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ABSTRACT

This study assessed the relationship between factors for Community-Based Projects (CBPs) sustainability and community development in Mufindi District. Specifically, the study focused on identifying socio-economic factors for CBPs sustainability at Mufindi District; examined local community’s perception on CBPs in contributing to socio-economic development at Mufindi District and lastly, it assessed the relationship between the CBPs’ sustainability and the socio-economic development at Mufindi District. The study employed questionnaire and interviews for data collection. The study found that 74% of local community claimed to have accessed socioeconomic benefits such water supply, power, part-time jobs, beekeeping operations, and forest plantation projects; 50.6% of local community members had a good perspective of their informed responsibilities in Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Projects (KCCMP) and that both levels of project specialists have the same opinions about how aware locals are of their roles in the project. Furthermore, the study revealed that poor involvement of local community during planning and monitoring and evaluation phases are the main reasons for lack of sustainability of the efforts initiated by the projects. The study concludes that CBPs are more likely to be sustainable when there is a prior involvement of local community during planning that will put into account the locally-initiated projects as alternative sources of income instead of imposing a full-packaged project for implementation.
Keywords: Community-Based Projects, Sustainability and Community Development
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1      Overview

This chapter covers the research background, statement of the problem, objectives of the study, research questions, significance of the study, limitation of the study and finally organization of the study proposal.
1.2
Background to the Problem

The Community Based Projects (CBPs) are the efforts deliberated for intervention of common problems with the core goal of improving the development of local communities (Mrangu, 2018). Different projects are implemented every year carrying varied objectives and from different sectors, such as health, environment, poverty reduction, climate change, economic infrastructure development, human rights, civil education etc. 
These projects provide hope to communities in need such as of countryside areas where majority of population in developing countries reside (Oino, 2015; Mrangu, 2018).  Project sustainability means the ability of a project to generate benefits and maintain such benefits, services and operations during and after its projected lifetime (UN, 2002; Langran, 2002; Mwangi, 2014). Efforts to develop a sustainable project should be integrated from the onset of project design (Sneddon, 2000; Mwangi, 2014). 
These efforts may be dissected into various dimensions including “institutional stability, continuous flow of benefits, equitable distribution and sharing of project benefits, active community participation, continued operation and maintenance of project structure and maintenance of environmental stability,” (Mwangi, 2014). Panda (2007) and Mwangi (2014) are of the opinion that the aspect of sustainability of projects along the development circles has not been successful especially after the funding phase out. Communities do not show a sense of participation or care on the project after the funding phases out (Khwanja, 2003; Panda, 2007; Mwangi, 2014); this might be because the project impacts do not correlate with the socio-economic development of the local community; of course, as the question under this study.
Community development is not a creation of modern times; it is as old as mankind when the family was the central focus of any activity. Community development is an age long movement that has been in practice in various communities even before the advent of colonialism. Before colonization, leadership was rooted in the culture and tradition of various people and decision-making was part and parcel of rural development. Rural development has always been equated to community development from time immemorial to date, and the two words have been used interchangeably. 

Chukwuezi (2000) and Cavaye (2000), had lent their support when they wrote that all rural development is equally community development. This assisted largely in mobilization of people for developmental activities. Community development is a people-oriented development and a catalyst for sustainable development. Community development is a strategy or approach for improvement that is directed towards a specific field of socio-economic development requiring action on the part of the people to improve their condition of living, whether social, economic or cultural. Its effect in the field of social development is socially conditioned, since it brings about awareness and the improvement of relationships between individuals, groups, communities and organizations to ensure a sustained development. 
In this light, socio-economic development may be seen as a search for community, mutual aid, economic opportunities, social support and human liberation in an alienating, oppressive, competitive and individualistic society. In its more pragmatic institutional sense, it may be viewed as a means for mobilizing communities to join state or institutional initiatives that are aimed at alleviating poverty, solving social problems, strengthening families, fostering democracy and achieving modernization (Campfens cited in Ohiani, 2006).
In Tanzania, lack of sustainability in CBPs is associated with poor community perception, awareness and participation, socio-economic factors such as lack or insufficient funding for operation, inadequate technical personnel at the project level etc. (Kayanga, 2015; Mrangu, 2018). The studies by many scholars have had much to do with CBPs sustainability but no any correlation is reported with the socio-economic development of local community. Likewise, most of such community-based projects have been reported to rarely endure beyond the donor funding. Some scholars (e.g. Gine and Perez-Foguet, 2008; Githinji, 2009; Fabietti and Giovannoni, 2014; Kayaga, 2015; Mrangu, 2018) have made their studies on sustainability of community-based projects with little attention paid on the correlation between factors for sustainability and community development. 
The KCCMP, the project of focus for this study, was established to preserve and manage the unique ecosystem of the Kihansi catchment for sustainability of its biodiversity including the endemic Kihansi Spray Toads (WB, 2020). The project implementation established a number of subprojects that would be alternative sources of income for local people in order that they would avoid unsustainable practices around the Kihansi catchment (WB, 2013). This is because sustainability of the catchment was linked with the improvement of the local community socio-economic welfare. Nonetheless, few is yet known on the sustainability of the established initiatives and their impacts to the socio-economic welfare of local community. 
Therefore, the main question posted by this study was: to what extent does the sustainability factors correlate with the local community development? To address this research question, this study endeavored to identify factors for CBPs sustainability and understand how they relate with social, technological and economic development in local communities. That is, if sustainability should be a constant question in every CBP undertaken anywhere, how relevant are they to the local community development during and after implementation? This is the question that this study attempted.
1.3
Statement of the Problem
Mrangu (2018) argued that CBPs are mostly designed to be sustainable and deliver desired impacts to the community. Fabietti and Giovannoni (2014), estimated that about 40% of many new projects phase out immediately after the termination of initial fund. Persoon (2016) and Mrangu (2018) are raising doubts on the sustainability of CBPs conducted in rural areas. Among the factors said to affect sustainability are: political transition (Adam, 2015), socio-economic factors, lack of community participation (Harvey and Reed, 2007; Tifow, 2013), projects technical and innovation capacities and community technological competencies (Jones and Brandis, 2008; Persoon, 2016).  Contrary to CBPs in developing countries, UNHCR (2016) reported that CBPs in developed countries are likely to be sustainable because they have well developed systems of project monitoring and implementation. In developing countries like Tanzania, while local communities pay due price in CBPs conducted in their areas (Kayanga, 2015; Mrangu, 2018), it is most likely that many projects decline without putting permanent impacts on their communal development (Mazibuko, 2007; DeMiglio and Williams, 2013). That is why such projects lose their human resources soon after their initial funding runs out. 
Furthermore, there is the question of community participation from project planning to implementation in many CBPs (Mrangu, 2018), which is mostly associated with their failure.  However, little attention is paid in relating the project goals with tangible community common development in parallel to the pre-planned project goals. Despite the funds raised from different stakeholders and a lot of efforts employed to implement the CBPs, there are yet no consistent impacts sustained after the phase out of most of these (Hibbard and Tang, 2004; Kayanga, 2015; Mrangu, 2018). The study covered this gap by analyzing how CBPs are planned and implemented, whether or not with a mind beyond just community participation in order to generate empirical knowledge and identify the aspects which show whether the whole project operations go hand in hand with tangible community development or not. 
1.4
General Objective of the Study

The general objective of this study is to assess the relationship between factors for CBPs sustainability and community development in Mufindi District. 

1.4.1
Specific Objective

(i) To identify the socio-economic factors for CBPs sustainability at Mufindi District

(ii) To examine the local community’s perception on CBPs in contributing to their socio-economic development at Mufindi District

(iii) To assess the relationship between the CBPs’ sustainability and the socio-economic development at Mufindi District.
1.5
Significance of the Study
This study sought to assess the consideration of CBPs sustainability in the spectacles of the local community development aspects in their designs and implementation at Mufindi District and the evidence thereof on the ground. This forms an understanding of specific characteristics of such a researchable question as a case study that has significantly been used in other areas to understand the same cases. 
The findings of the study are also useful in the decision making and formulation of evidence-based policies to; policy makers, practitioners, planners and the community as through it, they will be able to understand well the attitude from which CBPs should carry to the local community. Furthermore, the findings contribute more to the bulk of knowledge especially by updating already available information since the study includes current statistics, which are unavailable in other studies.
1.6
Organization of the Dissertation
This thesis is divided into five chapters each of which is subdivided into sections and sub sections. Chapter one covers the introduction and presents the background to the problem, statement of the problem, objectives of the study, research questions, and significance of the study. Chapter two covers the conceptual definitions, theoretical grounding, empirical analysis, and synthesis of the research gap, conceptual framework, theoretical framework and statement of hypothesis. Chapter three presents the research methodology; in particular, it describes the survey population, geographical description of the study area, sampling procedures, variables and measurement procedures and data collection approaches used in the study. Chapter four presents analysis of study findings. In Chapter five, conclusions are drawn and recommendations are made on correlation between factors for sustainability of CBPs and community development. Each chapter is provided with chapter summary to give a glimpse of what they cover.
CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1
Overview

This chapter covers previous studies conducted relating to the main research question. It is organized into conceptual definitions, theories to the research problem and empirical reviews leading to the derivation of knowledge gaps existing in various studies. It also includes a conceptual framework, which shows correlation of CBPs sustainability and the local community development and finally a chapter summary.
2.2
Conceptual Definitions
2.2.1
Project Sustainability

