrespective of the peoples’ responses. Interactive participation is the type of a recommended participation whereby people are actively involved in analysis, planning, implementation and evaluation stages of the project (Moules & O’Brien, 2012).
Functional participation is where participation is regarded by external agencies as a means of achieving project goal. People may participate by forming groups for meeting the pre-determined objectives related to the project goal. Participation by consultation is the type of participation whereby people participate by being consulted or answering questions (Shulga et al., 2019). External agencies are used for defining problems, gathering information and control analysis. Manipulative participation is simply a pretending representative on official board, but who are unelected and have no power. Self-mobilization participation involves people participation by taking initiatives independently of external institutions to change systems and participation for material incentives simply involves participation of the people by contributing resources, for instance labor in turn for food, cash or other material incentives (Welch, 2023).

1.3     Statement of the Problem
Community participation in public project implementation requires strict scrutinization of project teams be done to ensure that members of the community are represented and a criterion for selecting projects activity teams be clearly outlined. The World Bank (2022) estimates that community participation can increase the success rate of development projects by up to 30%.

According to Temeke Municipal government (2020), only 20% of people believe that they have been involved in the planning or implementation of public projects in their community. The study also emphasizes that, projects with high levels of community participation have been more successful than those that have had low levels of community participation. 

Project managers and their team needs to introduce frequent meetings with project beneficiaries and allocate time for them in their schedules. The importance of community participation in public development projects as seen in the literature cannot be ignored (Haldane et al., 2019). Most public projects do not actively involve community members hence failing to realize the positive effects of involvement into project planning, monitoring, evaluation and total implementation (Maijo, 2020). 
Therefore, this study aims to assess the level of community participation in public project implementation and examine its effects in Temeke Municipal. By focusing on this specific geographical area, we can obtain localized insights into the extent of community involvement, identify gaps or challenges, and evaluate the impact of community participation on the outcomes of public projects.

1.4      Research Objectives

1.4.1   General Objective

The general objective of the study is to assess the effect of community participation in public project implementation in Tanzania.
1.4.2   Specific Objectives

In order to accomplish the general objective, the study focused on the following specific objectives: 

(i) To determine an extent of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal

(ii) To assess the economic effect of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal

(iii) To examine the social effect of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal

1.5     Research Questions

(i) To what extent does community participate in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal?

(ii) What is the economic effect of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal?

(iii) What is the social effect of community participation in public project implementation in Temeke Municipal?

1.6     Significance of the Study
This study makes a theoretical contribution by enhancing the understanding of community participation in project implementation. It expands upon existing theories and frameworks by providing empirical evidence and insights into the factors influencing community participation. The findings highlight the significance of community engagement strategies, the relationship between community participation and project outcomes, and the social and economic effects of community involvement. 
These contributions contribute to the existing literature by enriching the theoretical understanding of how community participation can drive successful project implementation and sustainable development. While the study does not propose a new theory in its entirety, it builds upon existing theories and empirical evidence to deepen our understanding of community participation in project implementation. It consolidates and extends theories related to participatory approaches, community empowerment, and sustainable development.

The findings provide practical guidance for designing and implementing effective community engagement strategies. Stakeholders can utilize the recommendations to establish clear communication channels, promote awareness, foster collaborative decision-making, and ensure equitable distribution of project benefits.

This study brings new insights in the field of project management particularly in project implementation. It also helps other researchers interested in undertaking researches about implementation especially on community participation in Tanzania or elsewhere. The study further inseminates the knowledge about community participation theories, which can be referred by other scholars hence adding knowledge to the original theory especially on the applicability. The study adds to the theoretical body of knowledge and the practical knowledge that helps to improve project community participation and project implementation.
1.7     Scope of the Study

This study aims to explore the effects of community participation on public project implementation within the context of Temeke Municipality. By focusing on Temeke Municipality, located in Dar es Salaam, Tanzania, the study examines the specific dynamics and factors related to community participation in this particular geographic setting. The scope of the study encompasses various forms of community participation, including decision-making processes, resource mobilization, and collaboration between stakeholders.
1.8     Organization of the Dissertation

The study consists of five chapters. Chapter one presents the background to the study, statement of the problem, research objectives, research questions, scope and relevance of the research. Chapter two covers review of related literature community participation and public project implementation. Chapter three covers the research methodology in which research design and approach are discussed. The chapter also presents the sample size, sampling techniques, data collection methods and data analysis procedures. Chapter four presents the data related to the research objectives, analysis and discussion and chapter five provides the summary of the whole work, conclusions and recommendations of the study.
CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1     Chapter Overview
This chapter reviews different literature about community participation in public project implementation. The chapter starts by defining the concepts of community participation and it presents both the theoretical and empirical literature review. 

2.2     Definition of Key Concepts
2.2.1  Community Participation

A community refers to all the people including social groups as a whole who reside or work in in the study area in this case Temeke Municipality. Community participation involves the residents of Temeke who have compatible goals in the development projects being undertaken in the area. Together they share the risks and benefits of the project since the project is based on a set of mutual goals established by the members (Arnstein, 2019). Also, Community participation refers to the active process where a group of people who influence the direction of the all undertakings rather to wait to receive the final results (Shehada, 2020). In projects, participation will be seen at all levels of the project life cycle. Muchiri, (2014) defined community participation as a holistic approach of involving   local communities in management of something.
Also, FAO (2007) defines community participation as a process of equitable and active involvement of all stakeholders in the formulation of development policies and strategies and in analysis, planning, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of development activities.

2.3     Theoretical Literature Review

Muchiri (2014) points out theories of community participation including top-down approach theory, down top approach theory, the stakeholder Theory and Diffusion on innovation (DOI) theory. According to Muchiri (2014) bottom-Up Approach is whereby the local community members are full encouraged to identify and plan the projects themselves for implementation with or without outsider’s interference. Also, a top-down Approach is where projects are identified based on demands from beyond the community”. The government does everything in stage and community is given directives and order for implementation.
2.3.1  Top-down Approach Theory, Down Top Approach Theory
Bottom-up theories of life satisfaction (or subjective well-being, SWB) are based on the idea that overall life satisfaction is the sum of its parts. That is, self-reports of life satisfaction represent a weighted average of satisfaction with different aspects (domains) of life. By contrast, top-down theories rest on the premise that satisfaction with domains of life is mainly a consequence of overall life satisfaction, which itself primarily depends on personality traits and other fixed genetic effects (Ahmadi Tehrani et al., 2019).
The distinction between bottom-up and top-down theories of life satisfaction was originally made by Diener (1984). He pointed out that, at time of writing, most researchers tended to assume that life satisfaction is a weighted average of satisfaction with different domains of life (working life, family life, etc.). However, the opposite view was also tenable.

