EVALUATING

TASAF 11

a nation-wide: soclal funad-in
flanzania



IHIStory

Phase: I'— 2000 — 2005
Phase I — 20057 — 2009

Ohjectives off Phase lI:

s Empowerment off Cemmunities te demand,
Implement ana monito) SERVICES and access, 1o
eppertunities that contrbute ter Impreved
ivelineed: Tihe target populatien IS elther
Service poor, Vulnerakle or foed Insecure.



Components

Capacity’ Enhancement: —

alm: Imprevement of skillsi fer project
Implementation

NatienaltVillager Funad
alm;: sUpperting communRity’ projects



National Village Eund has 3 parts

x PUblic Works Proaramme (PWPR) — cash transiiers
threughl shert-term; employment for puklic Welks: at a
Wage rate set at 20% below! the market casual lanoul
rate. E.qg. rehabllatingl a part ofi the road

s Community. Development Initiatives (CDI) —
Supporting thelimplementation off SUEprojects to
Improve; social services. E.g. Buildingrof school;
IMpPreVING Water SeUrCES

a Seclall Support Proar@anmme (SSP) — Grants te
vVulnerable groups such as disanled, aged, etc... E.g.
Training physically disabled peeple in bee keeplng
poulthy farming and financial and BUsSINeSs
managment: skills




Application Process

Community: applies throughrdistrct councll
for a grant of 5,000 — 30,000 dollars
Pistrict Councili decides; on

s WWhether 1o grant the reguest: or not
s Foed Insecure Community: CBI, SSE, PWP
a Senvice Poor Community: CDI, SSP



Scope — Natienwide Coverage

Communities 1 a// Localr Government
Autherties In lanzania are allowed to
sendiin applications



Ohjective of the Evaluation

Did TASAE impreve we

lare?

WhICHh SOCIe-EcenomIc greups henefited

and IS thais the targetec

populatienR?

EGIF each off these gleu

9S, Oy What extent?



Treatment and Comparisen In
TASAEas a natien-Wwide. preject

TREATMENT:
These Whoese applicatien Was, accepted

CONMPARISONI (erdered according te: suitaniiity):
hese Who didfnet send in an application

These whoese applicatien was rejectea

a.  Rejected! by the district council (e.g. considered net poor, or
receving oo much other assistance)

b,  Rejected hecause ofi non-compliance: te sector rules
c. Deferred
d.  Rationed (funds depleted)



Set-up of the Survey

Base-line Sukvey covering a large
AUMBEr oF communities/villages

Oncerapplications: are submitted, all
application: villages in eur sample are
matched te nen-application villages in
EUIF sample:

Each application Village: Isi matched te 2
non-application villages.



Erom: then enwards we fiollew: only the sample ofi
matched villages:

a application;accepted (treatment)

u application rejecteadl (cemparison: 1)

x did not apply: (comparsoen 2)

OVver time our comparisen: greup: Wil shrnk

We want ter knew: (1) whoe benefitted and (1) by,
ReW much

Doeukle differerencing gives usi (1), but not (1)

o get at (1) we use the lhaseline to see ook ait
Inclusion/exciusion



Sample Size

12,000 villages 1 Tlanzania
5,000 are likely ter e Peneficiaries In a 5
year peroae

IRl a ranedoem sample, We expect Just under
nalif o the villages te: participate 1n a
pPeried of 5 years time; or 10% per year.



RISKS

Wihat Ifrne-ene’s; application Is refusead?

Caniwe' exclude the pessibility that refusal
IS cornrelated With Unohservanles?

Wihat I thererare not eneughapplicants in
EUIF sample?
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