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Foreword

Rungwe District Council Socio-Economic Profile tbe years 2015 has
been produced in response to the government'sativié through
PMORALG of implementing the Development by DevabatiPolicy
that aims to enable people participate fully inirtteavn development
processes. This document includes data that hatpotator progress in
order to facilitate the delivery of quality socsarvices to the people

Likewise, descriptive statistics and indicators tmeasure the performance of sectors have been
incorporated following Tanzania’s Development Visia025 which includes goals that are in
line with United Nation’s Millennium Development @s (MDGs) and Five Year Development
Plan 2016/17-2020/21 onnurturing industrializatimn economic transformation and human
development.

This profile provides information for mapping owre indicators for poverty monitoring against

the sequence of surveys, with the 2012 PopulatioinHousing Census(PHC) being one of them.
Several of these core indicators for poverty mamtp are measured directly from the 2012
PHC. The Census provides a denominator for therm@tation of other indicators such as

enrolment and literacy rates, infant and maternaitafity rates, unemployment rate and other
socio -economic indicators.

Moreover, Tanzania’s Vision 2025 continues to be tuiding beacon of all our future
developmental efforts summarized broadly as belmgh quality livelihood including the
absence of abject poverty,good governance andulleeof law a strong and competitive
economy with national development programs as taie tools of implementation.

However, challenges of substantial magnitude eapgcn rural areas are many that require a
sustainable availability of adequate resourcesrderoto deliver quality social and economic
services. The high primary school enroliment ratesently attained have to be improved.
Nothwithstanding, infant and maternal mortalityeisatontinue to be high. Unemployment is still
triggering mass migration of youth from rural aréaslready overcrowded urban centers.

Moreover, the HIV/AIDS pandemic that is prevaldmbughout Tanzania is hampering efforts to
advance smoothly into the science and technologyTére pandemic has been causing adverse
effects on economically active age group, leadm@n increasing number of orphans, weak
families and sufferings of tremendous proportions.
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Various health problems that cause poverty togethtr environmental deterioration are the
new developmental challenges that have to be dtedrthrough various methods including a
multi-sectorial approach in collaboration with ks&holders. Hence, efforts to meet such
challenges have been constrained by many factaisidimg failure to involve community
participation while developing strategies and paogmes that are appropriate at community
level.

Past experience has shown that limitations reladegblicy formulation, project identification,
design and implementation are exacerbated by inedegesources and lack of quality data and
information at the district council planning for vidopment processes. On the contrary,
production of quality statistics requires availabibf enough resources that is, human, material
and financial that must be allocated sustainablgroter to support data production initiatives
from community to national level.

District Council profiles cover a wide range of @and information on geography, population,
socio-economic parameters, social services, ecanorfiastructure and the productive sectors.
More importantly, such data and information havevpd vital to policy makers, planners,

researchers, donors and functional managers.

Similarly, Rungwe District Council Socio-economigoRle contains the detailed data and
information as described above. Therefore, consweigiews and criticisms are invited from all
readers to enable such profiles to become a letiein the formulation of the country’s policies
and implementation of District Council programmes.

| would like to take this opportunity to acknowledgith thanks, the contribution made by the
Rungwe Director's Office, Mbeya Regional Commisgios Office, National Bureau of
Statistics and other staff of the District Courweiio devoted their time to ensure the successful
completion of this assignment.

LOEMA |. PETER
District Executive Director
September, 2017
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Map 1: Mbeya Region Map Showing the Location of Rugwe District Council.
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CHAPTER ONE

Land, Climate, Agro-Ecological Zones and People

1.0 An Overview

This chaptemgives information about the geographical locatiamd area, administrative units,
climate and agro-ecological zones of Rungwe Dist@ouncil. It also gives information on
ethnic groups, population distribution, size ameénd as well as other demographic
characteristics.

1.1 Geographical Location

Rungwe District Council is located in Mbeya Reg®nbuthern end, whereby the region itself is
located in southwestern Tanzania. The district cduheadquarters is situated at Tukuyu
Township, which is about 72 km from Mbeya Distradlbng Uyole Ibanda highway, which
passes through Kyela District Council enroot to igc of Malawi. Rungwe District lies
between latitudes®80’ East and ®0 South of the Equator and Longitude$ 88d 34 East of
Greenwich Meridian. The district council sharesdaos with Kyela District Councilin the south,
in the West with lleje District Council in Songwez@ton, in the East with Busokelo District
Council and Mbeya Rural District in the North.