The reviewed literature on top down and down approaches theories by Hijzen, Gorg and Hine (2005), indicates that demography such as supervisory and administrative characteristics are heterogeneity from each person such as age, work experience, educational background. For this reason, these are sensible proxies for fundamental differences in cognitions, values, and perceptions process, which these abilities mentioned when are shared become a good predictor to predict project sustainability.
2.3.2   Stakeholders’ Theory
The stakeholder theory is a theory of organizational management and business ethics that accounts for multiple constituencies impacted by business entities like employees, suppliers, local communities, creditors, and others. It addresses morals and values in managing an organization, such as those related to corporate social responsibility, market economy, and social contract theory (Freeman, 2021). 
The stakeholder view of strategy integrates a resource-based view and a market-based view, and adds a socio-political level. One common version of stakeholder theory seeks to define the specific stakeholders of a company (the normative theory of stakeholder identification) and then examine the conditions under which managers treat these parties as stakeholders (the descriptive theory of stakeholder salience) (Horisch et al., 2020).
Stakeholder theory was first described by Dr. F. Edward Freeman, a professor at the University of Virginia, in his landmark book, “Strategic Management: A Stakeholder Approach” and it further entails that all persons or groups have full legitimate power and interests to participate in an enterprise or project (Harrison et al., 2019). This theory insists on the implication of the link between the top management of a project with community, which must fully be encouraged in identifying the projects and plan the projects by themselves for implementation (Barney & Harrison, 2020). This implies that project managers should appreciate that the success of projects can be prejudiced to the highest degree participation of all stakeholders. 
The political philosopher Charles Blattberg has criticized stakeholder theory for assuming that the interests of the various stakeholders can be, at best, compromised or balanced against each other (Blattberg, 2013). Blattberg argues that this is a product of its emphasis on negotiation as the chief mode of dialogue for dealing with conflicts between stakeholder interests. He recommends conversation instead and this leads him to defend what he calls a 'patriotic' conception of the corporation as an alternative to that associated with stakeholder theory (McGahan, 2021). According to Mansell (2013), by applying the political concept of a 'social contract' to the corporation, stakeholder theory undermines the principles on which a market economy is based.
2.3.3  Diffusion of Innovation Theory
Diffusion of innovations is a theory that seeks to explain how, why, and at what rate new ideas and technology spread. Everett Rogers, a professor of communication studies, popularized the theory in his book Diffusion of Innovations; the book was first published in 1962 (Wejnert, 2002). The diffusion of innovation (DOI) theory believe that different kinds of people possess different skills and experiences innovations and if such skills and experiences are shared through certain activities within a particular social system can help to create  ground for project implementation and sustainability (Robinson, 2009). Because there are more than four thousand articles across many disciplines published on Diffusion of Innovations, with a vast majority written after Rogers created a systematic theory, there have been few widely adopted changes to the theory. Although each study applies the theory in slightly different ways, this lack of cohesion has left the theory stagnant and difficult to apply with consistency to new problems (Greenhalgh et al., 2004).
Diffusion is difficult to quantify because humans and human networks are complex. It is extremely difficult, if not impossible, to measure what exactly causes adoption of an innovation. Rogers (2002) placed the contributions and criticisms of diffusion research into four categories: pro-innovation bias, individual-blame bias, recalls problem, and issues of equality. 
2.4     Empirical Literature Review
Nyaga (2014) conducted a study to investigate the relationship between community participation and sustainability of educational projects by Plan International in Kisarawe District, Tanzania. Three research questions were formulated to guide the study. This study employed a descriptive survey research design. The sample comprised of 120. Data were collected through questionnaire and interview guide. 
Findings revealed that community members were aware of the projects and their benefits but they had not participated adequately in the whole project cycle. The local members were of the opinion that the educational projects undertaken by Plan International in their schools had not been implemented through the participation of all. The study also found that even the local leaders were not involved in implementation. It was also found that community involvement and participation in identification, prioritization and selection of projects was a reserve of Project Management (Plan International) and some Head Teachers. To also justify the low sustainability of these support projects, projects scored low on whether they do serve the needs of residents, which indicates that they were dissatisfied with the way the projects are implemented. This is because they did not participate at various stages of the project cycle. Based on the findings, the study concluded that sustainability is a great challenge facing the projects examined. 
The study also found out that in the prioritization and selecting of projects only a small number of the community members were involved. The project managers indicated that they involved constituents at every stage of the project but statistics showed that they were not adequately involved and that very few of them mentioned that they were involved in various stages of project management and development. 
The study recommended that there should be measures put in place to involve the community in decision making in Kisarawe educational project. The local community should be empowered through education so that they fully participated in development projects and lastly that the management should be empowered so that they are able to participate in development projects. A study on extent of women participation on sustainability of educational projects in Kisarawe District and another on community participation and Performance of educational projects in Kisarawe District should be carried out.
In Kenya a study carried out by Kimei (2014) found out that Community Participation in development projects was top-down since in most technical stages such as monitoring and evaluation and planning, the community was not fully cooperating yet the stages proceeded without them implying that, there could be other technocrats who were partaking without bothering much of the absence of the community.
Hassan (2012) in his study has also suggested that sustainability analysis should be followed by development of a sustainability strategy, so as to ensure that all sustainability enhancing elements are incorporated right at the design stage of a project. Sustainability strategy is a set of follow up activities expected to indicate the way various elements of sustainability are to be identified, assessed and incorporated into a project right at the design stage.
To create a sense of ownership, the local community must contribute in a way to the success of the project undertaking. That can be achieved through a proper model of Community participation, where each stakeholder realizes their role in ensuring the achievement of the objectives of the project. Community participation develops a sense of responsibility and stewardship ethic among community members toward development projects and natural resources of the environment because they are a result of their own needs and efforts. When people are involved fully from planning stage to the implementation and benefits of a project, they will feel as stakeholders and therefore they are ought to ensure that the project succeeds well for the longest time. In this way sustainable development can be achieved (Omar, 2010).
Kinyanjui and Misaro (2013) study in Nyandarua revealed that community participation in projects identification was encouraging. However, Kinyanjui and Misaro cautioned that there was need to encourage more households to actively participate in the projects identification to achieve sustainability. They further established that participation in capacity building activities was extremely low. In a participating community, power and responsibility are decentralized.
It was established from a study carried out by Akpomuvie (2010) that projects identified, planned, executed and managed by the community themselves outlive those imposed by a benefactor with little or no community participation‖. Community participation is a concept, which describes the involvement of the people at the local level in making choices for the development of their communities.
A study by Njuguna (2014) done in Kenya, found out that majority of the respondents agreed that beneficiary’s participation contributed to the sustainability of the project through enhancing project ownership, completion of projects in time and through ensuring timely repair and maintenance of the water projects. As such, a community feels responsible of the growth and development of their area. Help and incentives from outside cannot replace entirely that sense healthy of pride, which comes with active involvement in the gradual and cumulative development of a community.