The concept of sustainability became popular since the publication of the Brundtland Commission Report of 1987 (WCED, 1987; Musaana, 2018) in line with the overarching concept of "sustainable development" (Velten et. al., 2015). It came about in response to economic growth models that characterized development approaches (Costa and Noble, 1999; Meadows et al., 1972; Pirages, 1977; Dragulanescu and Dragulanescu, 2013). The World Commission on Environment and Development (1987) defines sustainability as ‘forms of progress that meet the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their needs’. 
Therefore, for the purpose of this study, CBPs sustainability refers to the ability of a project to continue benefiting the community after the donor withdraws support (Mwangi, 2014) or the capacity of a project to maintain an adequate level of benefit flows through its valued socio-economic life (World Bank, 1992; Khan, 2000; IFAD, 2002; (Kimani and Namusonge, 2016; Lungo et. al., 2017; Mrangu, 2018).
2.2.2
Community and Community Development
According to UNHCR (2008) community is referred as group of people that recognize itself or is recognized by outsiders as sharing common cultures, religion or other social features, background and interest that forms collective identity. For the purpose of this study, community may be the local people or partners in the concerned project.
Development is a process of human capacity increase that involves initiating new structures, coping with problems, adapting to continuous change, and striving purposefully and creatively to attain to new goals (Peet, 1999; Mensah, 2019), or is the general improvement of the lives of individuals and community at large (Mwangi, 2014; Musaana, 2018). Hence, community development in this study was taken to mean general improvement of the lives of individuals and community at large in social and economic spheres.
2.2.3
Community Based Projects (CBPs)
This refers to the initiatives designed for intervention of common problems while enhancing development in most communities (Oino, 2015; Ceptureanu et.al., 2018; Mrangu, 2018). With this in mind, different projects are formulated and implemented every year with different purposes such as ensuring clean water supply, improving community health, reducing poverty, promoting human rights and peace, managing natural resources, climate change adaptation and many more. 
Therefore, Community Based Projects (CBPs) are core initiatives for intervention of common problems while enhancing development in most communities.
2.2.4
Community social and economic development
Economic development is an organized intervention that gives communities better control over the conditions that affect their lives (Mwangi, 2014; Mensah, 2019).  It provides ways of facilitating and providing sustainable livelihoods in communities and in addition ensures a country’s economic growth. The Economic impacts of a project are effects on the level of economic activity in a given area, and therefore being crucial in the sustainability of projects (Oino et.al, 2015). For initiatives on community economic development to be successful and sustainable there should be community support and acceptability, community commitment and societal cohesion. 
According to Aras (2008), socioeconomic conditions and cultural beliefs contribute to a community’s sense of engagement in the health of women and children (Ceptureanu et.al., 2018). Changes to attitudes and behaviors are challenging to implement, incentivize, sustain, and measure. 
2.3
Theoretical Reviews
2.3.1
The Institutional Theory
The current study was anchored on institutional theory. The theory considers the processes by which structures including rules, norms, and routines, become established as authoritative guidelines for social behavior (Scott, 2004). According to this theory, local actors (i.e., organizations or national states) are seen as being affected by the institutions, which are built up in much wider environments (Meyer, 2007). Institutional theory in general, represents a powerful theoretical lens that explains sustainability of specific interventions such as community-based development projects and clarifies the relationships between community-based development projects and institutional arrangements, which are in place. It is one of these institutional approaches that recognize the importance of the context in which development interventions are embedded and help to understand the influence of various factors on their implementation. 
According to Lawrence and Shadnam (2008), institutional theory is a theoretical framework for analyzing social (particularly organizational) phenomena, which views the social world as significantly comprised of institutions – enduring rules, practices, and structures that set conditions for action. Lawrence and Shadnam (2008) observed further that institutions are fundamental in explaining the social world because they are built into the social order, and direct the flow of social life. 
Hence, institutions are constants that determine the rules of variation, and they are not everywhere and for everyone; rather, they are situated within specific social contexts and condition action within those contexts. Institutional theory is associated with the works of Meyer and Rowan (1977) who argue that, in modern societies, organizations are in a highly institutionalized context of various professions, policies, and programs, which serve as powerful myths. 
They establish that the formal organizational structure has a symbolic aspect in addition to its functional aspect, and this symbolic aspect is influential in both the decision to adopt a structure and in gaining legitimacy and better survival chances (Lawrence and Shadnam, 2008). Based on the seminal works including that of Meyer and Rowan (1977) in the area of organization theory and DiMaggio and Powell (1983) in the analysis of institutional processes, extensive work has been published under the banner of institutional theory, particularly in the area of organizational studies (Lawrence and Shadnam, 2008). 
Thereafter, institutional theory has been employed in many areas with a variety of methodological and epistemological approaches. Similarly, researchers using both quantitative and qualitative methods have employed institutional theory. As a result, institutional theory is understood as compatible with many different perspectives and research questions, and has no common set of constructs or methods (Lawrence and Shadnam, 2008). Nevertheless, according to Lawrence and Shadnam (2008), despite or perhaps because of its wide acceptance, institutional theory is associated with intense, unresolved debates around key constructs and issues. The meaning of the concept institution, for instance, is considered to be overly ambiguous as a result of lack of both theoretical and methodological elaboration on the process of institutionalization. 
Other researchers express their doubts as to whether or not phenomenology and ethno methodology can provide a useful micro-sociological foundation for institutional theory. Finally, there is a debate with respect to the intellectual boundaries of institutional theory, with some researchers arguing that institutional theory has expanded beyond its proper domain. Nonetheless, theorists have identified regulative, normative, and cognitive social systems as central elements of institutions (Scott, 2001). These elements act together in mutually reinforcing ways to contribute to the institutional context. 
Moreover, the theory is concerned with how various groups and organizations can better secure their positions and legitimacy by conforming to the rules and norms of the institutional environment (Scott, 2007) as well as with the behavior and effects of institutions and with the process through which institutions are established (Jackson, 2010). Hence, institutional theory is considered as a useful lens in analysing the behaviour of actors because of its ability to respond to empirical disparity, and as it shares the premise that action is largely organized by institutions (Barley and Tolbert, 1997). Institutional theory has been considered as critical in search for sustainable development (Edwards and Hulme, 1992) and sustainability whilst acknowledging that resources are also important (Bruton et al., 2010; Glover et al., 2014). 
Therefore, the framework of this study is based on institutional theory as it integrates a range of strategies designed to enhance the sustainability of community-based projects as per this study, including agricultural infrastructure interventions, drawing on regulative institutional supports (e.g., conservation guidelines and by-laws and their enforcement), normative institutional supports (e.g., community roles in CBPs), and cognitive parts (e.g., community perceptions and attitudes on CBPS).
2.3.2
Community Participation Theory
Wilcox (1994) came up with the community participation theory, which offers a dynamic paradigm shift in practical mobilization an elaborate plan for engagement, cooperation and authority. The most important process in any development project is the encouragement of the active participation of the local community. Without community participation it is not possible to determine what are the problems, constraints, and local desires for a given community. According to Harvey and Reed (2007) participation of project’s local people is of great essence in that it enhances the sense of ownership among members. 
This is important in ensuring that projects are operated and maintained after the implementation phase. Community participation theory assumes when many community members participate in decision-making and own the process, external organizations will have less impact on changing what has been agreed. In this theory focus is on the involvement of communities and not on personnel from implementing agencies. Community participation is attained through collaborative or joint involvement of project Local people and the implementing agencies (Khwaja, 2004). This theory best applies to the review of community’s perception on CBPs.
2.3.3
Theory of Change

INSP (2005) defined a theory of change as an expression of the important strategies that are critical for bringing outcomes and improvement guided by service delivery strategy. Theory of change represents the need of the expected project’s local people and what strategies facilitated them to encounter those needs. The strategy establishes a framework for bearing connections between an organization’s mission, project strategies and actual results, while creating relations among the project implementers, the strategies that are implemented and project end results. 
This theory showed fundamentals of project sustainability as it has defined actions, necessary strategies for long term project outcomes as well as desired project outcomes. By applying the theory of change in executing the community-based project, it provides an opportunity to ensure that project staffs, community, and other key stakeholders, all share a common understanding on the expected outcomes that are expected to occur and their contribution in that change (WCED, 1987). 
The theory of change also helped the researcher to understand what project variables and factors determine the change of the project’s sustainability and community development at the research area.  By knowing this critical information, it enables the researcher to measure the community development projects results and compare them against the original intent, in order to detect the relative change. Therefore, this study put into consideration the theory of change as the researcher assessed the sustainability of various projects in the study area, mainly by looking on community development and the change it has influenced.
2.4
Empirical Studies

2.4.1
The Socio-economic Factors for CBPs Sustainability

Mustafa (2016) conducted a study on factors affecting project sustainability of community-managed water supplies in Laikipia, Kenya. The study was conducted in Laikipia East Sub-County, Kenya, whereby, 419 respondents out of 12,162 populations were selected to obtain both qualitative and quantitative data. The study findings revealed that community participation; availability of reliable project financing, management skills, government policy and community training enhanced sustainability of community managed water supplies. 
In order to ensure sustainability of community managed water supplies, all stakeholders (especially the local people) should be included in all assessment and pre-planning activities as well as planning and implementation. The management of such projects should periodically organize training sessions for the project management team and the local communities.
Persoon (2016) conducted a study on factors influencing the sustainability of community-based programs. The study used qualitative research method to obtain information. The study concluded that community-based program sustainability is influenced by multiple factors; of which community involvement is identified as the most important. Community involvement in related to other important factors such as leadership, community capacity and financial sustainability. Kaimenyi (2019) conducted a study on factors influencing sustainability of community-based county projects in Kenya. 
The study was conducted in Isiolo North Sub-County, Isiolo County, Kenya, whereby 343 respondents were selected to obtain both qualitative and quantitative data. The findings revealed that community participation is crucial in the undertakings of projects. Funding, capacity building and project implementers were also found to be crucial aspects of factors influencing sustainability. The study recommended regular monitoring and evaluation to ensure projects meet the needs of the community while also involving different stakeholders for the betterment of the community.
Mazimbuko (2018) conducted a study in South Africa on enhancing project sustainability beyond donor support. Qualitative research employed questionnaires and interviews. The study revealed that sustainability cannot be predicted due to the uncertainties and ambiguities associated with project success. Likewise, the study established that participation and grassroots democratization facilitates project success and there was greater project success in participatory organizations, given the baseline context. The full community engagement on a project yields sound results and therefore the need to see how that correlates with their socio-economic development remain unanswered. Kimani and Namusonge (2016) conducted a study on factors instrumental to sustainability of projects in Kenya. 
The study employed cross-sectional evaluation survey that evaluates a specific case study. From the findings, the effect of the economic pillar could be seen from the increase in employment opportunities and also increase in the government revenue due to the cascading effect of the community having more income leading to increase in purchasing power. Despite the findings from this study, further researches are needed to unpack to what extent does the socio-economic development is considered while planning for sustainability of CBPs.
Quin (2010) conducted a study on monitoring and evaluation of rural water supply in Uganda. The study employed interviews and written documents in data collection. The study revealed that political reasons and weak institutional capacity contribute a lot into a project failure as well as misuse or misallocation of funds. These reasons are not linked to how they have affected local community’s socio-economic development. 
Mwangi (2014) made a study on factors influencing sustainability of non-government organizations funded community projects in Kenya. This study adopted descriptive survey design. The study revealed that majority of the stakeholders was involved in project identification, planning, implementation and project monitoring and evaluation. From the study, it was concluded that community participation, capacity building, use of locally available resources and practice of monitoring and evaluation all have positive influence on project sustainability.
Githinji (2016) made a study in Kenya on factors influencing sustainability of church-initiated income-generating projects. The study employed explanatory sequential research design involving questionnaires and focus group discussion. The study established that church stakeholders’ training, leadership support, availability of resources and monitoring and evaluation influence sustainability of church-initiated projects. The correlation of the project sustainability with the church members’ livelihoods remains unattended. 
2.4.2
Community Perceptions on CBPs

Shayo (2013) observed on community participation and 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, community participation in planning and implementation of Chalinze water supply project was very poor; as well as monitoring mechanism of operation and management and community participation on decision making was not satisfactory. 
Wema (2016) 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 distance from the water source and 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. Therefore, this study examined the extent which community gets involved in designing and implementation of projects. 
Nkongo (2019), 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 individuals 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. 
2.4.3
Relationship of CBPs’ Sustainability and Socio-economic Development

Emeh et al (2012) emphasizes the extent of people’s participation by observing that the rural poor need to become increasingly aware of the socio-economic reality around them, of the forces that keep them in poverty and of the possibility of bringing about change in their conditions through their own collective actions. 
This constitutes a process of self-transformation through which they grow and mature as human beings. In this sense, participation is also a basic human need. This is manifested in voluntary contributions either in cash or in kind from the community members. In the initiation of plan to decision making, up to implementation of projects and programmes should be in a participatory manner. 
The sustainability of any development project or programme depends on the acceptance and participation of institutions involved and provides a means of recognizing and partnering with local community institutions, which if neglected results to development programme or project failure. The Tanzanian ideology of development centers around people, it stresses that “the concept of development is only useful when it entails the development of people, and that people cannot be developed, they can only develop themselves”. People’s universal participation in the formulation and implementation of social, economic and political decisions at both the local and National levels is an integral part of the Tanzanian ideology. People centered development is the best form of development. Local people have to participate in all aspect of the project cycle in other to promote ownership and hence sustainability (Friedman and Ammassari, 1991).
Moreso, Bunn (2005) in his survey of various literatures concludes: “there is practically unanimous agreement in all studies that maximum involvement of potential and actual constituents in programme building produces the best results”. Bruce also puts the reasons for involving people as Ethical, Administrative, Functional, Manipulative, Educational, Primitive and Protective. 
The assertions of Akinbade (2004) are that, participation implies more than simple interactions, in this case, between council officials and local people of their programmes. It must involve working with local people and their leaders in examining courses of action on the basis of prevailing social situation and structure‟. Pessonin Emeh et al (2012) stated that: Participation will speed up the process of social change among people; the involvement of local people will result in better decision compared with those determined by professionals alone. If provided with the facts, people can make the most intelligent decisions and; participation in programme planning is a useful experience and provides much of the motivating forces necessary in carrying out such programmes.
So far, it is emphasized in this empirical review that for the desired sustainable development to be achieved there must be political stability, consistency of government policies and the political will to initiate and pursue mass mobilization and community development-oriented policies. The policies need to be backed by effective, efficient and patriotic administrative machinery. In this regard, the above scholars are of the view that there must be participation of people in their community and local development. Zaki (2005) sums up the issue of sustainability which he says “beyond the actual project target, roads constructed, boreholes drilled, trees planted, classroom blocks built etc, it is imperative to ascertain whether institutions, organizations or communities are capable of continuing the project and maintaining what has been done or created”. The impact of his ideas has been felt far beyond the area of educational thought. Freire's model and participatory models in general proposed a human-centered approach that valued the importance of interpersonal channels of communication in decision-making processes at the community level (Siddiqui cited in Zaki, 2005). 41 Roodt (2001), have noted. 
2.5      Chapter Summary

From the reviews the study discovered the research gap from the literatures that were conducted by other researchers whereby most of the studies did not focus on the theories. Having seen this gap the study decided to bridge the gap by using the theory of change, which assisted researcher in identifying the project variables and factors that determine the change of the project’s sustainability and community development at the research area.  
Also, the application of community participation theory helped researcher in understanding that when many community members participate in decision-making and own the process, then the external organizations will have less impact on changing what has been agreed. While on the other hand the institutional theory assisted researcher in integrating a range of strategies designed to enhance the sustainability of community-based projects.
2.6
Conceptual Framework

The study makes review on the effect of both independent and dependent variables in CBPs sustainability. This study conceptualizes variables (independent and dependent) that affect the sustainability of CBPs. The sustainability of community-based projects is dependent on variables under this study determined by independent variable.