Rungwe District Council is one of the oldest colsian Tanzania and its history can be traced
way back to the Germany Colonial era. In 1961, dist¢rict council adapted the colonial Local
Authority system until 1972 when it was abolishead areplaced with decentralization by
concentration system Madaraka/Mkoani) under whieh Regional Directorate had the role of
service delivery. The district council by then inporated Kyela District Council, lleje District
Council and Busokelo District Council before thegrey split in 1972, 1975 and 2012 for Kyela,
lleje and Busokelo District Council respectivelp. 1984 when the Regional Directorateswere
abolished, Rungwe District Council was re-estalglishinder the local Government Authorities
Act No. 7 of 1982 as amended by Act No. 6 of 1999.

1.2 Land Area, Land Use Pattern and AdministrativeUnits

1.2.1 Land Area

Table 1.1 shows that, Rungwe District Council hastal land area of 1231.86 sq. km out of
which 1,231.54sqg.km equivalents to 99.97 percentheftotal area is covered with land area
while the remaining 0.3243 sq.km equivalent to @8&ent is covered with water. Furthermore,
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Table 1.1 shows that Kiwira Ward has the largesirestof the total land area in the district
council that accounts for 8.9 percent, followedllbya Ward (7.3 percent) and Ikuti Ward (6.9
percent). However, Ndanto Ward has the smallesegt2zad percent) of total land area followed
by Mpuguso and Lufingo wards each has 1.8 perdwresn the total land area.

Furthermore, Rungwe District Council has a totaldlaarea 123,186.0 ha,out that 83,613.6 ha
equivalent 67.9 percent is suitable for agricultpreduction. However, the remaining areas
0f39,572.40 ha equivalent to 32.1percentof totatl larea is covered by mountains with forests,
hills, valleys, rivers, streams, small crater lalied residential areasof total land.

Table 1.1: Land and Water Area by Ward, Rungwe Distict Council, 2015

Ward Land Area (sq.km) Water Area | Total Area Percert Share of Total Area
Matwebe 49.1727 - 49.1727 40
Masukulu 59.6336 - 59.6336 48
Ikuti 85.5963 - 85.5963 6.9
Bujela 43.9042 - 43.904 3|6
Masoko 80.2158 - 80.2158 6|5
Iponjola 24.8791 - 24.8791L 2/0
Nkunga 66.6932 - 66.6932 54
Lupepo 31.4139 - 31.4139 2|6
Swaya 72.6497 0.3195 72.9687 5.9
Kinyala 60.7025 - 60.702b 49
Masebe 29.5540 29.5540 2.4
Suma 30.3479 - 30.3479 25
Kisondela 65.8912 - 65.8912 5.3
Mpuguso 21.5634 - 21.5635 1.8
Kisiba 43.6257| 0.0048 43.6305 35
Msasani * - - - -
Kawetele * - - - -
llima 90.3118 - 90.3118 7.8
Bagamoyo * - - - -
Bulyaga * - - - -
Isongole 65.2492 - 65.2492 5.3
Ndanto 18.1994 - 18.1994 1|5
Malindo 26.5702 - 26.570p 22
Makandana* - - - -
Itagata* - - - -
Ibighi* - - - -
Kyimo 49.6231 - 49.6231 4.0
Lufingo 22.6145 - 22.6145 18
Kiwira 110.1454 - 110.1454 8.9
TukuyuTownship 82.9801 - 82.9801 6.1
Total 1,231.5363 0.3243 1,231.86 100.0

Source: RungweDistrict Council

Note: * Wards are included in Tukuyu Township

1.2.2 Land Use Pattern
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Figure 1.1 shows that, out of the total area in dR District Council (123,186.05 ha) the
highest proportional of the land(74.9 percent)dediforcultivation and for,followed residential
area and open land (21.4 percent).

Figure 1.1 Percentage Distribution of Land Use in Rngwe District Council
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Source:Rungwe District Council

1.2.3 Administrative Units

Administratively, Rungwe District Council consistsf three divisions namely: Tukuyu
Township, Ukukwe and Pakati wherein there are 2@&dsvavith 99 registered villages. The
villages are further sub — divided into 454 sullagés popularly known as hamlets but no streets
(mitad within Tukuyu Township. In addition to that, it is important to note thRLngwe as
having both rural and urban characteristics. THeamrwards comprise all wards in Tukuyu
Township.Rural area includes all wards in Pakati bikukwe divisionsPolitically, the council
has one Parliamentary Election Constituency, naRedgweConstituency. Table 1.2 shows
distribution of administrative units by division Rungwe District Council 2015.
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Table 1.2: Number of Administrative Units by Division, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Name of Division Ward No. of Villages| No. of Strest(mitaa) No. of Hamlets
Kisondela 6 - 26
Mpuguso 4 - 15
Masoko 7 - 28
llima 6 - 16
Pakati Masukulu 5 - 19
Matwebe 4 - 13
Kisiba 4 - 14
Bujela 5 - 16
Malindo 3 - 18
Lufingo 4 - 22
Iponjola 4 - 13
Ikuti 6 - 29
Kiwira 5 - 28
Swaya 4 - 16
Kinyala 6 - 40
Ukukwe Nkunga 3 - 22
Lupepo 4 - 20
Suma 5 - 20
Masebe 4 15
Isongole 6 - 22
Ndanto 4 - 16
Ibighi - - 2
Itagata - - 2
Kawetele - - 3
Tukuyu Msasani - - 4
Township Makandana - - 2
Bagamoyo - - 4
Bulyaga - - 4
Kyimo - - 5
Total 29 99 454