Parker et al. (2010) dissented to the effectiveness of Freudenberg’s framework arguing that the effectiveness of community participation was impacted by the leadership of the project manager and the relationship between the community and the project team. Furthermore, they observed that tension between members of a community, unwillingness to compromise, and competing values and beliefs affected the level of community participation in development projects.
Boon, Bawole, and Ahenkan (2013) concurred with these studies on the importance of community participation in development projects. Their agreement was based on results of their case study on the International Centre for Enterprise and Sustainable Development (ICED) model for Ghana. Their study noted that there was an increase in stakeholder appreciation during project implementation and evaluation for the success of the project. It evaluated how the ICED NGO used a project participation model to ensure that community members were involved in all aspects of project implementation. 
The findings showed that the NGO could achieve project success if it conducted a stakeholder analysis prior to commencing the project. This is because the analysis would help the project team identify and evaluate the different parties to the project, relationship with the community, and what contribution the community would make to the implementation process.
Iddi and Nuhu (2018) examined the monitoring and evaluation of the government projects in Tanzania. It discussed the challenges and opportunities emanated from community participation drawing example from the 15sub-projects selected in TASAF II national project in Bagamoyo District, Tanzania. In the collection of primary data, 55 beneficiaries and 17 key informants were selected purposively and were asked questions through questionnaires, in-depth interviews and focus group discussions. Direct field observation was also employed in order to get a real picture in the sub projects sites. The study revealed that despite TASAF policy of empowering communities to demand, implement and monitor services; community participation in M&E still faced with many challenges such as; cost in terms of time and money, complexity of analysis and lack of analysis. It was also noted that despite having those challenges community participation in M&E of TASAF II sub-projects the opportunities cannot be ignored. The study, therefore, recommends that the government, through TASAF, should have comprehensive monitoring and evaluation to ensure local communities are more active in making decision. 
The study by Maijo (2020) concluded that participatory project implementation has the highest effect on timely completion of CDF projects, followed by participatory projects identification, while participatory project monitoring and evaluation has the lowest effect on the timely completion of CDF projects in Kanyekini Ward, Kirinyaga County. The study recommended that project managers together with project management team should come up with other methods and strategies of decision making to avoid bias problems. This study also recommends that strategies for monitoring and evaluation for good quality and feedback should be devised. 
The study further recommended that strict scrutinisation of project teams is done to ensure that members of the community are represented and a criterion for selecting projects activity teams be clearly outlined. The study finally recommended that project managers and their team should introduce frequent meetings with project beneficiaries and allocate time for them in their schedules. This will open an avenue for people to share their views and opinions regarding the projects at hand.
Bikuba and Kayunze (2019) conducted a study in Geita District, Tanzania, to assess the nature of community participation in irrigation projects in three villages (Nzera, Lwenge and Nyamalulu). The study intended to find out whether community participation used in the projects was likely to lead to their long-term sustainability. A cross-sectional research design was adopted in which a combination of purposive and simple random sampling techniques was employed to select a sample of 120 respondents. Quantitative and qualitative data were collected through questionnaire survey, key informant interviews and Focus Group Discussions. Quantitative data were analysed using the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) to compute descriptive statistics and do inferential analysis while qualitative data were analysed using content analysis. 
The results showed that community participation in the projects was inadequate to lead to their long-term sustainability due to low (< 50%) except in terms of contribution of resources) participation in all implementation stages. The understanding of community participation among the beneficiaries was limited (<50%) in all aspects. Women participation was limited (37.5%). Hence community participation was used more as a means than an end. Therefore, it is argued that community participation needs to be enhanced in order to improve sustainability of irrigation projects. Hence, it is recommended that that there should be concerted efforts to sensitise and mobilise the community members to participate effectively in all aspects of the projects from problem identification to implementation.
2.5     Research Gap

Projects in developing countries are facing various challenges. Moreover, the issue of community participation and satisfaction in projects is less documented. In recent decades, a bottom-up planning approach has been advocated as an approach for sustainable development planning whereby local actors participate in decision-making. But how top-down planning meets bottom-up planning is less documented, as well as the correlation between participation and satisfaction. Community participation includes involvement of rural people in decision making, implementation of programmes, sharing benefits of the programmes and people’s involvement in programmes evaluation. 
The literature has shown different benefits of community participation in project implementation but the extent to which the community is involved in project implementation is not well documented especially in the study area. The current study intends to fill this gap and by indicating the applicability of the selected theories to community participation in project implementation hence knowledge contribution.
2.6      Conceptual Framework 

The conceptual framework considers the relationship between independent variables (extent of community participation, social effects, and economic effects) and the dependent variable (project implementation). The extent of community participation is measured to assess the level of involvement in decision-making, planning, implementation, and monitoring. Social effects explore the impact on community empowerment, cohesion, trust, and well-being, while economic effects examine employment, development, income, and livelihoods. Project implementation represents the overall success, including goal achievement, adherence to timelines, resource utilization, and community satisfaction. The framework emphasizes the importance of community engagement for successful and sustainable public projects, incorporating social and economic dimensions.

Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework
Source: (Researcher design, 2021)
CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1     Chapter Overview
This chapter provides a detailed overview of the methods employed to collect and analyze data regarding community participation in project implementation. The following section outlines the research design, target population, sampling procedure, data collection methods, validity and reliability of measuring instruments, and the data analysis method.
3.2     Research Philosophy

A research philosophy is a belief about the way in which data about a phenomenon should be gathered, analysed and used (Hurlimann, 2019). This study used positivism research resign. As a philosophy, positivism adheres to the view that only factual knowledge gained through observation (the senses), including measurement, is trustworthy. In positivism studies the role of the researcher is limited to data collection and interpretation in an objective way. In these types of studies research findings are usually observable and quantifiable (Park et al., 2020).
Positivism depends on quantifiable observations that lead to statistical analyses. It has been noted that “as a philosophy, positivism is in accordance with the empiricist view that knowledge stems from human experience. It has an atomistic, ontological view of the world as comprising discrete, observable elements and events that interact in an observable, determined and regular manner (Alharahsheh & Pius, 2020).

Moreover, in positivism studies the researcher is independent form the study and there are no provisions for human interests within the study. Crowther and Lancaster (2008) argue that as a general rule, positivist studies usually adopt deductive approach, whereas inductive research approach is usually associated with a phenomenology philosophy. 
Moreover, positivism relates to the viewpoint that researcher needs to concentrate on facts, whereas phenomenology concentrates on the meaning and has provision for human interest. This philosophy was chosen in this study because it promotes objectivity and generalizability of findings, allows for quantitative data analysis to identify patterns and trends, and enables the exploration of causal relationships to understand the factors influencing community involvement.
3.3     Area of the Study

The study was conducted in Temeke Municipality located in Dar es Salaam. It is a district in southern Dar es Salaam, Tanzania, with Kinondoni to the far north of the city, and Ilala in the downtown of Dar es Salaam. To the east is the Indian Ocean and to the south and west is the coastal region of Tanzania. The Tanzania National Census (2022) reported that the population of Temeke District was 1,118,434and the area is 729 km². This study area was chosen due to several reasons. Firstly, Temeke Municipality has a significant population and covers a substantial area, providing a diverse and representative sample for the study. Additionally, a recent survey (Temeke Municipal Government, 2020) indicated a low percentage of community members feeling involved in the planning and implementation of public projects, highlighting the need to investigate community participation in this specific context.
3.4     Research Design

The study used a descriptive research design. Burns and Grove (2001) states that, descriptive research design is a type of research method that is used when one wants to get information on the current status of a person or an object. It is used to describe what is inexistence in respect to conditions or variables that are found in a given situation. Whereas descriptive research does not fit neatly into the definition of either quantitative or qualitative research methodologies, it can utilize elements of both, often within the same study. Descriptive research design was used in this study since it allows an exploration and description of the current state of community participation in project implementation. It enables objective data collection, provides a contextual understanding of the study area, and establishes a foundation for further research in this field.
3.5     Sample Size 

Sample of this population was taken and the size determined by use of Yamane (1967) and Israel (2009) formula. The technique employed to select the sample in this study was simple random sampling. Simple random sampling involves randomly selecting participants from the population without any specific pattern or criteria (Meng, 2013). In this study, each individual within the population had an equal chance of being selected as part of the sample. This technique ensures unbiased representation and increases the generalizability of the findings to the larger population.
ı = ı ÷ [1 + I (ıı)]

Where;
ı = Sample size

ı = Population size

ı= Level of precision or margin of error.