Figure 2.1: Conceptual Framework

Source: Researcher, (2022)
2.7
Research Hypotheses

This study will be guided by the following hypotheses:

Ho: Socio-economic factors are the factors for CBPs sustainability

H1: Socio-economic factors are not factors for CBPs sustainability

H0: There is positive local community’s perception on CBPs in contributing to their socio-economic development.

H1: There is no positivelocal community’s perception on CBPs in contributing to their socio-economic development.

H0: There is relationship between the CBPs’ sustainability and the socio-economic development at Mufindi District.

H1: There is no relationship between the CBPs’ sustainability and the socio-economic development at Mufindi District.
2.8      Chapter Summary

This chapter covered literature reviews from previous studies conducted on the same or similar research topics elsewhere. The chapter also presented theories used in this study and a conceptual framework that synthesize the relationship of independent and dependent variables of the study. Independent variables were community perception, social and economic factors for community development and relationship between CBP sustainability and socio-economic development while dependent variable was project sustainability and community development. 
CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1
Overview

This chapter covers the research methodology that was used in conducting the research. The layout of this chapter consists of the research design, population, sampling procedures, and data collection methods and data analysis.
3.2
Research Design

The study applied descriptive research design. Jupp (2006) defines a descriptive survey as a study aimed at highlighting the characteristic behavior on one variable because of another variable. It is concerned with finding out what, where and how of a phenomenon. This method was deemed appropriate because the study sought to gain familiarity and insight on correlation of socio-economic development and CBPs sustainability.
3.3
The Population of the Study

The population can be defined as a full set from which a sample of the study will be selected (Gaurav & Kothari, 2019). The study is based on the sample because it is not easy to incorporate the entire populations in the process of data collections. So, the sample of all parties that are knowledgeable and who are involved in the field of CBPs is considered. The study target population means all individuals, group or members that the researcher presents in the study.
The population of this study comprises of communities in Mufindi District where the case project, Kihansi Catchment Conservation Project, was implemented. Given the small size of the population, a census approach was adopted for the study covers two Wards in the Districts, which are Kibengu and Mapanda. The population of the two wards is approximately 27,000 (NBS, 2022).
3.4
Sampling Procedures and Sample Size

3.4.1
Sampling Procedures

Sampling techniques are the methods that allow researchers to infer information about the population without investigating every individual (Gaurav & Kothari, 2019). The probabilistic sampling procedures were used in the study, whereby every individual had equal chance to be used as a sample.
3.4.2
Sample Size

Cohen (2006) maintained that the sample size of research might vary from one study to another, depending on the magnitude of the representations of the universe concerned and the nature of the study. The simple random probabilistic sampling was used in this study. This implies that in this study some units in the population are more likely to be selected than others. 
In order to sample respondents from the CBPs implementers, the stratified random sampling was employed so that each of the project implementation stakeholders were considered as a stratum, whereby individuals from each stratum had equal chance of being used as a sample. The project supervisors, local community leaders, monitoring and evaluation teams, and local people were consulted for data collection. The use of simple random sampling in this study is due to the fact that it was easier to apply and require no prior knowledge or true composition of the population. The minimum sample size from the population was calculated basing on the formula (Gaurav & Kothari, 2019).
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Where:

N= required sample size

Z = Critical value of the standard normal distribution for the 95% confidence interval around the true proportion which is 1. 96

P= expected proportion of interest to be studied which is 50%

Ɛ = Error acceptance is 11%

By substituting in the above formula; 
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N = 79

Basing on the calculation above, the required sample size is 79 respondents. According to Vasileiou et.al. (2018) the sample size between 50 and 60 suffices for studies that use interviews. This study employed both interview and questionnaire whereby interviews complement questionnaire to provide sufficient data for the research problem.
3.5
Measurement of Variables

	SN
	Variable
	Measurement of variable

	1
	Social and economic factors
	The social and economic factors were measured by rating contribution of KCCMP in the fulfilment of social and economic interests of local community, contribution of KCCMP in the improvement of local leadership, contribution of KCCMP in generation of income and revenues in the district. Close-ended questions were created with the rating of five Likert scale to measure the level of agreeing or disagreeing on the variable.

	2
	Community perception 
	The community perception was measured by rating how local people were involved in the important parts of the projects e.g. getting clear information about KCCMP, being involved in the planning, implementation, monitoring and evaluation and finally, measuring their attitude on such in regard to five Likert scale i.e. strongly agree, agree, neutral, disagree and strongly disagree.

	3
	Relationship between CBP and socio-economic development
	The variable was measured by looking at the contribution of KCCMP in the innovation strategies of conservation, knowledge dissemination and sharing, competitive coefficient in the overall local economy, employment creation and local people livelihoods. Close-ended questions were created following five Likert scale which gave respondents chance to rate the provided options

	4
	Project sustainability and community development
	The dependent variable was measured by looking at the factors for sustainability and their relationship to community development. The other three independent variables provided an avenue to understand how the dependent variable can be understood in relation to KCCMP. Close-ended questions were created to measure whether KCCMP positively impacted the local community development or not; and whether or not that implementation of KCCMP attained the predetermined goal.


3.6      Data Collection Techniques

For this study, the methods of data collection were questionnaires and interview. The data collection tools contained both closed and open-ended questions allowing the respondents to give an explanation of their answer in their own words.
3.6.1
Questionnaire
Questionnaires are sets of questions that are set to the respondents to answer at their convenience and then they return them to the researcher instantly. A questionnaire is considered as the heart of the study operation hence it should be carefully constructed. In this research questions contained in questionnaires are proposed to be closed and open-ended ones. This was done to obtain the information needed and opinion sought. 
The reasons that accounted for the use of questionnaires in this study based on what Karne (2014) suggested that questionnaire is free from the bias of the research tool and that answers are in respondents’ own words. Also, it made the respondents have adequate time to give well thought off answers.  In this study, a questionnaire was administered to respondents by the researcher. The questionnaire was designed to capture information on the correlation of socio-economic development and CBPs sustainability. The questionnaires were administered to the villagers and project implementers.
3.6.2    Interviews 

An interview is simply a conversation for gathering data, which aims at obtaining in-depth information (Gaurav & Kothari, 2019). The researcher used interviews whereby people were consulted for gaining in-depth information on the KCCMP. This was helpful in capturing information that were not captured with the questionnaires.
3.7
Pilot Testing of the Study

Before embarking on data collection, a pilot study was carried out to pretest the instruments. This was done in order to assess the clarity of items, validity and reliability of the instruments (Mugenda and Mugenda, 2003). The pre testing was carried out on project implementing officers and any questions found to be interpreted differently during the pre-testing were rephrased so that they could have the desired meaning to all respondents.
3.8
Data Analysis Procedures

After data collection, the questionnaires were sorted out and edited in order to detect any inconsistencies during data collection. Data coding was done by allocating different responses falling in the ordinal scale dummy numeric values that could be computed by Statistical Package for Social Scientists software (SPSS). Data cleaning was done whereby the data was finally checked for accuracy and completeness. The keyed in data was subjected to SPSS analysis and the data was presented in terms of percentages and frequencies. This was then presented in table format. Spearman Coefficient of Correlation was computed in an effort to determine the strength of the correlation between socio-economic factors for CBPs, community perception, project sustainability and community development. This was done at 95 percent confidence interval.
3.9
Validity and Reliability

Validity is the degree to which evidence supports inferences based on the data collected using a particular instrument to check whether the information obtained was relevant to the study or not, while reliability is a measure of the consistency of the results. Validity was ensured through the triangulation and pre-testing of the data as the research tool for clarity and assurance that it generates relevant data for analysis and knowledge gap filling. Reliability was ensured throughout the study methodologies from pilot-study technique, data collection methods, sorting, coding, and data entry to the SPSS software. It was done to ensure that data are accurately retrieved and objectively analyzed in order to address the research problem. The information was reliable and valid due to development of instruments according to required standards. In addition, the researcher tested the internal consistency of the constructs and the instruments whereas the researcher used the five Likert to effectively test reliability and validity of the study.
3.10     Chapter Summary

The research methodology chapter forms an important part of the study which stipulates and answers the how question of the study. The chapter covered research design, population of the study, sampling procedures and sample size, measurement of variables, data collection methods, data analysis and presentation and validity and reliability.
CHAPTER FOUR

DATA ANALYSIS, PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION
4.1      Introduction 
This chapter presents the data analysis, presentation and interpretations and is arranged according to the three research questions that the study sought to address. In this research two types of respondents were consulted i.e., Local people of the CBPs and the staff implementing CBPs. The researcher targeted a sample of 54 local people and 25 other stakeholders who were part of the managerial task force and implementers. After data collection, 79(100%) fully filled questionnaires were received: 54 filled by local people from Kidengu and Mapanda Wards of Mufindi District and other 25 filled by project implementers and experts. This is a reliable response rate for data analysis as any response above 50 percent is regarded adequate (Punch, 2003).
4.2      Demographic Information

This subsection describes the basic statistical characteristics of the respondents. This includes gender, age and highest level of education achieved.
Table 4.1: Summary of Age and Sex of Local People

	Age groups
	Frequency
	Percentage

	18 – 30 years
	13
	17.6

	31 – 40 years
	22
	29.8

	41 – 50 years
	24
	32.4

	Above 50 years
	15
	20.2

	Total
	74
	100.0

	Sex
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Male
	35
	60.9

	Female
	29
	39.1

	Total
	74
	100.0


Source: Field Data (2022)
4.2.1   Age of Respondents

The results from Table 4.1 show that minimum local people’ age ranged from 18 years to 30 years while the maximum age was above 50 years. The results show that majority of local people had age between 41 years to 50 years (32.4%). However, for staff respondents minimum age was 24 years and maximum was 47 years. On the local people’ age group, it implies that active age to work is benefiting from CBPs projects. 
Hence, it is expected that socio-economic impacts changes were realized through the right community segment. These results are similar to those found by Kitula (2005) who investigated the environmental and socio-economic impacts of mining on local livelihoods in Tanzania. Moreover, Gibson (2013) found similar results in his study on influence of donor-funded projects on the social-economic welfare of the rural communities in Kenya.