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Map 2: Showing Geographical Location of Rungwe Disict Council; 2015
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1.3 Climate, Soil and Topography

1.3.1 Climate

The climate condition of the district is a functioh altitude. The district is mountainous with
Rungwe Mountain and Livingstone ranges rising framaltitude of 770 meters to 2,265 meters
above the sea level. Rainfall average ranges frodm®én in the low land areas to 2700mmm on
the highland. Temperature are generally modestranges from 18 t0 2%C throughout the
year.

1.3.2 Saoil

There are three broad categories of soils in RunBwgtrict Council. The first category is
described as clay (heavy clay and clay loam), laawh loam sand. Loam sand are found in the
uplands areas, Loam clay soils is found in the dolareas and loam is found in midland areas.
Most of these soils have high mineraland nutriemtents.

1.3.3 Topography and Drainage

Rungwe District is generally mountainous distrithe steep slopes of the mountain ranges are
characterized by small numerous streams which hegeiorm major rivers such as Kiwira,
Lufilyo, Mwalisi and Mbaka. Those rivers except lyd originate from the Rungwe Mountain,
while Lufilyo River originates from Livingstone Motain Ranges. These rivers are adjoined by
other small streams which pour their waters intkd Byasa alongside Kyela District.

1.4Agro-Ecological Zones (AEZ)

Rungwe District Council has three distinctive agamwlogical zones, namely, High lands,
Midlandsand Lowlands.

1.4.1 High Lands Zone

This forms a continuation of the Mporoto Mountaillem Tembela Ward (Mbeya District
Council) and rises to an altitude of 2,265 metéisva the sea level. This zone covers about 18
percent of the total land area in the district. &atly, the uplands zone is cold throughout the
year with heavy rainfalls averaging between 1,508 2,700 mm per annual. The wards include
in this zone are Swaya, Kinyala, Isongole and Nalafihis area is suitable for suitable for
agriculture and the main crop cultivated are Ipskatoes, pyrethrum, maize, beans, plum, peach
and vegetables.
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1.4.2 Mid Lands Zone

The zone covers about 63 percent of the total lartle district council and occupies all wards
in Tukuyu Township division. The zone experiencedd cweather and receives an average
annual rainfall ranging between 800 and 2200 mne $bils are good for agriculture and
livestock developments, the main crops grown areado, tea, coffee, cardamom, maize,
mango, beans, banana and groundnuts. Wards incinde® zone are Kiwira, Kyimo, Iponjola,
Ikuti, Lupepo, Nkunga, Ibigi, Lufingo, Makandankaima, Malindo, Suma, Bagamoyo, Bulyaga,
Masoko, Kisondela, Masebe, Bujela, Mpuguso, MsasadiKawetele.

1.4.3Low Lands Zone

This zone lies to the south of the district countitovers about 20 percent of the total land area
It lies at an altitude 770 meters above sea lelleé weather is general hot and suitable for
cultivation of paddy, maize, beans, cocoa, avocaitojs and bananas. The law land zone
receive an average rainfall between 900 and 1200 Wards included in this zone are
Masukulu, llima, Matwebe and Kisiba.

1.5 Population

1.5.1 Ethnic Groups
The main indigenous ethnic groups in RungweDist@iotincil are the Nyakyusa, Ndali , Kinga,
Safwa, and Ngoni that occupy most parts of theidistouncil. However, there are other ethnic
groups found in the district council.Table 1.3 pays ethnicity ofindigenous people by ward in
Rungwe District Council.

-

Nyaksusa Tradition Dance
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Table 1.3: Ethnicity of Indigenous People by WardRungweDistrict Council; 2015

Ward Number of Ethnicity Group List of Five Major E thnic Groups
Matwebe 3 Nyakyusa and Ngoni

Masukulu 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali, and Kinga

Ikuti 4 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Bujela 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali, and Safwa
Masoko 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali, and Safwa
Iponjola 4 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Nkunga 4 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Lupepo 2 Nyakyusa and Safwa.

Swaya 4 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Kinyala 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali,and Kinga
Masebe 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali,and Safwa

Suma 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali, and Safwa
Kisondela 4 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Mpuguso 4 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Kisiba 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali, and Kinga
Msasani 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali, and Kinga
Kawetele 6 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
llima 2 Nyakyusa and Ndali.