A confidence level of 90%, and hence a margin error of 0.1, will be used.

Therefore,

Let N= 33,000 (participants)

ı= 0.1

Then

ı = 33000 ÷ [1 + 33000 (0.01)] giving a sample size of 99.69 which is equivalent to 100 Project participants.

3.6     Data Collection Instruments

A structured questionnaire was utilized as the primary data collection instrument in this study. The questionnaire consisted of a predefined set of questions designed to gather specific information related to community participation in project implementation. It was carefully structured to ensure consistency and standardization in data collection. The questionnaire included closed-ended questions with predetermined response options to facilitate data analysis. This method allowed efficient data collection from a large number of participants, ensuring that the research objectives were addressed systematically.
3.7     Validity and Reliability of Data

3.7.1   Validity

Data validity is concerned with whether the findings are really about what they appear to be about (Saunders et al, 2000). Validity encompasses the entire experimental concept and establishes whether the results obtained meet all of the requirements of the scientific research method. In order to ensure the validity of the data collected and the data collection instruments, efforts were being made to supplement quantitative data with some explanations so as to minimize biasness and distortions. Whenever possible the data gathered from the study area was counter checked at other possible sources. 
This helped to improve the level of validity and accuracy of data. On the other hand, the purpose of validity testing is to know how far the instruments measured correctly and accurately. Validity testing uses product moment correlation, with the criteria of acceptance as the following;

The item of questionnaire is valid if statistics is higher than critical value at degree of freedom 95% (α = 0.05). Validity was measured using repeatability (test-retest reliability) method.
3.7.2   Reliability

Reliability on the other hand is the extent to which data collection process yields consistent results (Ndanshau, 1996). The idea behind reliability is that any significant results must be more one-off finding and be inherently repeatable and that other researchers will be able to perform exactly the same experiment, under the same conditions and generate the same results. The instruments used must be reliable and able to keep true and accurate time. Therefore, reliability is a necessary ingredient for determining the overall validity of a scientific experiment and enhancing the strength of the results. The Cronbach’s alpha, which is the coefficient of internal consistency, was used to measure the reliability of the study. 

Reliability for the entire questionnaire and for the all variables was checked and Cronbach’s alpha was used to prove whether the findings are reliable or not. As used by Shaban (2008), the rule of thumb that applies to most situations is 0.9 ≤α≤1.0 excellent, 0.8≤α<0.9 good, 0.7≤α<0.8 acceptable, 0.6≤α<0.7 questionable, 0.5≤α<0.6 poor and 0.0≤α<0.5 unacceptable. All variables were above 0.7 indicating satisfactory reliability. Table 3.1 illustrates the findings.
Table 3.1: Reliability Analysis
	Variable
	Number of Respondents
	Cronbach’s Alpha
	Number of items

	Project implementation status
	100
	0.912
	5

	Community participation level
	100
	0.864
	7

	Social effects
	100
	0.887
	5

	Economic effects
	100
	0.839
	3


3.8     Ethical Issues in Research

The ethical issues were considered in this research by explaining to the participants in detail exactly what they were asked to and the consent was sought before any participation in the study questionnaires. Also, no pressure was exerted on individuals to participate in the study as participant autonomy was observed throughout the research and anonymity and confidentiality of the participants were maintained all the time during the research.
3.8.1  Variables and Measurement Procedure 
The dependent variable is project implementation while the independent variables are community participation, social effects and economic effects. The independent variables were measured using a regression analysis. To measure these variables, a combination of methods was employed. Community participation was assessed through questionnaires that captured the level and extent of community involvement. 
Social effects were measured by examining indicators such as community empowerment, social cohesion, and trust through qualitative data analysis techniques such as thematic analysis. Economic effects were assessed through quantitative methods, including analyzing economic indicators such as employment rates, income generation, and resource allocation. Additionally, to explore the relationships between the independent and dependent variables, regression analysis was employed to identify significant associations and quantify the impact of community participation, social effects, and economic effects on project implementation.
3.9     Data Analysis and Presentation
The researcher used quantitative techniques in analyzing the data. Descriptive analysis was employed; which include; mean, standard deviations and frequencies/percentages. The organized data were interpreted on account of concurrence to objectives using assistance of computer packages especially Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 20 to communicate the research findings. The analyzed data were presented in frequency and percentage tables; this led to easier interpretation and understanding of the research findings.
A multiple regression model was used to test the significance of the influence of the independent variables on the dependent variable. The multiple regression models are presented as follows. 

Y= β0+ β1X1+ β2X2+ β3X3+e 

Where: 

Y = Project Implementation: 

X1 = Extent of community participation
X2 = Economic effects
X3 = Social effects

e = error term 

β0 = Represents the constant and
β1…. Β3 are regression coefficients for each independent variable.
3.9.1  Assumptions of Linear Regression
Linear regression is a useful statistical method we can use to understand the relationship between two variables, x and y. However, before we conduct linear regression, we must first make sure that four assumptions are met:
(i) Linear relationship: There exists a linear relationship between the independent variable, x, and the dependent variable, y.
(ii) Independence: The residuals are independent. In particular, there is no correlation between consecutive residuals in time series data.
(iii) Homoscedasticity: The residuals have constant variance at every level of x.
(iv) Normality: The residuals of the model are normally distributed.
If one or more of these assumptions are violated, then the results of our linear regression may be unreliable or even misleading.

CHAPTER FOUR

PRESENTATION OF THE FINDINGS
4.1     Chapter Overview 
This chapter unveils the findings of the study, providing a comprehensive analysis and discussion of the results in relation to the objectives outlined in Chapter One. The chapter commences by presenting the demographic profile of the respondents, offering valuable insights into the characteristics of the participants. The subsequent sections delve into the detailed analysis and interpretation of the collected data, shedding light on the extent of community participation, social effects, and economic effects in public project implementation. Through an in-depth examination of the findings, this chapter aims to unravel the impact of community participation on project outcomes, addressing the research questions posed in earlier chapters.
4.2     Social Demographic Characteristics of Respondents
This section presents the demographic characteristics of respondents. Characteristics, which were analysed, include gender, age, educational level, and years of participation. Table 4.1 illustrates the findings.
Table 4.1: Demographics Summary

	Variable 
	Category 
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Gender 
	Male
	65
	65.0

	
	Female
	35
	35.0

	
	
	
	

	Age
	18-30
	33
	33.0

	
	31-45
	29
	29.0

	
	46-60
	29
	29.0

	
	Above 60
	9
	9.0

	
	
	
	

	Education level
	Primary
	14
	14.0

	
	Secondary
	63
	63.0

	
	College/Institute/University
	12
	12.0

	
	Never been to school
	11
	11.0

	
	
	
	

	Years of participation
	Less than 3 years
	16
	16.0

	
	Between 4-6 years
	50
	50.0

	
	More than 6 years
	34
	34.0


Source: Field data, (2021)
4.2.1   Gender 

The study examined gender of the respondents as indicated in Table 4.1. Findings reveal that, majority 65(65%) of the participants out of 100 participants were males whereas 35(35%) were females.
4.2.2   Age of the Respondents

Table 4.1 indicate that, majority of the respondents 33(33%) out of 100 participants were aged youth aged 18-30 years. it was also found that, 58(58%) of the respondents from the same total were aged 31-60 years old, and few 9(9%) were above 60 years old.
4.2.3   Level of Education

Respondents were asked to indicate their level of education. The findings in Table 4.1 indicated that most of the respondents attained secondary education, 63(63%), followed by primary 14(14%) and university 12 (12%), and only 11(11%) had no education.