4.2.2
Gender of Respondents
The researcher recorded the gender of the respondents. Table 4.1 presents disaggregation of the respondents by gender. The results show that out of 74 respondents 29 were women (39.1%) and 35 were men (60.9%); while for 5 staff respondents one (1) was a woman (20%) and 4 were men (80%). Hence, male gender is relatively more active than female in terms of undertaking and participating in CBPs interventions. These results are similar with those found by Kitula (2005) who investigated the environmental and socio-economic impacts of mining on local livelihoods in Tanzania where out of 96 respondents 75 were men and women were only 21. However, Gibson (2013) found different results in his study on Influence of donor-funded projects on the social-economic welfare of the rural communities in Kenya where his study revealed that out of 272 respondents 158 were female and 114 were male.
4.2.3
Education Level of Respondents

As part of the general information, the researcher sought to establish the level of formal education of the respondents. Table 4.2 presents disaggregation of the respondents by level of formal education attained.
Table 4.2: Level of Formal Education attained by Respondents

	Education Level
	

	Group
	None
	Primary Education
	Secondary

Education
	Technical/

Vocational
	College/

University
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	8
	10.1
	25
	31.6
	16
	20.3
	5
	6.3
	0
	0.0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	
	8
	10.1
	8
	10.1

	NEMC
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	
	10
	12.7
	10
	12.7

	Others
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	
	0
	
	7
	8.9
	7
	8.9

	Total
	8
	10.1
	25
	31.7
	16
	20.2
	5
	6.3
	25
	31.7
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)

The results from Table 4.2 show that majority local people’ education level was primary education (31.6%) followed by secondary education (20.2%). 10.1% of them have not acquired any formal education, while technical or vocational level comprised minority at 6.3% each. This implies that majority who benefit to experience impacts of CBPs in local areas are primary education level and above; and since there was no one who had not gone to school then this implies that most of the local people are able to interpret the instructions from knowledge they get from WVT project interventions. These results are similar to those found by Magali (2005) who investigated the Influence of Rural Savings and Credits Cooperatives Societies (SACCOS’) Variables on Loans Default Risks in Tanzania. Moreover, Mudavanhu, and Mandizvidza (2014) in their study on sustaining rural livelihoods through donor funded agricultural inputs scheme in Zimbabwe found similar results. On the case of project implementers, those consulted have university level education, that is bachelor degree and above. This implies that all of the project implementers or experts have enough knowledge to implement their duties.
4.3
Study Results 
This study involved questionnaires and analysis of data from Ukami, Igeleke, Kidengu and Mapanda wards of Mufindi district where Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) was implemented, to determine the relationship between the sustainability of community-based projects and community development. The study analyzed 54 questionnaires from local community and 25 from project actors and implementers. The study was centered on Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) in Mufindi District. Data collected using questionnaires were supportive in addressing the research problem. 
4.4
Socio-economic Factors 
The first objective focused on the social economic factors for Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) at Mufindi district.
4.4.1
Whether or not KCCMP Aims at Accessibility to Socio-economic Services
The researcher aimed at finding whether or not provision of opportunity to easy accessibility of socio-economic services was one the factors for KCCMP. The respondents were asked if they think that accessibility to socio-economic services such as clean water, education, electricity, health facilities, roads, etc., was one of the socio-economic factors for KCCMP. The results led to the following observation:
Table 4.3: Accessibility to Socio-economic Services

	Accessibility to social economic
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	8
	10.1
	0
	0
	6
	7.6
	32
	40.5
	8
	10.1
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1.3
	4
	5.1
	1
	1.3
	6
	7.6

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	2
	2.5
	9
	11.4

	Others
	3
	3.8
	0
	0
	1
	1.3
	5
	6.3
	1
	1.3
	10
	12.7

	Total
	11
	15.2
	0
	0
	8
	10.1
	48
	60.8
	12
	15.2
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2023)
Results in Table 4.3 above just like Local people’ knowledge on KCCMP interventions, most of them (32 out of 54) do agree that easy accessibility to socio-economic services is one of the major socio-economic factors for establishment of KCCMP, 8(10.1%) strongly agreed and other 8 (10.1) disagreed. The minority (6 out of 54) were neutral on the matter. This implies that majority of the local people (more than 74%) were informed that KCCMP would lead to easy accessibility of socio-economic services and they were able to trace such changes soon after the establishment of project. Concerning the experts and project implementers, 23 out of 25 understood that KCCMP aimed at increasing the accessibility to social economic services. Generally, more than 76% of all respondents do agree with the matter in question.
4.4.2
Whether or not KCCMP Aims at Transfer of Knowledge and Skills

This study also intended on finding if transfer of knowledge and skills was one of the socio-economic factors for KCCMP, and thus this was analyzed as shown in the table 4.4.
Table 4.4: Transfer of Knowledge and Skills

	Transfer of knowledge and skills
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	4
	5.0
	1
	1.3
	2
	2.5
	34
	43.0
	13
	16.6
	54
	68.2

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4
	5.1
	2
	2.5
	6
	9.0

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	4
	5.0
	9
	11.4

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	10
	12.7

	Total
	4
	5.0
	1
	1.3
	0
	2.5
	0
	63.3
	25
	27.9
	79
	100


Source: Field data (2022)
Table 4.4 shows that 34 of the Local people agreed, 13 (27.9%) strongly agreed; 4 (5.0%) disagreed; 2 (2.5) were neutral while only 1 (1.3%) gives strongly disagree response. This implies that majority of the local people were aware that KCCMP’s aimed to transfer associated knowledge and skills to community members and the same has been put to action during project operation. Likewise, all of the project implementers and experts (n=25) agree that KCCMP aimed at transferring associated knowledge and skills to local community members.
4.4.3   Whether or not KCCMP Aims at Improving Conservation Technology
The researcher was also intrigued to know if improvement of environmental conservation technology was one the reasons for KCCMP. The respondents were asked to respond to the question, and their responses were as follows:
Table 4.5: Improving Conservation Technology

	Improving conservation Technology
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	4
	5.0
	1
	1.3
	2
	2.5
	34
	43.0
	13
	16.6
	54
	68.2

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4
	5.1
	1
	2.5
	6
	9.0

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	4
	5.0
	9
	11.4

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	10
	12.7

	Total
	4
	5.0
	1
	1.3
	0
	2.5
	50
	63.3
	24
	27.9
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
From the findings above, 34 out of 54 (43.0% of all respondents) of the local people agreed, 13 strongly agreed, 4 out 54 locals responded to disagreed, whereas, only 1 local member was neutral. The findings indicate that community members were aware of the idea that KCCMP’s intention to improve environmental conservation technology around the area where the project was implemented and that they have testified the improvement in ecosystem of Mufindi district. Likewise, all (25) experts agree that KCCMP aimed at improving conservation technology in order to facilitate running the hydro-electric power project, as well as establishing the tourism site. Such efforts involved providing education to local people to abandon some practices, which were deadly against conservation of Kihansi Spray toads. 
For instance, the cultivation alongside Kihansi riverbank famously known as ‘vinyungu’ in their vernacular language was eventually abandoned after conservational education to the locals. However, it is regrettable that the ‘vinyungu’ cultivation practices immediately returned after the project phase out.
4.4.4
Whether or not offering of Entrepreneurship Opportunities was One of the Socio-economic Factors for KCCMP
The researcher also sought to understand whether offering of entrepreneurship opportunities was one of the objectives of KCCMP. Both Local people and KCCMP implementers were enquired of their response to such intriguing question. Their responses were as analyzed in the table 4.6.
Table 4.6: Aiming at Offering Entrepreneurship Opportunities

	Entrepreneurship opportunities
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	12
	15.1
	4
	5.1
	2
	2.5
	32
	40.5
	4
	5.1
	54
	68.2

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	6
	9.0

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	6
	7.6
	9
	11.4

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	10
	12.7

	Total
	12
	15.1
	4
	5.1
	2
	2.5
	47
	59.5
	14
	17.8
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Results in Table 4.6, respondents’ knowledge on KCCMP interventions, show that 32 (40.5) local people agreed, 4 (5.1%) of them strongly agreed, 12 (15.1%) disagreed, 4 (5.1%) disagreed on the question that enquired on KCCMP’s objective in training entrepreneurial skills to local people. However, only 2 (2.5%) locals responded neutral. This indicated that majority of the local people (66.7%), do agree that they are aware that KCCMP aimed at providing entrepreneurship opportunities to local community members during the project operation, which imply a spread of information on the matter at the beginning of the project. Likewise, all 25 (100%) respondents of project experts and implementers category agreed that KCCMP aimed at providing employment opportunities to local community members. Despite of having positive responses on provision of entrepreneurial skills to local people, practical experience after the project phase out implies otherwise. Most of projects initiated during the project (i.e. beehives and honey harvesting project, modern agriculture and reforestation) all failed after KCCMP’s phase out.
4.4.5
Development of Kihansi Spray Toads’ Tourism Site
This sought to find whether KCCMP aims at developing the site for tourism, considering Kihansi spray toads as one of the most interesting tourism attractions. Respondents were asked such question, and their response was analyzed in the table 4.7.
Table 4.7: Whether or not KCCMP Aimed at Developing Kihansi Spray Toads’ Tourism Site

	Developing Kihansi Spray Toads’ Tourism
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	10
	12.6
	0
	0
	14
	17.7
	30
	38.0
	0
	0.0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	4
	5.1

	NEMC
	7
	8.9
	3
	3.8
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	10
	12.6

	Others
	5
	6.3
	1
	1.3
	6
	7.6
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	12
	10.1

	Total
	25
	31.6
	4
	0
	20
	25.3
	30
	38.0
	0
	0.0
	79
	100


Source: Field data (2022)
From the table 4.7, results show that more than 55%of all local people do agree that they are aware that KCCMP aimed at developing Kihansi spray toads as a tourism site. About 25.9% of the locals remained neutral on this, whereas 18.5% of them responded positive. Likewise, 15 out of 25 project experts (about 60% of experts) disagreed with the question that KCCMP aimed at developing a tourism site. About 16% of experts also strongly disagreed on that while 24% of them stayed neutral. This implies that either many of the community members assumed that KCCMP would be develop as a tourism site for Kihansi Spray Toads or they were deceived (given wrong information) to attract their cooperation and attention.
4.4.6
Thematic Analysis on Socio-economic Factors
Thematic analysis on socio-economic factors for Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) at Mufindi district.
Table 4.8: Thematic Analysis Socio-economic Factors for Kihansi Catchment

	THEME
	LCC
	UDSM
	NEMC
	Others
	Total

	Accessibility to socio-economic benefits like water supply, electricity, part-time employment, beekeeping projects and forest plantation projects etc.
	15
	4
	6
	8
	33 (47%)

	Transfer of knowledge and skills
	16
	5
	7
	11
	39 (55%)

	Improving conservation technology 
	10
	5
	7
	8
	30(42%)

	Entrepreneurship opportunities 
	30
	8
	10
	12
	60 (85%)

	Poor management and sustenance 
	35
	5
	7
	14
	61 (87%)

	Abandoning of the projects after the project phase out
	40
	8
	4
	12
	64 (91%)

	No sustainability plan including developing the site for tourism
	38
	8
	10
	14
	70(100%)


Source: Field data (2022)
Thematic analysis of interviews on socio-economic factors for Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) at Mufindi district revealed that few members of local community other groups consulted said there was accessibility to socio-economic benefits like water supply, electricity, part-time employment, beekeeping projects and forest plantation projects etc. Other themes that were raised from the interviews as indicated from Table 4.8. 
4.5
Local Community Perception 
Second objective focused on Local community’s perception on Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) in contributing to their socio-economic development at Mufindi district
4.5.1
Awareness of the Local Community Members Toward the Purpose, Process and Advantages of the Project

 This study also intended to understand whether the local community was informed of the purpose, process and advantages of the project, and thus asked the respondents. This was also analyzed as shown below.
Table 4.9: Whether or not Local Community were aware of the Purpose, Process Advantages of the Project

	Awareness of the purpose, process and advantages of KCCMP
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	27
	34.2
	6
	7.6
	4
	5.1
	14
	17.7
	3
	3.8
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	4
	5.1