Bagamoyo 5 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Bulyaga 6 Nyakyusa, Ndali, Safwa and Kinga
Isongole 2 Nyakyusa and Ndali.

Ndanto 2 Nyakyusa and Ndali.

Malindo 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali and Safwa.
Makandana 2 Nyakyusa and Ndali.

Itagata 2 Nyakyusa andNdali.

Ibighi 2 Nyakyusa and Ndali.

Kyimo 3 Nyakyusa, Ndali and Safwa
Lufingo 3 Kinga, Ndali and Nyakyusa

Kiwira 4 Nyakyusa, Kinga, Ndali and Safwa.

Source:Rungwe District Council

1.5.2 Population Size and Growth

Table 1.4 shows that, the population of Rungwe ridisiaccording to the 2002 and 2012
Population and Housing Censuses increased fron®22@ersons (104,997 males and 115,901
females) in 2002 to 242,809 persons (115,510 atesnaad 127,299 are females ) in 2012. The
average annual growth rate for Rungwe District @dus 1.0 percentduring intercensal period
as shown in Figure 1.1 which shows comparison witter district council. The most populous
ward in 2012 is Kiwira with 25,244 persons (10.4ceat), followed by Isongole with 18,689
persons (7.7 percent) and Lufingo with 17,166 pe9@.1 percent). The least populous ward
according to the 2012 census is Bagamoyo havim@j/32rsons (1.3 percent) and Matwebe with
3303 peoples (1.4 percent)
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Figure 1.1: Average Annual Intercensal Population Gwth Rate by District Council, Mbeya Region, 2002- 2012 PHC

Rungwe District Council 10

Busokelo District Council 11

Mbeya District Council 18

Kyela District Council 2.4

Mbarali District Council 27

Mhbeya City Council 3.7

Chunya District Council 3.9

0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5

Percentage

Source NBS

Furthermore the results in Table 1.4 shows thatgeteWard has the highest average annual
growth rate wich is 2.7 percent followed by Kiwiravd (2.3 percent), Ikuti and KyimoWard
(1.4 percent). Moreover, the results show a neggpopulation growth rate for the ward of
Bagamoyo (9.2), Malindo (7.7), Suma (6.0),Masukil®) and Kinyala (3.7)

The negative average annual growth rate in the ebmention wards was due to the
establishment of new wards as followsKawetele flBagamoyo, Makandana from Malindo,
Masebe from Suma, Matwebe from Masukuluand Swaya fKinyala. General observation in
Table 1.4 show new wards with marked (*) which westablished aftercensus period. The data
for these wards are included in their former wabdser reasons for the negative growth might
be due to migration of people for economic reasons.
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Table 1.4: Population Size and Growth by Ward, Rugwe District Council; 2002 and 2012 Censuses

2002 Population(census) Percent| 2012 Population(census) Percent| Growth Rate
Share of Share of | 1988- | 2002-
Ward Male Female| Total | Population Male Female| Total | Population | 2002 | 2012
*Matwebe (Masukulu) - . 1 1,591 1,712 3,303 1.4
Masukulu 4,478 5,038 9,516 149 2,722 3,073 5,795 2.4 -5
Ikuti 5,352 5,948 11,300 177) 6,351| 6,684 13,035 5.4 14
Bujela 2,930 3,16( 6,090 95| 2,606| 2,973 5,579 2.3 -0.9
Masoko 3,968 4,256 8,224 129 2,948| 3,188 6,136 2.5 -2.9
**|ponjola (Lufingo) - - - - - - - -
Nkunga 7,131 7,554 14,685 230 7,987| 8,152| 16,139 6.1 0.9
**upepo (Nkunga) - - - - - - - -
*Swaya (Kinyala) - - - 3,482 4,073 7,555 3.1
Kinyala 8,756 9,933 18,68p 293| 6,186| 6,685| 12,871 5.3 -3.7
*Masebe (Suma) - 2,339 2,628 4,967 2.1
Suma 5,439 6,000 11,448 179 3,027 3,229 6,256 2.6 -6
Kisondela 5,694 6,164 11,858 184 5,308| 5,762| 11,07Q 4.6 -0.7
Mpuguso 5,82§ 6,395 12,223 192 6,616| 7,353| 13,969 5.8 1.8
Kisiba 2,846 3,321 6,16} 96 3,198 3,431 6,629 2.7 0.y
*Msasani (Bulyaga) 1 - : 3,054 3,238 6,292 2.6
*Kawetele (Bagamoyo) - 2,614 2,892 5,506 2.3
llima 3,707 4,072 7,779 122) 3,074 3,663 6,737 2.8 -1.4
Bagamoyo 3,854 4,216 8,072 12¢ 1,501 1,706 3,207 1.3 -9.2
Bulyaga 3,648 4,221 7,869 123 2,996| 3,397 6,393 2.6 2.1
Isongole 6,680 7,604 14,284 224 8,642| 10,047| 18,689 7.1 2.7
**Ndanto (Isongole) - - . - - - - -
Malindo 6,131 6,701 12,83p 201 2,927| 3,033 5,960 2.5 1.7
*Makandana (Malindo) 1 - : 3,537 4,076 7,613 3.1
*|tagata (Ibighi) - - - 1,804 1,962 3,766 1.6
Ibighi 5,277 5,688 10,965 172] 4,207 4,692 8,899 3.7 2.1
Kyimo 5,776 6,364 12,140 190/ 6,712 7,321| 14,033 5.8 14
Lufingo 7,946 8,743 16,689 262 8,145| 9,021| 17,166 7.1 0.8
Kiwira 9,605| 10,514 20,119 316] 11,936| 13,308| 25,244 10.4 23
Total 104,997| 115,901 220,949 3471 115,510| 127,299 242,809 10 - 1/0