4.4.4   Years of Experience

Respondents were asked to indicate their years of participation in the project area. The findings indicated that majority of the respondents have between 4 to 6 years (50%), followed by those who have less than 3 years (16%), and 34% had more than 6 years of experience, as indicated in Table 4.1. 

4.5     Extent of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation in Temeke Municipal
This objective was analysed using descriptive statistics. An extent at which respondents participate in the project was assessed based on the types of community participation. In this case, seven types of participation were considered namely passive participation, participation in information giving, participation by consultation, participation for material incentives, functional participation, interactive participation, and self-mobilisation. Table 4.2 depicts the findings.
Table 4.2: Extent of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
	Variable 
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Passive participation
	17
	17.0

	Participation in information giving
	15
	15.0

	Participation by consultation
	18
	18.0

	Participation for material incentives
	12
	12.0

	Functional participation
	10
	10.0

	Interactive participation
	12
	12.0

	Self-mobilisation
	16
	16.0

	Total
	100
	100.0


4.5.1  Passive participation 
In order for people to participate, the administration makes a unilateral declaration of what is going to happen or has already occurred. Table 4,2 indicates that, 17(17%) out of 100 respondents agreed to participate passively in project implementation in the study area.
4.5.2  Participation in information giving

Participation in information giving, people answer questions provided by extractive researchers using questionnaire surveys or similar ways, but they have no say in the outcome. Based on Table 4.2, 15(15%) of the respondents out of 100 participants agreed to participate in information giving in project implementation.

4.5.3   Participation by Consultation

External persons listen to views and may alter them in light of people's reactions, but they do not include them in decision-making. People take part by being consulted. As indicated in Table 4.2, 18(18%) of the respondents out of 100 participants agreed to participate in project implementation through consultation.
4.5.4   Participation for Material Incentives
When people participate, they do so in exchange for something of value, like food or money, but they have no reason to continue doing so when the incentives expire. As shown in Table 4.2, 12(12%) of the respondents out of 100 participants agreed to participate in project implementation for material incentives.
4.5.5   Functional Participation

After significant decisions have been taken, people contribute by establishing groups to accomplish predetermined goals connected to the project. Table 4.2 indicates that, 10(10%) of the participants out of the 100 respondents had an opportunity in functional participation on project implementation.
4.5.6   Interactive Participation
People participate in collaborative analysis, the preparation of action plans, and the building of community organizations. Results in Table 4.2 reveal that, 12(12%) of the participants out 100 participants agreed to take part in interactive participation during project implementation in the study area.
4.5.7   Self-mobilisation
People take part in systemic change by taking action on their own, without the assistance of external institutions. They establish links with external organisations to obtain the resources and technical expertise they require, but maintain control over how resources are used. As shown in Table 4.2, 16(16%) of the respondents agreed to participate in project implementation through self-mobilisation.
4.6     Economic effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation in Temeke Municipal

Descriptive statistics were also employed to examine economic effect influenced by community participation in public project implementation. Economic effect was examined in terms of resource mobilization, distribution of benefits, and service access in the study area. Table 4.3 depicts the findings.
Table 4.3:  Economic effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
	Variable 
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Resource mobilisation
	30
	30.0

	Equitable distribution of benefits
	37
	37.0

	Improved service access
	33
	33.0

	Total
	100
	100.0


4.6.1   Resource Mobilization
A community ability to secure new and more resources is known as resource mobilisation. Making the most of available resources is also a part of this approach. Based on Table 4.3, 30(30%) of the respondents out of 100 participants supported the fact; resource mobilization is one of the economic effects brought by community participation.
4.6.2   Equitable Distribution of Benefits
This refers to the basic services that address the community's most pressing physical issues must be available to everyone regardless of their age, gender, race, ethnicity, or socioeconomic status. Table 4.3 indicates that, 37(37%) of the respondents out of 100 participants suggested that, community participation influenced equitable distribution of benefits in the study area.
4.6.3  Improved Service Access
Community participation increases the number of people who can use services and improving the effectiveness of those services (including primary care, social services and health care services). Table 4.3 illustrates that, 33(33%) of the respondents out of 100 participants suggested that, community participation has an influence on improved services access in the study area.
4.6.4   Social effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation in Temeke Municipal

This objective was analysed using descriptive statistics. Five social effects were considered in the analysis including; healthy representative democracy, promotion of decision making, open exchange of information, collaborative problem solving, and creation of local networks of community members, as shown in Table 4.4. 
Table 4.4: Social effect of Community Participation
	Variable 
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Healthy representative democracy
	21
	21.0

	Promotion of decision making
	18
	18.0

	Open exchange of information
	20
	20.0

	Collaborative problem solving
	20
	20.0

	Creation of local networks of community members.
	21
	21.0

	Total
	100
	100.0


4.6.5   Healthy Representative Democracy
In order to maintain a functioning democracy, it is critical for citizens to participate. Restoring public confidence and legitimacy to all levels of government can be accomplished in part by involving citizens in choices that have a direct impact on their daily lives. Results in Table 4.4 illustrates that, 21(21%) of the respondents out of 100 participants supported the fact that, community participation influenced healthy democracy in the study area.
4.6.6  Promotion of Decision Making
Decision-making in a community is guided by a set of fundamental beliefs and values. Findings in Table 4.4 indicate that, 18(18%) of the respondents out 100 respondents agreed that community participation promoted decision making in project implementation.
4.6.7  Open Exchange of Information
Participation programmes that have been well designed foster an open exchange of information and ideas as well as clarity about the social goals to be reached. Table 4.4 depicts that, 20(20%) of the participants supported the notion that, community participation in project implementation influenced open exchange of information.
4.6.8  Collaborative Problem Solving
Because participants are aware of the options available as well as any resource or other limits that must be considered, collaborative issue solving can be completed with less confrontation and fewer roadblocks. Results in Table 4.4 show that, 20(20%) of participants out of 100 respondents agrees community participation enhance collaborative problem solving.
4.6.9  Creation of Local Networks of Community Members
If a community's goals can be communicated to as many individuals as possible, it is more likely to succeed in achieving them. As shown in Table 4.4, 21(21%) of the participants out of 100 respondents agreed that, participation in project implementation influences local networks of community members in the study area.
4.7     Relationship between Dependent and Independent Variables
Multiple linear regression was used to analyse relationship of the variables. Three independent variables were involved in the analysis namely extent of community participation, economic effect, and social effect. Whereas, project implementation status was used as dependent variable. Before the analysis, assumptions of multiple regressions were tested.
4.7.1   Assumptions of Multiple Regression
4.7.2   Linearity Assumption