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	6
	7.5
	13
	16.5

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	8
	10.1

	Total
	27
	34.2
	6
	7.6
	4
	5.1
	29
	36.7
	13
	16.4
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Table 4.9 shows that 29 respondents making up 36.7% of all respondents agreed, 27 (34.2%) of all respondents disagreed, 13 (16.4%) strongly agreed, 6 (7.6%) strongly disagreed and only 5.1% of all the respondents were neutral. The findings reveal the difference of perceptions between community members and experts. About 33 (41.7%) respondents who disagreed were all local community members while among 42 (53.1%) respondents who agreed, only 17 were locals and the remaining 25 were all project experts.
Table 4.10: A Thematic Analysis on Local Community Participation in the KCCMP

	THEME
	LCC
	UDSM
	NEMC
	Others
	N
	%

	The local community members understanding the project purpose and involvement in the pre-planning
	15
	4
	6
	8
	33
	42.0

	Awareness of the process and advantages of the project to the local community
	16
	5
	7
	11
	39
	49.4

	Local community complaining about KCCMP’s unsatisfactory services to the community
	10
	5
	7
	8
	30
	38.0

	Local community’s awareness on their role and responsibilities in KCCMP
	30
	8
	10
	12
	60
	76.0

	Poor Community involvement during project execution and monitoring and evaluation
	35
	5
	7
	14
	61
	77.2

	Lack of benefits especially after project phase out
	40
	8
	4
	12
	64
	81.0

	Lack of benefits especially after project phase out
	40
	8
	4
	12
	64
	81.0

	Poor feedback from the local community
	48
	8
	10
	14
	70
	89.0


Source: Field Data (2022)
4.5.2
Local Community’s Awareness of their Role

The researcher was also intrigued to know whether the local community was well informed of their role in the project, and thus asked he respondents. Using the Lickert scale, the results are analyzed in the table 4.11.
Table 4.11: Findings on Whether or not the Local Community is Aware of their Role

	Awareness of the community’s role
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	3
	3.8
	0
	0
	0
	0
	26
	32.9
	25
	31.6
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	4
	5.1

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	6
	7.6
	13
	16.5

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4
	5.1
	4
	5.1
	8
	10.1

	Total
	3
	3.8
	0
	0
	0
	0
	40
	50.6
	36
	45.6
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
In the table 4.11 about 40 (50.6%) of respondents agreed that local community were aware of their role, 36 (45.6%) strongly agreed, 3 (3.8%) disagreed, whereas none of the respondents disagreed or stayed neutral. Therefore, majority of the respondents (more than 96%) collectively agreed. Among those 51 (64.5%) are local community members, while 25 (31.6) were project experts. This implies that both project experts and local community members hold similar perception concerning local people’ awareness of their roles and more importantly the locals have positive perception of their informed roles in KCCMP.
4.5.3   Whether or not Local Community was involved in Planning and Goal Setting of the Project

Here the researcher aimed to find whether the local community members were involved in planning and goal setting phase of the project. The respondents were enquired of their response to the question. Their responses were as analyzed in table 4.12.
Table 4.12: Whether or not Local Community was Involved In Planning and Goal Setting

	Involving local community in planning and goal setting
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	37
	46.8
	17
	21.5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	4
	5.1

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	6
	7.6
	13
	16.5

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	8
	10.1

	Total
	37
	46.8
	17
	21.5
	0
	0.0
	15
	19.0
	10
	12.7
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Table 4.12 shows that about 25 respondents (31.7 percent) collectively agreed that local people were involved in project planning while 54 respondents (more than 68 percent) disagreed. Those 54 were all local community members and they claimed that they were not consulted during planning phase of the project while, the other 25 (31.6%) respondents were all project experts. From the findings, the majority of the Local people were not involved in project planning although the projects experts claim otherwise.
4.5.4
Community Involvement in Project Implementation
The study further sought to establish the extent to which project Local people were involved in project implementation. Table 4.12 shows involvement of Local people in project implementation.
Table 4.13:  Involvement of Local People in Project Implementation

	Involving local community in project implementation

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	12
	15.1
	4
	5.1
	0
	0
	33
	41.7
	5
	6.3
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3
	3.8
	3
	3.8
	6
	7.6

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	5
	3.3
	12
	15.2

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4
	5.1
	3
	3.8
	7
	8.9

	Total
	12
	15.1
	4
	5.1
	0
	0.0
	47
	59.5
	16
	20.3
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Table 4.13 shows that 63 respondents (79.8%), responded on the question on community involvement on project implementation. Among those 63 who agreed, majority of respondents 38 (70%) were locals and only few were projects implementers. This shows that majority of the local people were involved in project implementation.
4.5.5
Community Involvement in Monitoring and Evaluation of the Project
The study sought to establish the proportion of local people consulted during project monitoring and evaluation. Table 4.14 shows response of local people on involvement of the community in project monitoring and evaluation.
Table 4.14: Local People’s Perception on their Involvement in Project Monitoring and Evaluation

	Local people’s perception on project monitoring and evaluation

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	26
	32.9
	22
	27.8
	4
	5.1
	2
	2.5
	0
	0.0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	5
	6.3
	0
	0.0
	5
	6.3

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	12
	15.2
	1
	1.3
	13
	16.5

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	7
	8.9
	0
	0.0
	7
	8.9

	Total
	26
	32.9
	22
	27.8
	0
	0.0
	26
	32.9
	1
	1.3
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Table 4.14 shows that 48 local people (60.7%) collectively felt that they were not adequately consulted during the project monitoring and evaluation, whereby 26 (32.9%) disagreed and 22 (27.8%) strongly disagreed. However, 25 project experts, making up 31.6% of all respondents collectively agreed that local people were involved in project monitoring and evaluation. This shows that there is contradiction of opinions toward the question, meaning that, experts’ methods did not help to fully engage the community members.
4.5.6
Whether or not the Community see themselves as Part and Parcel of the Project
The researcher was also intrigued to know whether the community consider themselves as part of the KCCMP. The respondents were asked to respond to the question, and their responses were as follows.
Table 4.15: Whether or not the Community see themselves as Part of the Project

	Local people perception of their part in the project
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	18
	22.8
	14
	17.7
	5
	6.3
	17
	21.5
	0
	0.0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	3
	3.8
	2
	2.5
	5
	6.3

	NEMC
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	8
	10.1
	5
	5.1
	13
	16.5

	Others
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	4
	5.1
	3
	2.5
	7
	8.9

	Total
	18
	22.8
	14
	17.7
	5
	6.3
	32
	40.5
	10
	12.7
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Table 4.15 shows that 32 of the respondents (40.5%) responded to agree; 10 (12.7%) responded to strongly agree; 18 (22.8%) disagreed; 14 (17.7) responded to strongly disagree while 5 (6.3%) responded neutral. Among 42 respondents who agreed collectively, 17 were local people and 25 were project experts. On the other side, all 32 who disagreed were local community members. This implies that there is contradiction of opinions toward the question. Majority of the local people do not see themselves as part of the project while project experts assert that local people are part of the project.
4.5.7
Thematic Analysis Local Community Perception 
Thematic analysis on Local community’s perception on Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) in contributing to their socio-economic development at Mufindi
Table 4.16: Local Community Perception on Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP

	THEME
	LCC
	UDSM
	NEMC
	Others

	Poor support since the project implementers giving local community priority in implementation of the project.
	25
	4
	3
	8

	Poor cooperation from local community
	28
	5
	7
	11

	Failure to provide alternative way to sufficiently cover the economic needs of member of the community i.e. Restriction of accessibility in some areas rendered some people poor.
	34
	4
	7
	8

	Insufficient funding to support the socio-economic wellbeing of the local people.
	30
	8
	10
	12

	Poor awareness on the effects of farming activities on biodiversity conservation around Kihansi catchment area
	35
	5
	7
	14


Source: Field Data (2022)
In the thematic analysis of the interviews on the on Local community’s perception on Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) in contributing to their socio-economic development at Mufindi, most of themes raised by the respondents do not indicate positive perception of local community toward the project (see Table 4.16).
4.6
Relationship between the CBPs’ Sustainability and the Socio-economic Development
The third objective focused on the Relationship between Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) and the socio-economic development at Mufindi District. Under this section the researcher presents local community’s and KCCMP’s perception toward the relationship between KCCMP and the socio-economic development at Mufindi district. The findings presented here were also analyzed using Lickert scale.
4.6.1
Whether or not Community Members have enough Biodiversity Conservation Knowledge
The researcher aimed at finding whether or not community members are thoroughly equipped with biodiversity conservation knowledge. The respondents were enquired of their response. The results led to the following observation:
Table 4.17: Community Members’ Knowledge on Biodiversity Conservation

	Whether Local people have knowledge on biodiversity conservation
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	39
	49.4
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	15
	19.0
	0
	0.0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	4
	5.1

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	8
	10.1
	2
	2.5
	10
	12.7

	Others
	2
	2.5
	0
	0
	4
	5.1
	4
	5.1
	1
	1.3
	11
	13.9

	Total
	41
	51.9
	0
	0.0
	4
	5.1
	30
	37.9
	4
	5.1
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)

Table 4.17 shows that majority of the respondents (51.9 percent) responded to disagree with the statement that Local people have adequate biodiversity conservation knowledge while about 43% (that is, 34 respondents) agreed. Among 34 respondents who agreed, 15 (44% of those who agreed) are Local people while the remaining 19 (66% of those who agreed) are project experts. This implies that majority of the local community members were marginalized in conservation training process. Only a handful of people were selected to be trained, and therefore, the conservation process could not yield the expected outcomes.
4.6.2
Provision of Employment Opportunities
On relating KCCMP to community development, it was important that the researcher find whether the project helped to reduce the unemployment problem. Therefore, the respondents were asked whether the project offers employment to the community members. Their answers were as analyzed in table 4.18.
Table 4.18: Whether or not KCCMP Employs Community Members

	Whether or not KCCMP employs community members
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	28
	35.5
	26
	33.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	3
	3.8
	3
	3.8
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	6
	7.6

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	3
	3.8
	4
	5.1
	10
	8.9

	Others
	0
	0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	3
	3.8
	1
	1.3
	12
	15.2

	Total
	28
	35.5
	34
	43.0
	6
	7.6
	6
	7.6
	5
	6.3
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
In accordance with evidence shown in table 4.16, majority of the respondents (about 78.5%) disagreed with the statement that KCCMP employs community members and all of those disagreed are local people. None of the Local people agreed. Experts are the ones who agreed. This implies that, KCCMP does not offer employment opportunities to local community members, and if it does, it would be to very few people.
4.6.3
Supporting Community Members’ Self-Employment
The researcher was also intrigued to know whether the KCCMP supports local community member’s self-employment, and thus asked the respondents. Using the Lickert scale, the results are analyzed in the table 4.19.
Table 4.19: Whether or not KCCMP Supports Community Members’ Self-Employment

	Supporting community members’ self-employment
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	2
	2.5
	2
	2.5
	6
	7.6
	34
	43.0
	10
	12.6
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	4
	5.1
	1
	1.3
	5
	6.3

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	8
	10.1
	4
	5.1
	12
	15.2

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	5
	6.3
	3
	3.8
	8
	10.1

	Total
	2
	2.5
	2
	2.5
	6
	7.6
	51
	64.6
	18
	22.8
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)
Table 4.19 shows that 51 respondents, making up 64.6% of all the respondents, responded to agree; 18 respondents, making up 22.8% responded to strongly agree; 6 (7.6%) responded to neutral; the remaining minority divided equally between disagree and strongly disagree. Only 2 locals, making-up 2.5% of all respondents, disagreed. So, about 81.4% (sum of those who agreed and those who strongly agreed) of local people responded positively to the question whereas all experts responded the same. Therefore, majority of both local people and project experts agree that KCCMP project help local people to employ themselves.
These results imply that KCCMP supported majority of the community members to engage in self-employment. Many of these respondents pointed out different economic activities that they were engaged as a result of KCCMP. Such activities include bee-keeping, growing trees, and modern farming that is more productive.
4.6.4
Rate of Economic Productivity
Here the researcher aimed to find whether the KCCMP has resulted to increased economic productivity of the local community. The respondents were enquired of their response to the question. Their responses were as analyzed in table 4.20.
Table 4.20: Whether or not there is Increase of Economic Productivity