Source National Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data fror@24nd 2012 Population CensusesReports

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

** = New wards that were established after 2012 Popuaéind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

1.5.3 Population Density

Table 1.5 shows that, Rungwe District Council haceerage population density of 197 persons
per sq. km.The results show that, the average ptpaldensity has slightly increased from 179
persons per sq. km in 2002 to 197 persons perrsgnk2012. In 2002, Lufingo Ward had the
highest population density (738 persons per sq. ikn2002 followed by Mpuguso Ward (567
people per sq. km) and Malindo Ward ("483 persanrssg. km). llima Ward had the smallest
population density (86 persons per sq km). Similemd is observed in 2012, where by Lufingo
Ward leads (759 persons per sq. km) followed by §liso (648 persons per sq. km) and
Isongole (286 persons per sg. km). The least dgmsgdulated Ward in 2012 is Matwebe (67

10
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persons per sqg. km). The result further showsThltilyu Township has a population density of
312 persons per sg. km, it includes all wards With

Table 1.5: Population Density by Ward, Rungwe Distct Council, 2002 and 2012 Census

Population(census)

Population Density per sg.km

Ward Land Area (sq.km) 2002 2012 2002 2012
*Matwebe (Masukulu) 49.1727 - 3,303 67
Masukulu 59.6336 9,516 5,795 160 97
Ikuti 85.5963 11,300 13,035 132 152
Bujela 43.9042 6,090 5,579 139 127
Masoko 80.2158 8,224 6,136 103 76
**|ponjola (Lufingo) 24.8791 - -

Nkunga 66.6932 14,685 16,139 220 242
**|_upepo (Nkunga) 31.4139 - -

*Swaya (Kinyala) 72.6492 - 7,555 104
Kinyala 60.7025 18,689 12,871 308 212
*Masebe (Suma) 29.554 - 4,967 168
Suma 30.3479 11,448 6,256 377 206
Kisondela 65.8912 11,858 11,070 180 168
Mpuguso 21.5635 12,223 13,969 567 648
Kisiba 43.6257 6,167 6,629 141 152
*Msasani (Bulyaga) - - 6,292

*Kawetele

(Bagamoyo) - - 5,506

llima 90.3118 7,779 6,737 86 75
Bagamoyo - 8,072 3,207

Bulyaga - 7,869 6,393

Isongole 65.2492 14,284 18,689 219 286
**Ndanto (Isongole) 18.1994 - -

Malindo 26.5702 12,832 5,960 483 224
*Makandana

(Malindo) - 7,613

*Itagata (Ibighi) - 3,766

Ibighi 10,965 8,899

Kyimo 49.6231 12,140 14,033 245 283
Lufingo 22.6145 16,689 17,166 738 759
Kiwira 110.1454 20,119 25,244 183 229
TukuyuTownship 82.9801 0 0
Total 1231.5365 220,949 242,809 179 197

Source National Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data fror@24nd 2012 Population CensusesReports

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

* = New wards that were established after 2012 Popaaéind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

11
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1.5.4 Population Trend

Table 1.5 shows that from 2002 to 20R@pulation and Housing Censust® district council
population has slight increaseg 21,860people from 220,949in 2002 to 242,809ib22that is
an increase by 9.9 percent.

At ward level, Table 1.6 shows that the wards Watigest population increase between 2002 and
2012 recorded is Isongela (30.8 percentage increlaflewed by Kiwira (25.5 percentage
increase), Kyimo (15.6 percentage increase) antl With 15.4 percentage increase. However,

the result shows that the wards that that showgyrfisant decrease in population include
BagamoyoWard which decrease by 60.3percent, Malildard decrease by53.6percent,
SumaWard decrease by45.4percent, MasukuluWard ateriey39.1percent and KinyalaWard
decrease by 31.1percent. The decrease in populiatihrese wards was due to the formationof
new wards these are, Kawetele from Bagamoyo, Mak@afrom Malindo, Masebe from Suma,
Matwebe from Masukuluand Swaya from Kinyala. Otressons for the negative growth might
be due to migration of people for economic reasons.