This assumption was tested using Pearson correlation as indicated in Table 4.5. Results indicate that, project implementation had no significant correlation, r(100)=.18, p =.08, with community participation level. However, project implementation showed significant correlation with economic effect, r(100) =.23, p <.05, and social effects, r(100) =.86, p <.000.
Table 4.5:  Linearity Test

	
	Community Participation Level
	Economic Effect
	Social Effect
	Project Implementation Status

	Community Participation Level
	Pearson Correlation
	1
	
	
	

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	
	
	
	

	
	N
	100
	
	
	

	Economic Effect
	Pearson Correlation
	.310**
	1
	
	

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.002
	
	
	

	
	N
	100
	100
	
	

	Social Effect
	Pearson Correlation
	.233*
	.159
	1
	

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.019
	.115
	
	

	
	N
	100
	100
	100
	

	Project Implementation
	Pearson Correlation
	.177
	.265**
	.864**
	1

	
	Sig. (2-tailed)
	.077
	.008
	.000
	

	
	N
	100
	100
	100
	100


4.7.4   Normality Assumption
The assumption was tested using Skewness and Kurtosis. Table 4.6 demonstrates that, all variables were normally distributed, since skewness and kurtosis coefficients were in range of ± 2.98.
Table 4.6: Normality Assumption

	Variable
	N
	Skewness
	Kurtosis

	
	Statistic
	Statistic
	Std. Error
	Statistic
	Std. Error

	Community Participation Status
	100
	-.482
	.241
	-.962
	.478

	Economic Effect
	100
	-.595
	.241
	-.974
	.478

	Social Effect
	100
	.638
	.241
	-.787
	.478


4.7.5  Homoscedasticity Assumption
This assumption was tested by plotting standardized residuals against dependent variable. It was found that, residuals were scattered around the horizontal line of the scatterplot, which indicate homoscedasticity. Figure 4.1 demonstrates the findings.
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Figure 4.1: Homoscedasticity Test

4.7.6  Autocorrelation Assumption 

Durbin-Watson was employed to examine autocorrelations among variables. It was found that, Durbin -Watson (DW= 1.3) indicating that, there was low autocorrelation among independent variables. Results are depicted in Table 4.7.
Table 4.7: Autocorrelation test

	Model
	R
	R Square
	Adjusted R Square
	Std. Error 
	Durbin-Watson

	1
	.876
	.767
	.760
	.90650
	1.304


4.7.7  Multicollinearity Assumption
Multicollinearity assumption was examined using Tolerance Rate and Variance Inflation Factor (VIF). Table 4.8 demonstrates that, all variables had high tolerance rate (>.8) and low VIF (< =.1), which implies that, there is no multicollinearity in the variables.
Table 4.8: Multicollinearity Assumption

	Model
	Collinearity Statistics

	
	Tolerance
	VIF

	
	(Constant)
	
	

	
	Community Participation Status
	.869
	1.151

	
	Economic Effect
	.896
	1.116

	
	Social Effect
	.937
	1.067


4.7.8  Multiple Linear Regression Analysis
After successful completion of the assumptions, multiple linear regression analysis was conducted. As illustrated in Table 4.9, the regression model was statistically significant (p <.000). It was also found that, R Square =.767, which indicates that, independent variables explain 76.7% of the model variations. In other words, community participation level, economic, and social effects explain 76.7% of the project implementation.
Table 4.9: Regression Model Summary

	Model
	R
	R Square
	Adjusted R Square
	Std. Error
	Sig.

	1
	.876a
	.767
	.760
	.90650
	.000


Based on the unstandardized coefficients, results in Table 4.8 show that, community participation, social effect, and economic effect were all significant predictors (p <.05) of the regression model. One unit increase in community participation level was found to explain 0.1 increase in project implementation. One unit increase in economic and social effect explains 0.1 and 0.8 of the project implementations respectively. Table 4.10 illustrates the findings.
Table 4.10: Regression Coefficients Summary

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficients
	Standardized Coefficients
	t
	Sig.

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	
	(Constant)
	.396
	.296
	
	1.341
	.183

	
	Community Participation Status
	.064
	.049
	-.069
	-1.305
	.015

	
	Economic Effect
	.137
	.047
	.150
	2.886
	.005

	
	Social Effect
	.805
	.048
	.856
	16.818
	.000


 Based on the regression coefficients, the regression model equation was developed as follows;
Y= β0 + β1X1 + β2X2+ β3X3 + e 

Y = 0.4 + 0.1X1 + 0.14X2 + 0.8X3
Where;
Y = Project implementation

X1 = Community participation level
X2 = Economic effects

X3 = Social effects

CHAPTER FIVE
DISCUSSION OF THE FINDINGS

5.1     Chapter Overview

This chapter presents discussion of the findings. This chapter offers insights into the factors influencing community participation in project implementation. The discussion critically reflects on the alignment between the findings and the research questions.
5.2     Extent of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
The findings of the study reveal several key insights regarding community participation in project implementation. Firstly, a low percentage of respondents participated in project implementation through various forms of participation, such as passive participation, information giving, consultation, and material incentives. These findings align with existing literature, specifically Mbui's (2018) research, which highlighted the negative impact of limited community participation on project efficiency and effectiveness. The lack of clear communication channels, limited community input in decision-making processes, and low motivation to participate through incentives indicate the need for stronger community engagement strategies.
Furthermore, the study establishes a significant and positive relationship between community participation and project implementation. This finding supports the research conducted by Hussain et al. (2022), emphasizing the critical role of community involvement from the project's inception for its success. To address this, it is imperative to enhance communication channels, encourage active community participation in decision-making processes, and provide meaningful incentives that align with community needs and motivations.
The low percentage of respondents participating in project implementation through passive participation, information giving, consultation, and material incentives reflects a lack of active community engagement. This corresponds with the findings of Aina and Ojokuku (2016), who observed similar patterns of limited community involvement in project decision-making processes. Their research emphasized the need for participatory approaches that encourage community input and ownership, leading to improved project outcomes.
Additionally, the study's identification of a significant and positive relationship between community participation and project implementation resonates with the work of Sarker and Alam (2020). Their study explored the impact of community participation on project success in the context of infrastructure development. The findings indicated that projects with higher levels of community involvement demonstrated improved performance and outcomes. These findings further validate the importance of community participation in ensuring successful project implementation.
Moreover, the research findings align with the principles of sustainable development and community-driven development advocated by international organizations such as the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and the World Bank. These organizations highlight the role of community participation in promoting sustainable development and empowering local communities to actively engage in decision-making processes.
5.3     Economic effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
In regards to the findings, moderate number 30% of the respondents suggested that, resource mobilisation influences success of project implementation. This implies that, when people work together, they are better able to communicate and comprehend one another. Future violence and proper mobilization of resources may be avoided if people are aware of what the government, community leaders, and non-profit organisations can and cannot do. 37% of the respondents agreed equitable distribution of benefits has economic effect on project implementation. It implies that, to develop and foster a sense of community among persons of various origins, it is possible for groups that feel marginalised to obtain more influence over their lives and communities. It is not uncommon for folks from different corners of town to discover they have a lot in common when working together. 30% of the respondents suggested that, improved services influenced project implementation economically. This gives an implication that, service improvements can either be considered an intervention in and of themselves or they can serve as the foundation for a broader movement toward community transformation. However, community participation revealed to have significant (p <.000) positive economic effect on project implementation.
Findings were in harmony with several studies, for instance, Singh and Dahiru (2018) found that, for successful participation in community development projects, people must be actively mobilised. This strategy allows community members to be informed of all development efforts taking place in their community or neighbourhood group. Marpaung and Damanik (2018) also suggest that, there is a correlation between community involvement and the efficiency with which public development projects are implemented.
5.4     Social effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
Analysis of the findings suggest that, 21% of the respondents agreed that, community participation influences healthy representative democracy. This implies that, regardless low participation level of community; there is an indication of promotion of healthy representative democracy. 18% of the respondents suggested that, community participation promoted decision making in project implementation. It implies that, low involvement of community members in project implementation affects decision making process since perspectives of the community are not considered. Similarly, low participation of community in project was found to affect open exchange of information, collaborative problem solving, and creation of local networks in the community. On the other hand, regression results indicated that, community participation has significant positive effect (p <.000) on project implementation. 
Present findings align with Hsu, Wang, and Chih (2018) on the notion that, community involvement has positive impact on public projects, sense of self and ability to form meaningful connections when working on these issues together. In reality, meaningful community engagement necessitates the strengthening and preservation of these characteristics. Silverman (2022) stresses that, since public projects are implemented and allocated locally, community participation is essential to improve the overall fiscal health and stability for local projects implementation.
CHAPTER SIX
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