	Increase of economic productivity
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	8
	10.1
	2
	2.5
	4
	5.1
	30
	38.0
	10
	12.6
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	5
	6.3
	0
	0.0
	5
	6.3

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	12
	15.2
	1
	1.3
	13
	16.4

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	6
	7.6
	1
	1.3
	7
	8.9

	Total
	8
	10.1
	2
	2.5
	4
	5.1
	53
	67.1
	12
	15.2
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)

Results in Table 4.20 just like respondents’ knowledge on KCCMP interventions; most of them (more than 82.3% both local people and project experts) do agree that KCCMP resulted to increased productivity of the local community. Among those who agreed, 40 (74%) of locals, which is equal to 50.6% of all respondents and the rest percent, 31% (n=25) were project experts.
As shown on table 4.20 it is evident that perceptions of both local people and project experts coincide on the matter in question. This implies that KCCMP helped local community members engage in economic activities that proved to be more productive than before.
4.6.5
Improvement of Community Livelihood
The researcher also sought to understand whether KCCMP has helped community members have better income, housing and accessibility of social services. Both local people and KCCMP staff were enquired of their response to such intriguing question. Their responses were as analyzed in the table 4.21.
Table 4.21: Whether or not Community Livelihood has improved

	Whether or not community livelihood has improved
	

	Group
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Neutral
	Agree
	Strongly agree
	Total

	
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Locals
	10
	12.6
	6
	7.6
	4
	5.1
	29
	36.7
	5
	6.3
	54
	68.3

	Project experts/ implementers
	

	UDSM
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	5
	6.3
	1
	1.3
	6
	7.6

	NEMC
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	11
	13.9
	1
	1.3
	12
	15.1

	Others
	0
	0
	0
	0.0
	0
	0.0
	6
	7.6
	1
	1.3
	7
	8.9

	Total
	10
	12.6
	6
	7.6
	4
	5.1
	51
	64.6
	8
	10.1
	79
	100


Source: Field Data (2022)

Table 4.21 shows that 51 of the respondents (64.6%) responded to agree; 8 (10.1%) responded to strongly agree; 10 (12.6%) disagreed; 6 (7.6%) responded to strongly disagree and the remaining 4 (5.1%) were neutral. Total number of those who agreed amounts to 59 (about 74.7%), Among those 59 who agreed, 34 were local people and 25 were project experts, meaning that 63% of all local people agreed that their livelihoods have been improved. People were now able to have better housing, accessibility of some of scarce social services and better income. 
4.7      Chapter Summary

This chapter covered data analysis, presentation and interpretation. Data collected from the field were analyzed and presented using tables. Major findings have been interpreted below every table. The findings indicate that local people accessed some social and economic benefits during the implementation of the KCCMP. The project initiated other small communal owned projects to support local economy and ensure that the impacts could outlive the donor funding period. However, that was not the case. Most of the respondents claimed that lack of community involvement during preplanning and monitoring and evaluation phases is one of the main reasons of the failure of sustainability of the initiated projects.
CHAPTER FIVE

DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1      Overview 
The sustainability of community-based projects in Tanzania and Africa at large vary greatly. Some projects, such as those focused on income generating activities or infrastructure development, appeared to be quite sustainable (Moyo et al., 2010). These projects often had strong support from the community and were able to generate sufficient income to cover their operating costs (Kamar et al., 2014). Other projects, however, struggled to maintain momentum and eventually petered out (Moyo et al., 2010). These projects tended to be more reliant on external funding and struggled to secure the resources needed to continue their operations (Kamar et al., 2014).
A number of factors were identified as influencing the sustainability of community-based projects in Tanzania. One of the most important factors was the level of community involvement and ownership (Kamar et al., 2014). Projects that had strong support and participation from the community were more likely to be sustainable (Moyo et al., 2010). This could be because the community had a vested interest in the success of the project and was therefore more motivated to contribute time and resources to ensure its continuation (Chambers, 1997). Other factors that impacted sustainability included the availability of resources (both human and financial), the level of capacity within the community to manage and sustain the project, and the overall economic and social context in which the project was operating (Moyo et al., 2010). For example, projects located in areas with high levels of poverty or limited access to markets may have struggled to generate sufficient income to sustain themselves (Kamar et al., 2014).
5.2      Socio-economic Factors for CBPs Sustainability at Mufindi District

To attempt the first research specific objective, a discussion is made by corroborating primary data presented in chapter 4 with secondary data from literature review. Findings indicative of community understanding of socio-economic factors for KCCMP’s sustainability were brought to light in this study and discussion with other evidence is made. To address this objective, the researcher asked the following questions: awareness of the local community members toward the purpose, process and advantages of the project; local community’s awareness of their role; community was involved in planning and goal setting of the project; community involvement in project implementation; community involvement in monitoring and evaluation of the project; and whether the community see themselves as part and parcel of the project.
Majungu (2015) established that donor funded projects contribute a lot in raising income level, increase of knowledge, support education and health and other social issue. Similarly, this study revealed that more than 80% of local people were positive in the transfer of knowledge and skills, more than 60% were positive on improving conservation technology (Table 4.7 and 4.8). In addition, local people were positive on the provision of entrepreneurial opportunities by KCCMP as indicated in table 4.9.
On the awareness of the local community members toward the purpose, process and advantages of the project, the findings reveal the difference of perceptions between community members and experts. Majority of community members were not informed on KCCMP’s purpose, process and advantages to them, although the project experts claimed to have informed the local people on the matter (see Table 4.9). This indicates that local community members did not receive a thorough awareness education on the purpose, process and advantages of the project than how the projects implementers assumed or did in the field.
While there is contradiction on perception over KCCMP’s purpose, process and advantages, local people were clear on their understanding of their role on the project (Table 4.10). This implies that both project experts and local community members hold similar perception concerning local people’ awareness of their roles and more importantly the locals has positive perception of their informed roles in KCCMP. This indicated that, despite the positive perception on local community’s role in the project, the community members complained that the project implementers did not clearly explain the purpose and advantages of the same. Eventually, even when the project phased out local people could not get hold of what was really achieved by the project and what was not (Researcher Pers. Observation, 2021). 
Mustafa (2016) argued that in order to ensure sustainability of CBPs, local people should be involved during pre-planning, planning, implementation and other important stages of the project. In this study poor community involvement in planning and goal setting of the project is of the factor that contributed to unsustainability of the KCCMP. The community members claimed that they were not consulted during planning phase of the project while the project experts said otherwise (see Table 11). From the findings, the majority of the local people were not involved in project planning although the projects experts claim otherwise. This indicates that probably what was written on paper was not practically realized or it was done in the way in which local people could not feel as part of the team. Findings were similar to that of Samuel et al., (2016) who evaluated factors influencing sustainability of water projects in Rwanda. Their results indicated majority of community members (43%) participated at less extent while few numbers participated at greater extent (11%) at conception, design and implementation. 
However, Samuel et al., (2016) did not specify particular activities were community involved. These findings are also alike to another peer study findings, done by Haroun and Adam (2015) on factors affecting project sustainability beyond donors’ support in Western Sudan. Their results participation of community was very low (15%) especially women compared to previous years. Therefore, literature also supported the findings that participation was significantly poor.
On community involvement in implementation, monitoring and evaluation of the project, data are suggestive that while community members felt involved during project implementation, they were not positive on their involvement at the monitoring and evaluation stage (see Table 4.12 and 4.13). While community participation at all stages builds the technical expertise of the local people as well as creates a sense of ownership, community members felt isolated during monitoring and evaluation. This put projects’ output in a threat of unsustainability. 
However, project implementers claimed to have involved the locals in the stage of monitoring and evaluation (See table 4.13), which contradicts community members’ perceptions. This might indicate that experts’ methods of community involvement did not help to fully engage the community members in the mentioned activities. Likewise, majority of the local people do not see themselves as part of the project (See Table 4.14), while project experts assert that local people were considered as part of the project.
5.3     Community Perception on KCCMP

Community perception on KCCMP’s contribution to socio-economic development indicate that while majority were aware of the purposes and advantages of the project, majority of local people did not practically benefit from it. For instance, majority of local people were aware of their role in enabling the successful completion of the project but an average of 65% of them, as shown in tables 4.12 and 4.13, were not involved in project planning and goal setting as well as in project monitoring and evaluation, though, experts had different opinions. All experts said that community members were involved in project planning and goal setting, as well as monitoring and evaluation. This tells that there is contradiction of respondents’ perception toward community involvement. The majority of local people felt that their opinion was never sought to ensure the project remained relevant to their problems. By not consulting the local people, the project stood not a chance of being relevant to community needs. Hence, the project could not ensure maximum benefits to the community. 
Such difference in opinions suggests that what happens on actual ground is quite different from what is said in experts’ reports. These two phases are very crucial in any given project. The act of not involving the project Local people in such important phases raised many concerns among the community members and degraded their courage to keep working. The respondents said that, such thing made them feel that they were not part of the project. Considering the fact that only few locals were involved, most of the residents of Mufindi could not engage in any activity concerning the project. In addition, as shown in table 4.14 majority of the local (more than 59.2% of all local people) do not consider themselves as a necessary point in KCCMP, which contradicts with experts’ opinions. As explained before, majority of the community members were left out in many important phases. This in turn made them feel as not so important in the project. This has fair similarity to Norman’s 2012 study that investigated the reasons for failure of community-based projects at Folovhodwe area. In his study it was found that one of the reasons for failure of community-based projects is lack of community involvement.
Unlike what Mwangi (2014) established that majority of local community had positive influence on the project due to their involvement from planning to monitoring and evaluation, local community around KCCMP did not really have influence on the project planning, implementation, monitoring and implementation. The involvement of local people is pretty much similar into considering them as unprofessional in conservation issues and therefore they were given only little consideration. 
The study correlates with Norman (2012), Tadesse, et.al (2013) and Kayaga (2015) who also revealed poor community participation in planning and implementation of the community-based projects in rural and urban areas. While other researchers (e.g. Quin, 2010; Kimani and Namusonge, 2016; Githiji, 2016) failed to correlate project’s sustainability with community livelihoods, this study has established that failure to properly address the issue of socio-economic welfare from the beginning will eventually have negative impression from local people.
One major socio-economic challenge faced by the KCCMP was the lack of initial buy-in and support from local communities. 
One of the respondents said that: 
“Mwanzoni nilijua mradii huu umeleta neema kwetu maana tuliambiwa unafadhiliwa na mashirika makubwa ya wazungu. Lakini baadaye sikuona haja ya kushiriki mradi ambao kwa kweli haukuwa na manufaa kwangu…” 
Likewise, according to Mbilinyi et al. (2016), some local residents were initially skeptical of the project and its potential benefits, and there was a lack of understanding about the role that the Kihansi Gorge ecosystem played in supporting local livelihoods. This made it difficult to gain the support and participation of local communities in the early stages of the project.
Another socio-economic challenge was the impact of the project on local livelihoods and economies. While the KCCMP has provided some economic benefits to local communities, including employment opportunities and income from the sale of non-timber forest products (Mbilinyi et al., 2016), it has also had some negative impacts. 
During interviews, one respondent said: 
“… kuna maeneo tulizuiwa kuingia na kufanya shughuli zetu za kilimo lakini bado hatupewa namna ya kuweza kujimudu kimaisha…” 
This has also been reported by other researchers; for example, the restriction of access to certain areas of the gorge for conservation purposes has disrupted traditional farming practices and led to a decline in crop yields for some local residents (Mbilinyi et al., 2016).