Table 1.6: Population Trend by Ward, RungweDistrictCouncil; 2002 and 2012

Population Increase From(

Ward 2002 Population(Census) 2002 to 2012)

Land Area (sq.km) 2002 2012 Number Percent
*Matwebe (Masukulu) 491.727 - 3,303 ;
Masukulu 596.336 9,516 5,795 -3,721 -39.1
Ikuti 855.963 11,300 13,03p 1,735 15.4
Bujela 461.549 6,090 5,579 -511 -8/4
Masoko 802.158 8,224 6,136 -2,088 -25.4
**|ponjola (Lufingo) 248.791 - - - -
Nkunga 666.932 14,685 16,13P 1,454 9.9
**Lupepo (Nkunga) 314.139 - - - -
*Swaya (Kinyala) 310.938 - 7,555 1
Kinyala 711.725 18,689 12,871 -5,818 -31.1
*Masebe (Suma) 295.54 - 4,967 1 1
Suma 303.479 11,448 6,256 -5,192 -45.4
Kisondela 658.912 11,858 11,070 -788 -6.6
Mpuguso 215.635 12,223 13,96P 1,746 14.3
Kisiba 436.257 6,167 6,629 46QR 7(5
*Msasani (Bulyaga) * - 6,292 - -
*Kawetele (Bagamoyo) * - 5,506 - -
llima 903.118 7,779 6,737 -1,042 -13.4
Bagamoyo * 8,072 3,207 -4,865 -60.3
Bulyaga * 7,869 6,393 -1,476 -18.8
Isongole 652.491 14,284 18,68P 4,405 30.8
**Ndanto (Isongole) 188.651 - - - -
Malindo 265.702 12,8372 5,960 -6,872 -53.6
*Makandana (Malindo) - 7,613 - -
*|tagata (Ibighi) - 3,766 - -
Ibighi 10,965 8,899 -2,066 -18.8

12
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Kyimo 496.231 12,140 14,038 1,893 15
Lufingo 226.145 16,689 17,16p 477 2
Kiwira 1,101.45 20,119 25,244 5,125 25
Total 220,949 242,804 21,860 9

© oo

Source National Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data fror824nd 2012 Population CensusesReports

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare

named in the bracket “()”

* = New wards that were established after 2012 Popuaéind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare

named in the bracket “()”

1.5.5 Dependency Ratio

The Dependency Ratio is a measure of the load the@oeically active population has in
supporting the young and the old populations wtetarmed as dependangge-Dependency
Ratio is the ratio of people in the “dependent’sagbose under age 15 and age 65 and older) to

those in the “working age population” (15-64 yeanf)o are the dependants to every 100

personsWorking age population also referred to as ecaaalfy productive population.

Table 1.7 shows that, the number of dependantaingiRe DC ared 15,33%hile the numbers of
economically active persons &27,47@ersons.Comparison of dependency ratio acrossctlistr
council in Mbeya Region shows that, Rungwe Dist@ouncil rank third with dependency ratio

of 90 dependants per 100 active persons. The High®3 dependants per 100 active person in
Busokelo District Council and lowest is in MbeyayCCouncil (65 dependants per 100 active

population). The dependency ratio of the district council is 98eans that there are 90
dependents per 108conomically active persons, and higher thanrdgonal average of 84

dependency ratio.

Table 1.7: The Dependency Ratio by District, Mbey&egion, 2012

2012 Population
Council Number of D d Rati
Dependants Economically Active ependency Ratio
Mbeya City Council 151,236 234,043 6
Chunya 73,937 82,849 89
Kyela 103,004 118,486 8y
Mbarali 143,917 156,60( 9P
Mbeya District Council 143,876 161,443 B
Rungwe 115,339 127,47( 90
Busokelo 47,487 48,861 97
Total 778,796 929,752 84

SourceNational Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data fromd2@opulation CensusesReports
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Table 1.8 gives the magnitude of dependence réach ward in Rungwe District Council base
on 2012 Population and Housing Census results.résdts show that, more than one-third of
the total wards in Rungwe DC has dependency raticernthan 100that means there are few
economically active persons who support a large barnof dependants. These wards include
Masoko (112), Kisiba (109), BothMasukulu and Surb@8), both Ikuti, Kinyala and Itagata

(107), Swaya (103) and Masebe (101). However, Meamad Kawetele Wards have thelowest

dependency ratio of 62 dependants p@@ of the active populatioriollowed by Bagamoyo

Ward (63) and Bulyaga Ward (67).
Table 1.8: The Dependency Ratio by Ward, RungweDistt Council, 2012