6.1     Chapter Overview  

This concluding chapter brings together the key findings of the study and presents a conclusion. It provides a synthesis of the research outcomes, drawing insights from the analysis of the data and discussions in previous chapters. The chapter not only summarizes the main findings but also offers practical recommendations for improving community participation in project implementation.
6.2     Conclusions  
6.2.1   Extent of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
The study findings indicate a low level of community participation in various forms, such as passive participation, information giving, consultation, and material incentives. This suggests a need for stronger community engagement strategies, including clear communication channels and increased community input in decision-making processes. The positive relationship between community participation and project implementation reinforces the critical role of community involvement in achieving successful outcomes. Community participation is perceived to be an essential component in implementing development projects since people's needs are addressed best through participation. It is a central element of projects since local people are in full control and ownership of the projects. Therefore, community participation should be seen as an evolutionary process in which activities at the project level can create the conditions for an increased popular participation in development programs at the local, regional, or national.
6.2.2  Economic effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
The study reveals that resource mobilization; equitable distribution of benefits, and improved services has significant economic effects on project implementation. These factors contribute to better communication, conflict prevention, community empowerment, and overall economic development. The findings underscore the importance of actively mobilizing community members and ensuring their involvement in project decision-making processes for efficient implementation.
In regards to the findings, community participation has significant powerful effect on public project implementation. Community participation contributes an approximate 77% of the improvement in project implementation. Besides, effective participation affects social and economic aspects positively.
6.2.3  Social effect of Community Participation in Public Project Implementation
The study affirms that, community participation influences positive social fabrication in terms of decision-making, problem solving, democracy, creation of local networks, and exchange of information in the study area. It also entices economic settings such as mobilization of resources, services access, and equitable of distribution of benefits. Community participation positively influences healthy representative democracy, decision-making processes, open exchange of information, collaborative problem-solving, and the creation of local networks. These social effects highlight the value of community engagement in fostering a sense of community, strengthening democratic processes, and facilitating effective project implementation.
6.3     Recommendations of the Study
Basing on the study findings, this study provides the following recommendations to different levels especially policy makers and stakeholders. 
It is imperative that the local government and project managers at all levels work together to help the community overcome the key obstacles that prevent successful community participation in project implementation. Clear and effective communication channels should be established to disseminate project information and engage the community. This can include regular community meetings, newsletters, online platforms, and social media to ensure active participation and involvement.
The introduction of the initiative aiming at promoting a high level of community awareness and education. The goal is to regularly remind community members of their responsibilities in project implementation and devise tactics for them to fulfill those responsibilities. Conduct awareness campaigns and educational programs to increase community understanding of the importance and benefits of participating in public projects. This can help dispel misconceptions, build trust, and encourage community members to actively engage in project planning and implementation.
By encouraging community members to actively contribute resources, such as labor, materials, or funds, to project implementation. This can foster a sense of ownership and responsibility, ensuring sustainable project outcomes. Participatory processes should be strengthened through inclusive and participatory approaches that encourage community members to actively participate in project decision-making. This promotes social cohesion, and strengthen democratic practices.
6.4     Area for Further Studies
This study was conducted to assess community participation on project implementation in Temeke municipal council. Further studies may be conducted in other districts (Ilala and Kinondoni) of the Dar es Salaam region to investigate the extent of the similar problem.
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APPENDICES
Appendix I: Questionnaires
Dear respondent, I am a student at the Open University of Tanzania pursuing a Master of Project
Management. I am carrying out research to assess the role of community participation in public project implementation and I hereby request for your cooperation to enable me successfully carry out this study. The information gathered is meant for this study and will be treated with utmost confidentiality. Thanking you in advance.
PART A: Demographic characteristics of respondents

1. Age 

1.  18-30
2. 31-45
3. 46-60
4. Above 60
2. Sex.  
1. Male _____
2 Female _____ 

3. What is your highest level of education? 

1. Form 4/6 ___ 
2. College/ technical school/ university ___ 
3. Never been at school ___

4. Primary education___

Years of participation

1. Less than 3 years
2. Between 4-6 years
3. More than 6 years
PART B: PROJECT COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

1. Have you participated in any public opinion or consultation processes in your community? [  ] Yes [  ] No 

2. If yes, please check all that apply. [ ] written letters [ ] opinion surveys [ ] public hearings [ ] telephone solicitations [ ] 

3. Over the past 5 years, have you attended any resource planning meetings in your community? [   ] Yes [   ] No

4. Over that past 5 years, have you been actively involved in any resource planning processes in your community? [  ] Yes [  ] No

5.  Do you feel that resource planning processes should involve members of the general public? [ ] Yes [ ] No comments [  ]

6. Do you feel that the opinions of the community are presently being heard in resource planning processes? [  ] Yes [  ] No comments [  ]

7. Do you feel that decision-makers generally value public input in resource planning processes? [  ] Yes [   ] No comments [  ] 

8. Did you feel you involvement was rewarding? [  ] Yes [  ] No

9. Do you think the general public was involved or represented in the planning process? [ ] Yes [  ] No

10. How would you characterize your community’s economy over the PAST 5 years? Improving Greatly _______ Improving _______ Unchanged _______ Declining _______ Declining Greatly _______ Don’t Know __

11. Have you offered voluntary your skills and time during the implementation of any Projects around your area? (i) Yes [ ] (ii) No [ ]

12. During the project implementation, has there been, in the best of your knowledge, any formal meeting held by the project implementation team, to give an update of the progress of the project? Yes [  ] (ii) No [  ]

13. In general, what is the level of participation by your community in key monitoring activities (e.g. numbers attending project site meeting, progress review meetings, etc)? (i) High [  ] (ii) Moderate [  ] (iii) Low [  ] (iv) No participation [  ]

14. Are you aware of the initial objectives (purpose) of most of the projects (i) Yes [ ] (ii) No [ ]

15. At which project stage did you participate?  (i)Identification ( ) =1 (ii) Planning ( ) =2 (iii) Implementation ( ) =3 (iv) Monitoring and evaluation ( ) =4 (v) All four stages ( ) =5
16. Do you know that currently the Government of Tanzania is emphasizing the participation of community in implementation of poverty reduction projects or activities?
(i) Yes ( ) =1 (ii) No ( ) =2.