A third socio-economic challenge was the availability of funding and resources. Ensuring a stable and sufficient source of funding for the KCCMP has been a constant challenge, as the project has relied on a combination of international funding and local resources (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). Sustaining the project over the long-term will require a consistent and reliable source of funding, which can be difficult to secure. Generally, the KCCMP has faced a number of socio-economic challenges, including a lack of initial buy-in and support from local communities, the impact on local livelihoods and economies, and the availability of funding and resources. Addressing these challenges will be critical to the long-term sustainability of the project.
The overall perception and attitude of the local community towards the KCCMP has been mixed. Some members of the community have welcomed the project and the economic and social benefits it has brought, while others have been more skeptical or critical of its impacts. On the positive side, many members of the local community have praised the KCCMP for the employment and income opportunities it has provided, including jobs as park guards, community extension officers, and non-timber forest product collectors (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). The project has also supported the collection and sale of non-timber forest products, such as honey and medicinal plants, which have provided additional income for local residents (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). These economic benefits have been particularly important in a region where poverty rates are high and economic opportunities are limited (United Republic of Tanzania, 2013).
In addition, the KCCMP has supported the development of infrastructure in Mufindi District, including the construction of roads, bridges, and water sources, which has improved access to essential services for local communities (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). This has had a range of benefits, including reducing travel time and costs, improving access to healthcare and education, and supporting economic development through increased trade and commerce (World Bank, 2013).
However, the KCCMP has also faced some resistance and criticism from members of the local community. One concern has been the disruption of traditional farming practices, as the restriction of access to certain areas of the gorge for conservation purposes has led to a decline in crop yields for some local residents (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). This has had negative consequences for the livelihoods and incomes of these farmers, who often rely on agriculture as their primary source of income (Barthel et al., 2010). 
In order to address these concerns, it will be important to find ways to support the diversification of local economies and to provide alternative livelihood options for affected farmers (Barthel et al., 2010). Overall, the perception and attitude of the local community towards the KCCMP has been shaped by a combination of the economic and social benefits it has brought, as well as the challenges and disruptions it has caused. Addressing these challenges and working to maximize the benefits of the project will be critical to maintaining the support and cooperation of the local community.
5.4     Relationship between CBPs Sustainability and Community Development
The Kihansi Catchment Conservation Project (KCCMP) was initiated in the late 1990s with the goal of protecting the unique biodiversity of the Kihansi Gorge ecosystem in Tanzania and supporting sustainable development in the region (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). The project had a number of positive impacts on socio-economic development in Mufindi District.
One such impact was the provision of employment and income opportunities for local residents. The KCCMP created jobs as park guards, community extension officers, and non-timber forest product collectors (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). This helped to increase incomes and improve living standards for many local families. In addition, the KCCMP supported the collection and sale of non-timber forest products, such as honey, medicinal plants, and fruit, which provided additional income for local residents (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). These economic benefits were particularly important in a region where poverty rates are high and economic opportunities are limited (United Republic of Tanzania, 2013). Another positive impact of the KCCMP was the development of infrastructure in Mufindi District. The project supported the construction of roads, bridges, and water sources, which improved access to essential services for local communities (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). This had a range of benefits, including reducing travel time and costs, improving access to healthcare and education, and supporting economic development through increased trade and commerce (World Bank, 2013).
In addition to these economic benefits, the KCCMP also contributed to environmental awareness and conservation efforts in Mufindi District. The project raised awareness among local communities about the importance of environmental conservation and the role that the Kihansi Gorge ecosystem played in supporting local livelihoods (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). This helped to build local support for the project and contributed to a greater appreciation of the natural environment in the region. The conservation of the Kihansi Gorge ecosystem has also had wider benefits, including the protection of water resources that support both local and downstream communities (World Wildlife Fund, 2014).
Despite these positive impacts, the KCCMP also faced a number of challenges in terms of its impact on socio-economic development in Mufindi District. One such challenge was the disruption of traditional farming practices. The restriction of access to certain areas of the gorge for conservation purposes disrupted traditional farming practices and led to a decline in crop yields for some local residents (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). This had negative consequences for the livelihoods and incomes of these farmers, who often rely on agriculture as their primary source of income (Barthel et al., 2010). 
In order to mitigate these impacts, it will be important to find ways to support the diversification of local economies and to provide alternative livelihood options for affected farmers (Barthel et al., 2010). Another challenge faced by the KCCMP was the limited availability of resources, including funding and personnel. Ensuring a stable and sufficient source of funding for the project was critical to its long-term success, but this has been a constant challenge as the project has relied on a combination of international funding and local resources (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). In addition, the KCCMP has faced challenges in terms of staffing, including the recruitment and retention of qualified personnel (Mbilinyi et al., 2016). Ensuring a sufficient and skilled workforce will be important in order to effectively manage and sustain the project over the long-term.

5.5      Accessibility to Socio-economic Benefits

Before the implementation of KCCMP a lot of benefits were planned for local people, however the during implementation local people claimed that some of the benefits bypassed them. Mrangu (2018) affirmed that what is mostly written on paper does not manifest fully in the field. Others studies revealed that most of community-based projects were reported with local community having poor knowledge or inadequate awareness about project plans and their sustainability (Norman, 2012; Mjema, 2017). 
The study revealed that KCCMP never intended to utilize the natural biodiversity at the catchment for direct economic activities like tourism despite the efforts employed for conserving it (Table 4.8). In addition, the initiatives made by KCCMP like beekeeping and timber projects were immediately abandoned by the local people and immediate supervisors as soon as the donor funding phased out (Table 4.8).  
Furthermore, this research uncovered that 72% of local people (n=39 out of 54) disagreed on having adequate biodiversity conservation knowledge, while 92% of project experts (n=23 out of 25) said the opposite as shown in table 4.15. One of the respondents pointed out that there were still much to learn for the results that were expected to be achieved. This implies that the training initiatives did not yield expected results and other efforts immediately stopped as the project phased out. Soon after the initial funds stopped, almost everything else stopped, even the alternative economic benefits that are friendly to biodiversity conservation could not keep up for long. Respondents, especially local people, were also complaining about the project implementers failing to hire local people (Pers. Comm with respondents, 2020) or even integrate any local stock of knowledge and techniques in conservation practices. As shown in table 4.16 all local people respondents disagreed with the statement that KCCMP employed local community members. Even 8experts responded so.
However, the project helped the local people in self-employment whereby 5 alternative economic activities were introduced. Such activities include bee keeping and honey harvesting, timber farming, avocado farming, pig farming and modern maize cultivation (Table 4.8). Project experts trained some of the local community members to engage in such economic activities. Likewise, 30 local community members in Ukami village were supplied with 30 modern beehives, and taught how to use them, and how to harvest honey, who formed a business group of beekeepers. During the interview, they said that they harvest 100 liters of honey per year. 
However, they did not profit much because they do not have marketing skills; they do not know how to process best quality honey; they do not know how to make modern beehives; they also do not have honeycomb scales to help them measure honey in kilograms. Timber farming has been more successful compared to other alternative economic activities. Majority of the beneficiaries have engaged in timber farming. The timber grown the most are pine trees. These timbers take 8 to 10 years to grow, meaning that after planting timber seedlings, locals have to wait for 10 years to harvest. Compared to other economic activities, timber farming seems to yield much profit. 
However, mast timbers are most needed as an alternative to pine timber because they are more profitable. For the case of avocado farming, local people claim that avocado seedlings are scarce. So, none of the locals succeeded to engage in avocado farming. Although the project did help some community members employ themselves, only few members were able to take on what started during the project due to operational costs and lack of enough knowledge. Those few community members were only taught to produce more but they were not given a business mindset to help them prolong their production. This means that when the program was going on the production seemed to go high but soon after phasing out the production immediately went down.
Somehow, some locals’ livelihood was improved; some locals could now own better housing, get better income and social services. However, local community members complained about not benefiting from some of the social services despite the fact that they are produced in their area. For instance, Kihansi River basin produce a large amount of electricity but the power produced have not been supplied at Mufindi district. Likewise, the activities which were taking place nearby riverbanks which were later banned during the project have been recently been reintroduced. This indicates that local people practically did not acquire conservation awareness and hence it jeopardized sustainability of conservation efforts employed by the project. 
There were a number of strategies that have been employed to improve the sustainability of livelihoods in the community-based projects in Tanzania. One approach is to focus on building the capacity of the community to manage and sustain the project (Kamar et al., 2014). This can involve providing training and support on financial management, resource planning, and project implementation (Moyo et al., 2010). Another strategy is to engage with a range of stakeholders, including local government, NGOs, and private sector organizations, in order to secure the resources and support needed to sustain the project (Chambers, 1997). This can include seeking out funding from external sources, such as donors or foundations, or collaborating with other organizations to leverage additional resources (Kamar et al., 2014). Finally, it is important to develop a clear plan for resource management and to ensure that the project is financially viable over the long term (Moyo et al., 2010). This can involve diversifying the sources of income and identifying ways to reduce operating costs (Kamar et al., 2014). 
5.6      Summary of the Study Findings

This section summarizes major study findings from the study. The study summary is based from the study findings in chapter five basing on specific objectives.

5.6.1   Community Understanding on Socio-economic Factors 

The study discovered that few members of local community said there was accessibility to socio-economic benefits like water supply, electricity, part-time employment, beekeeping projects and forest plantation projects. Also, majority of the local people were aware that KCCMP’s aimed to transfer associated knowledge and skills to community members and the same has been put to action during project operation. 
However, the study findings identified that the community members were aware of the idea that KCCMP’s intention was to improve environmental conservation technology around the area where the project was implemented and that they have testified the improvement in ecosystem of Mufindi district. On the other side the sub-projects projects initiated during the project (i.e., beehives and honey harvesting, modern agriculture and reforestation) all failed after KCCMP’s phase out. This implies that either many of the community members assumed that KCCMP would develop a tourism site for Kihansi Spray Toads or they were deceived (given wrong information) to attract their cooperation and attention.
5.6.2  Community’s Perception on KCCMP’s Contribution to Socio-economic Development 

The study discovered that both project experts and local community members hold similar perception concerning local people’s awareness of their roles and more importantly the locals have positive perception of their informed roles in KCCMP. Also, majority of the local people were not involved in project planning although the projects experts claim otherwise. This shows that there is contradiction of opinions toward the question, meaning that, experts’ methods did not help to fully engage the community members. 
Further the study confirmed that Majority of the local people do not see themselves as part of the project while project experts assert that local people are part of the project.  However, results from thematic analysis of the interviews on the on local community’s perception on Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) in contributing to their socio-economic development at Mufindi, most of themes raised by the respondents did not indicate positive perception of local community toward the project.

5.6.3   The Relationship between CBPs Sustainability and Community Development
Lastly the study pointed that majority of the local community members were marginalized in conservation training process. Only a handful of people were selected to be trained, and therefore, the conservation process could not yield the expected outcomes. This implies that, KCCMP does not offer employment opportunities to local community members, and if it does, it would be to very few people. Also, many of these respondents pointed out different economic activities that they were engaged in as a result of KCCMP. Such activities include bee-keeping, growing trees, and modern farming that is more productive. 
This is to conclude that KCCMP helped local community members engage in economic activities that proved to be more productive than before. However, such initiatives were not sustainable as they decline with phasing out of donor funds. This was due to lack of willingness to uphold what was no initiated by them and therefore they treated such projects as foreign to their preferences.

5.7      Conclusions

The study argues that the operation of the Kihansi Catchment Conservation Project (KCCMP) and socio-economic development in Mufindi District was complex and multifaceted. While the project had a number of positive impacts, including employment and income opportunities, infrastructure development, and environmental awareness, it also faced challenges in terms of its impact on local livelihoods and the availability of resources. Other researchers reported a range of factors, including the level of community involvement, the availability of resources, and the economic and social context in which the project is operating (Moyo et al., 2010), which influences the sustainability of community-based projects in Tanzania. Most of CBPs, which have been implemented within the country and elsewhere have been reported to be unsustainable. 
The KCCMP, which was the major focus of this study was planned to ensure preservation of Kihansi catchment and the endemic Kihansi Spray toads. To do so, the project was designed to initiate some of the activities that would support local people economically in order to avoid unfriendly practices along the catchment area. Despite the efforts put, the study has uncovered that the socio-economic benefits planned for local people were not fruitful after the donor funding. The main reason has been revealed to be lack of involvement of local people during pre-planning, planning and during monitoring and evaluation and therefore causing to carry over the prior mistakes to the end of project. Eventually, the study concludes that local people would be willing to support the locally-initiated efforts other than what are brought to them from elsewhere.