Population Dependants Economically Dependency
Ward 2012 0-14 Active 15-64 Ratio
*Matwebe (Masukulu) 3,303 1,638 1,665 98
Masukulu 5,795 3,014 2,781 108
Ikuti 13,035 6,744 6,291 107
Bujela 5,579 2,795 2,784 100
Masoko 6,136 3,243 2,893 112
**|ponjola (Lufingo) - 0
Nkunga 16,139 7,768 8,371 93
**Lupepo (Nkunga) - 0
*Swaya (Kinyala) 7,555 3,828 3,727 103
Kinyala 12,871 6,663 6,208 107
*Masebe (Suma) 4,967 2,490 2,477 101
Suma 6,256 3,249 3,007 108
Kisondela 11,070 5,371 5,699 94
Mpuguso 13,969 5,873 8,096 73
Kisiba 6,629 3,453 3,176 109
*Msasani (Bulyaga) 6,292 2,408 3,884 62
*Kawetele (Bagamoyo) 5,506 2,109 3,397 62
llima 6,737 3,183 3,554 90
Bagamoyo 3,207 1,242 1,965 63
Bulyaga 6,393 2,574 3,819 67
Isongole 18,689 8,604 10,085 85
**Ndanto (Isongole) - 0
Malindo 5,960 2,956 3,004 98
*Makandana (Malindo) 7,613 3,243 4,370 74
*Itagata (lbighi) 3,766 1,943 1,823 107
Ibighi 8,899 3,883 5,016 77
Kyimo 14,033 6,660 7,373 90
Lufingo 17,166 8,531 8,635 99
Kiwira 25,244 11,874 13,370 89
Total 242,809 115,339 127,470 90

Source National Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data from2@opulation CensusesReports.

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

14
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** = New wards that were established after 2012 Popaaiind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

1.5.6 Population Distribution by Sex

Sex Ratio is an indicator that gives the numbamnafe population for every 100 females in that
age group. Table 1.9 shows thhé sex ratio in Rungwe District Councilis91 males every
100 females irboth 2002 an®012 Populatiorand HosingCensusethis means that there are
more females than males in the population. Theltsefwrther show that, across all wards there
are more females than males.

Figure 1.2 and Table 1.9 shows sex ratio by warBungweDistrict Council. Sex ratio is the
ratio of males to female in a given population lisuexpressed as the number of males per 100
females. At the ward level, in 208Runga Ward has théargest sex ratio of 9dales for
everyl00 femalemdthe smallest ratio of Bles for everyl00 femalaes Bulyaga and Kisiba
wards (Table 1.9). However figure 1.2 shows that2012,Nkunga Warthave the largest sex
ratio of 97 males for 100 females followed by Malindo Wawith sex ratio of97males for
everyl00 females andlkuti Wawith sex ratio oP5males for every1l00 females. However, llima
Ward has the lowest sex ratio of 84 males for eM@dyfemales followed by Swaya Ward with
sex ratio of 85males for everyl00 females and IsingVard with sex ratio of 86males for

everyl1l00 females.
Figure 1.2 Sex Ratio by Ward in RungweDistrict Cougil, 2012
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Table 1.9: Populationof Distribution by Ward and Sex Ratio, RungweDistrict Council, 2002 and 2012

2002 Population(Census)

2012 Population(Census)

Ward Male Female Sex Male Female Sex
Number | Percent Number | Percent | Ratio Number| Percent| Number Percent | Ratio
*Matwebe
(Masukulu) - - - - - 1,591 1.4 1,712 1.3 93
Masukulu 4,478 4.3 5,038 4.3 89 2,722 2.4 3,073 2.4 89
Ikuti 5,352 5.1 5,948 51 90 6,351 55 6,684 5.3 95
Bujela 2,930 2.8 3,160 2.7 93 2,606 2.3 2,973 2.3 88
Masoko 3,968 3.8 4,256 3.7 93 2,948 2.6 3,188 2.5 92
**|ponjola
(Lufingo) - - - - = - - - - s
Nkunga 7,131 6.8 7,554 6.5 94 7,987 6.9 8,152 6.4 98
**Lupepo
(Nkunga) - - - - = - - - - =
*Swaya (Kinyala) - - - - - 3,482 3.0 4,073 3.2 85
Kinyala 8,756 8.3 9,933 8.6 88 6,186 54 6,685 5.3 93
*Masebe (Suma) - - - - - 2,339 2.0 2,628 2.1 89
Suma 5,439 5.2 6,009 5.2 91 3,027 2.6 3,229 2.5 94
Kisondela 5,694 54 6,164 53 92 5,308 4.6 5,762 4.5 92
Mpuguso 5,828 5.6 6,395 55 91 6,616 57 7,353 5.8 a0
Kisiba 2,846 2.7 3,321 2.9 86 3,198 2.8 3,431 2.7 93
*Msasani
(Bulyaga) - - - - - 3,054 2.6 3,238 2.5 94
*Kawetele
(Bagamoyo) - - - - - 2,614 2.3 2,892 2.3 90
llima 3,707 3.5 4,072 3.5 91 3,074 2.7 3,663 2.9 84
Bagamoyo 3,856 3.7 4,216 3.6 91 1,501 1.3 1,706 1.3 88
Bulyaga 3,648 3.5 4,221 3.6 86 2,996 2.6 3,397 2.7 88
Isongole 6,680 6.4 7,604 6.6 88 8,642 7.5| 10,047 7.9 86
*Ndanto
(Isongole) - - - - = - - - - =
Malindo 6,131 5.8 6,701 5.8 91 2,927 2.5 3,033 2.4 97
*Makandana
(Malindo) - - - - - 3,537 3.1 4,076 3.2 87
*Itagata (Ibighi) - - - - - 1,804 1.6 1,962 1.5 92
Ibighi 5,277 5.0 5,688 4.9 93 4,207 3.6 4,692 3.7 a0
Kyimo 5,776 55 6,364 55 91 6,712 5.8 7,321 5.8 92
Lufingo 7,946 7.6 8,743 7.5 91 8,145 7.1 9,021 7.1 a0
Kiwira 9,605 9.1| 10,514 9.1 91| 11,936 10.3| 13,308 10.5 a0
Total 104,997 100.0| 115,901 100.0 91| 115,510 100.0| 127,299 100.0 91