SECTION C

What is your level of agreement with the following statement on community participation level on project implementation? Use a scale of 1-5 where 5 = strongly agree and 5 = strongly disagree.

	
	Statement 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	
	 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION level 

	1
	I have already participated in any public opinion or consultation processes in my community
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	I used the following to participate in public opinion or consultation processes in my community: written letters, opinion surveys, public hearings and telephone solicitations 
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Over the past 5 years, I have attended resource planning meetings in my community
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Over that past 5 years, I have been actively involved in  resource planning processes in my community
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	I feel that resource planning processes should involve members of the general public
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	I feel that the opinions of the community are presently being heard in resource planning processes
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	I feel that decision-makers generally value public input in resource planning processes
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Passive participation
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Participation in information giving
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Participation by consultation
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Participation for material incentives
	
	
	
	
	

	12
	Functional participation
	
	
	
	
	

	13
	Interactive participation
	
	
	
	
	

	14
	Self-mobilisation
	
	
	
	
	

	15
	Community participation is important in social economic development and project implementation
	
	
	
	
	

	
	SOCIAL EFFECTS

	16
	Healthy representative democracy
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Promotion of decision making
	
	
	
	
	

	17
	Open exchange of information
	
	
	
	
	

	18
	Collaborative problem solving
	
	
	
	
	

	19
	Creation of local networks of community members.
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	
	
	
	
	
	

	21
	
	
	
	
	
	

	22
	
	
	
	
	
	

	23
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	ECONOMIC EFFECTS

	24
	Community participation improves the economic wellbeing of members
	
	
	
	
	

	25
	Community participation provides employment to community members
	
	
	
	
	

	26
	Community participation improves disposable income
	
	
	
	
	

	27
	Resource mobilisation
	
	
	
	
	

	27
	Equitable distribution of benefits
	
	
	
	
	

	27
	Improved service access
	
	
	
	
	


THANK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING
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RE: RESEARCH CLEARANCE 



The Open University of Tanzania was established by an act of Parliament No.17 of 1992, which 
become operational on the 1st March 1993 by public notice No. 55 in the official Gazette. The Act 
was however replaced by the Open University of Tanzania Charter of 2005, which became 
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generate and apply knowledge through research. 
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the impact of force account on the performance of projects in Tanzania: A case study of Dar 
es Salaam City Council.” She will collect her data in your Council between 1st to 17th 
September, 2021. 
 
In case you need any further information, kindly do not hesitate to contact the Deputy Vice 
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THE OP EN  U N I V ER SI TY  OF  TA N Z A N I A   DIREC T O R A T E   O F   P OSTG R A D UA T E   STUD I E S             REF: PG201985724                                                                                  26 th   A ugu st , 2021   City Director,  Dar es Salaam City Counci l ,             P.O.BOX 20950,  DAR ES SALAAM   RE: RESEARCH CLEAR A N C E   The Open University of  T a nz ani a  w as   es t ab l i s hed  by   an  ac t   o f   Par l i am ent   N o.17   of   199 2,  w hi ch   become operational on the  1 st   Ma r ch 1993 by  publ i c n ot i ce  N o. 55 i n  t he of f i ci al   G az et t e.  T he Ac t   was however replaced by   t he   O pen  U n i v er si t y   of   T anz an i a  C h ar t er   of   2005 ,  w hi ch   bec am e   operational on 1st January   2007.  I n  l i ne  w i t h  t he  C har t er ,  t he  O pen  U n i v er si t y   m i ss i on   i s  t o   generate and apply knowledg e t hr oug h r e se a r ch.    To facilitate and to simplif y   r es ea r ch  p r oc es s  t he r e f or e,  t h e  a c t   em pow er s   t h e  V i ce   C han ce l l o r   of   the Open University of T a nz ani a  t o  i s sue   r es ea r ch  c l ea r a nce ,  o n  beh al f   of   t he  G ov er nm ent   of   Tanzania and Tanzania Com m i ss i on  f or   S ci e nce   a nd  T e chno l og y ,  t o  bot h  i t s   s t a f f   and  st ud ent s   who are doing research  i n  T anz an i a.  W i t h  t hi s  br i e f   b ac k g r ound,  t he  pur p ose   o f   t hi s  l et t er   i s  t o   introduce to you Ms. Tunu ki w a  K .  K av ana,  R eg  N o :   P g 201 9 85724 ,   pu r s u i ng   M as t e r   of   Pro j e ct   Management (MPM). We  her e by   g r an t   t h i s   cl ea r anc e  t o  co nduc t   a   r e se a r ch   t i t l ed   “ E val ua t i on  o f   the impact of force accou nt on t h e per f or m anc e   o f   proj e ct s   i n T anz ania :  A  c ase  s t ud y o f  D a r   es Salaam City Council . ”   Sh e  w i l l   col l ec t   he r   d at a  i n  y our   C ounci l   be t w ee n  1 st   t o  17 th   September, 2021.   In case you need any fur t her   i n f or m at i on,  k i ndl y   do  not   hes i t a t e  t o  con t a c t   t h e  D eput y   V i c e   Chancellor (Academic) of   t he  O p en  U ni v er si t y   of   T a nz ani a,  P.O .B O X   2340 9,  D ar   es   Sa l aa m .  Tel: 022-2-2668820. We  l as t l y   t h ank   y ou  i n  adv anc e  f or   y our   as sum ed  coope r at i on  a n d   facilitation of this research  ac ade m i c a ct i v i t y .    Yours Sincerely, 

 

Prof. Magreth Bushesha 
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	OFISI YA RAIS

TAWALA ZA MIKOA NA SERIKALI ZA MITAA

HALMASHAURI YA JIJI LA DAR ES SALAAM
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Tarehe: 03/9/2021


Makamo Mkuu wa Chuo

Chuo Kikuu Huria Cha Tanzania

S.L.P 23409

DAR ES SALAAM
Yah: RUHUSA YA NDUGU HAJJI SULEIMAN MOHAMED YA KUFANYA UTAFITI 
2. Tafadhali rejea somo tajwa hapo juu
Halmashauri ya Jiji la Dar es Salaam imemruhusu ndugu Hajji Suleiman Mohamed kutoka Chuo Kikuu Huria cha Tanzania kufanya utafiti kwenye Mkoa wa Dar es Salaam kuanzia tarehe 03/09/2021 hadi 03/10/2021.

3.  Hivyo amepokelewa na kumpa ushirikiano kulingana na mahitaji yake

4.   Nakutakia kazi njema.
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           -  Ndugu Haji Suleiman Mohamed
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