5.8
Recommendations 

To improve the sustainability of these types of projects, it is important to first make sure that local people are involved during pre-planning, planning, implementation and even during monitoring and evaluation. This will help to bring their consent in the initiating the projects and also taking lead in the implementation. Also monitoring and evaluation would keep a track record of mistakes and help to avoid carrying the over as the project continues. 
In addition, implementers should focus on building the capacity of the community, engaging with a range of stakeholders, and developing a clear plan. Thus, addressing these challenges would have been critical to maximizing the positive contributions of the KCCMP to socio-economic development in the region.

This study has provided an understanding of community-based projects. It is truly important to maintain the stability of community-based projects but far more important to relate such stability to community development. That is, whenever there is a plan to conduct a certain CBP, community development should be given much priority. Community members should be involved in all stages of project operation; they should be equipped with enough knowledge about the project and with all the skill set needed to prolong their economic productivity.
Local people have already returned to the traditional economic activities that were unfriendly to the preservation of Kihansi catchment ecosystem. The study recommends that there should be followed-up initiatives from the institutions in charge so as to reinforce the locally-created groups that were put in charge of the projects. Finally, the government through relevant ministries and agencies should take responsibility of maintaining the efforts invested in the project to ensure sustainability.
5.9
Area for Further Studies 
The study insists that there is a need of assessing the relationship between factors for CBPs sustainability and community development in other districts.
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APPENDICES
Appendix I:  Questionnaire
Dear Respondent,

My name is Lendian Alfayo, a postgraduate student from Open University of Tanzania (OUT) undertaking Master of Project Management (MPM). I am conducting a research titled “Project Sustainability and Community Development: The Case of Kihansi Catchment Conservation (KCCMP) Project in Mufindi Tanzania.”I wish to emphasize that the research is purely academic and its findings will provide insights on how community projects are successfully managed. All information given and respondents’ views shall be treated confidentially. I would appreciate if you would spare some time to respond on this questionnaire.
SECTION A: PERSONAL INFORMATION

Please read each question carefully and follow the instruction given. 

1. Please indicate your Gender

Female ( )     Male (  )

2. Please indicate your age

	18 -30 years
	(   )

	31-40 years
	(   )

	41-50 years
	(   )

	Above 50 years
	(   )


3. What is the highest level of your Academic Qualifications?

	Certificate 
	(   )

	Diploma 
	(   )

	Bachelor’s Degree
	(   )

	Postgraduate
	(   )


4. How many years have you been living in this project/area?

	Below 5 years
	(   )

	06-10 years
	(   )

	11-15 years
	(   )

	Above15 years
	(   )


SECTION B: SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS FORKIHANSI CATCHMENT CONSERVATION PROJECT AT MUFINDI DISTRICT

Based on your perceptions towards Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) at Mufindi, please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with the following statements. Use a 5-point scale where a 1 = strongly disagree; 2 = Disagree; 3 = Neutral; 4 = Agree and 5 = strongly agree. Tick the appropriate number.

	S/N
	Statement
	5-scale

	
	Socio-economic Factors
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	5. 
	KCCMP project directly or indirectly offers some opportunity of access to socio-economic services and infrastructures like clean water, education, energy, health facilities, roads etc.
	
	
	
	
	

	6. 
	KCCMP project offers opportunities for improving local community welfare i.e. transfer of knowledge and skills
	
	
	
	
	

	7. 
	KCCMP project offers opportunity in promoting conservation of communal traditional practices and heritage
	
	
	
	
	

	8. 
	KCCMP project improves conservation technology
	
	
	
	
	

	9. 
	KCCMP project offers entrepreneureship opportunitiesfor local community
	
	
	
	
	

	10. 
	KCCMP project improves community productivity
	
	
	
	
	

	11. 
	There is a plan in place to develop the site for tourism consumption considering Kihansi Spray Toads as the most interesting tourism attraction
	
	
	
	
	

	12. 
	There are alternative sources of funds that were designed to facilitate conservation activitiesafter the phase out
	
	
	
	
	


SECTION C: LOCAL COMMUNITY’S PERCEPTION ON KIHANSI CATCHMENT CONSERVATION PROJECTIN CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AT MUFINDI DISTRICT
Based on your perceptions onKihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP)at Mufindi, please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with the following statements. Use a 5-point scale where a 1 = strongly disagree; 2 = Disagree; 3 = Neutral; 4 = Agree and 5 = strongly agree. Tick the appropriate number

	S/N
	Statement
	5-scale

	
	Clear Information
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	13. 
	Public at all levels is well informed of the purpose, process and advantages of the project
	
	
	
	
	

	14. 
	Community is well informed of their role
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Participation
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	15. 
	Local community was  invoved in planning, goal setting and implementation of the project
	
	
	
	
	

	16. 
	Local communities are involved in monitoring and evaluation of the project
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Attitude
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	17. 
	Community members see themselves as part and parcel of the project 
	
	
	
	
	

	18. 
	Community members believe the best for the outcomes of the project
	
	
	
	
	

	19. 
	Local community lament a lot about not benefitting from the KCCMP in their area
	
	
	
	
	


SECTION D: RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE KIHANSI CATCHMENT CONSERVATION PROJECT AND THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AT MUFINDI DISTRICT
Based on your perceptions of relationship between the Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) and socio-economic development at Mufindi, please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with the following statements. Use a 5-point scale where a 1 = Strongly Disagree; 2 = Disagree; 3 = Neutral; 4 = Agree and 5 = Strongly Agree. Tick the appropriate number.
	S/N
	Statement
	5-scale

	
	Knowledge and Innovation
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	20. 
	Community members have enough biodiversity conservation knowledge
	
	
	
	
	

	21. 
	Community member are able to apply the knowledge in their day-to-day lives
	
	
	
	
	

	22. 
	Community members had suggested alternative possible means of conserving the biodiversity in the area
	
	
	
	
	

	23. 
	Community members advocate for possible projects that will facilitate economic consumption of the Kihansi Spray Toads
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Employment
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	24. 
	KCCMP project provide employment opportunities to community members
	
	
	
	
	

	25. 
	KCCMP project support local community members’ self-employment
	
	
	
	
	

	26. 
	KCCMP offersthe alternative economic benefits that are friendly to biodiversity conservation
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Competitive and Co-efficient economy
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	27. 
	KCCMP project resulted to increased economic productivity of the local community
	
	
	
	
	

	28. 
	KCCMP project has helped the community to optimally locate available reources to serve each individual in the best way while minimizing environmental conservation risks and inefficiency
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Livelihood
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	29. 
	KCCMP project helps local communities have better income, housing and accesibility of social services
	
	
	
	
	


Thank you!

Appendix II: Interview Guide
Interview questions for Socio-economic factors for Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) at Mufindi district

1. How does the KCCMP address the needs and concerns of marginalized or minority groups in the Mufindi district?

2. Can you explain the measures taken to ensure the sustainability of the project in terms of socio-economic factors after the project completion?

3. Can you explain the actions taken to minimize the negative impact of the project on the livelihoods of local communities?

4. Can you explain how the project benefits are shared among local communities?

5. Can you explain the steps taken to ensure the participation and empowerment of local communities in the project decision-making process?

6. In what ways has the KCCMP contributed to poverty reduction and income generation in the Mufindi district?

7. Can you explain the long-term prospects of the KCCMP in relation to the socio-economic development of the Mufindi district?

8. How has the Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project (KCCMP) impacted your community's socio-economic development?

9. Can you describe your community's perception of the KCCMP and its role in the conservation of the catchment area?

10. How has the KCCMP affected your community's access to resources such as water and land?

11. Can you describe the benefits that your community has received from the KCCMP?

12. In your opinion, how effective has the KCCMP been in addressing the needs and concerns of your community?

13. Can you explain the measures taken by the KCCMP to ensure sustainable socio-economic development for the local communities after the project completion?

14. How does the KCCMP contribute to the conservation of the catchment area and contribute to the sustainable development of your community?

Thank you for your time!
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   16/02/2022
Our Ref: PG201705471
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

RE: RESEARCH CLEARANCE

The Open University of Tanzania was established by an act of Parliament no. 17 of 1992. The act became operational on the 1st March 1993 by public notes No. 55 in the official Gazette. Act number 7 of 1992 has now been replaced by the Open University of Tanzania charter, which is in line the university act of 2005. The charter became operational on 1st January 2007. One of the mission objectives of the university is to generate and apply knowledge through research. For this reason staff and students undertake research activities from time to time. 
To facilitate the research function, the vice chancellor of the Open University of Tanzania was empowered to issue a research clearance to both staff and students of the university on behalf of the government of Tanzania and the Tanzania Commission of Science and Technology. 
The purpose of this letter is to introduce to you Mr Fredrick Mulinda with Reg. No PG 201705471, who is a Masters student at the Open University of Tanzania. By this letter, Mr. Mulinda has been granted clearance to conduct research in the country. The title of his research is “Assessing the Relationship between Factors for CBPs Sustainability and Community Development: The Case of Kihansi Catchment Conservation and Management Project in Mufindi Tanzania”. The research will be conducted in Iringa Region. The period which this permission has been granted is from 21/02/ 2022 to 20/03/2022. 
In case you need any further information, please contact:


The Deputy Vice Chancellor (Academic); The Open University of Tanzania; P.O. Box 23409; Dar es Salaam. Tel: 022-2-2668820

Yours sincerely,
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REF: PG201985724                                                                            26th August, 2021 



City Director, 



Dar es Salaam City Council,      



P.O.BOX 20950, 



DAR ES SALAAM 



 



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 
operational on 1st January 2007. In line with the Charter, the Open University mission is to 
generate and apply knowledge through research. 
 
To facilitate and to simplify research process therefore, the act empowers the Vice Chancellor of 
the Open University of Tanzania to issue research clearance, on behalf of the Government of 
Tanzania and Tanzania Commission for Science and Technology, to both its staff and students 
who are doing research in Tanzania. With this brief background, the purpose of this letter is to 
introduce to you Ms. Tunukiwa K. Kavana, Reg No: Pg201985724, pursuing Master of Project 
Management (MPM). We hereby grant this clearance to conduct a research titled “Evaluation of 
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 
Chancellor (Academic) of the Open University of Tanzania, P.O.BOX 23409, Dar es Salaam. 
Tel: 022-2-2668820. We lastly thank you in advance for your assumed cooperation and 
facilitation of this research academic activity. 
 
Yours Sincerely, 



 



Prof. Magreth Bushesha 



DIRECTOR OF POSTGRADUATE STUDIES 



THE OPEN UNIVERSITY OF TANZANIA 



P.O.BOX 23409 
DAR ES SALAAM, Tanzania 
http://23409www.openuniv
ersity.ac.tz 
 



Tel: 255‐22‐2668992/2668445 
Ext.2101 
Fax:255‐22‐2668759 
E‐mail: dpgs@out.ac.tz 
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Ref. No. RAS/R/E.10/64/N/65                                                      20/02/2022 
 
District Executive Director 
Mufindi District Council 
P. O. Box 223 
MAFINGA 



 



 



A PERMIT FOR MR. FREDRICK MULINDA THE BONAFIDE STUDENT OF THE OPEN 



UNIVERSITY OF TANZANIA TO CONDUCT AN EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH IN YOUR 



COUNCIL 



 



Refer to the heading above. 
 
2.  I hereby inform you that the aforementioned parties have been granted a permit by the 
Regional Administrative Secretary to conduct research in your area of jurisdiction namely 
Council. 
 
3.  The title of his research is: “Assessing the Relationship between Factors for CBPs 
Sustainability and Community Development: The Case of Kihansi Catchment Conservation 
and Management Project in Mufindi Tanzania”. 
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