Source National Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data frorf2@&nd 2012 Population CensusesReports.

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

** = New wards that were established after 2012 Poputadind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”
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According to the 2012 Population and Housing Cendata, Rungwedistrict Council, like

othercouncils in Tanzania, has population structsirailar to pyramid with broad based

structure. As shown in Figure 1.4 PopulationPyrawiith its broad base.Rungwe Districtcouncil

has a Sex Ratio of 91 males for every 100 femadtes.i§ partly due to the fact that, at birth, the

sex ratio is below 100 indicatingan excess numlbdemales over males with expect of aged

group of 5-9 with sex ratio of 101 males for ev&@p females.

Table 1.10a; Population Distribution byFive Year Age Group and Sex RatioRungweDistrict Council, 2012

Age Both Sex Male Female Sex Ratio
Group Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

0-4 32,194 13.3 16,080 13.9 16,114 12.7 100
5-9 34,406 14.2 17,259 14.9 17,147 13.5 101
10-14 32,768 13.5 16,312 14.1 16,456 12.9 99
15-19 26,168 10.8 12,682 11.0 13,486 10.6 94
20-24 20,352 8.4 9,627 8.3 10,725 8.4 90
25-29 16,133 6.6 7,124 6.2 9,009 7.1 79
30-34 14,313 5.9 6,382 5.5 7,931 6.2 80
35-39 12,507 5.2 5,743 5.0 6,764 5.3 85
40-44 10,322 4.3 4,844 4.2 5,478 4.3 88
45-49 9,735 4.0 3,921 3.4 5,814 4.6 67
50-54 7,233 3.0 3,522 3.0 3,711 2.9 95
55-59 5,330 2.2 2,562 2.2 2,768 2.2 93
60-64 5,377 2.2 2,393 2.1 2,984 2.3 80
65-69 4,297 1.8 1,847 1.6 2,450 1.9 75
70-74 4,459 1.8 1,979 1.7 2,480 1.9 80
75-79 3,186 1.3 1,441 1.2 1,745 14 83
80+ 4,029 1.7 1,792 1.6 2,237 1.8 80
Total 242,809 100.0 115,510 100.0 127,299 100.0 91

SourceNational Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data from2@opulation CensusesReports.

Furthermore, the population of Rungwe District Calas shown in Table 1.10b is considered
to be young as it comprises children under 18 yaish is 115,28@ersong57,468 males and
57,812 females) or 47.5 percent of the total pdmralt followed by the young population
aged between 18 to 29 yearsconsisting of 46,74doperwith 21,616 males and 25,125 females
or 20.5 percent of total population. The numbempopulation with aged 61 years and above
consisting of 18,755 persons (8,463males and 10@®2les) which is 6.6 percent of the total
population.Table 1.10b shows the 2012 population of RungweridisCouncil distributed by
broad age groups and sex.
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Table 1.10b;Population Distribution by Broad Age Group and by Sex,RungweDistrict Council, 2012

Censuses
Age Group Male Female Total Percent
0-17 57,468 57,812 115,280 47.5
18-29 21,616 25,125 46,741 19.3
30-44 16,969 20,173 37,142 15.3
45-60 10,994 13,897 24,891 10.3
61+ 8,463 10,292 18,755 7.7
Total 115,510 127,299 242,809 100.0

SourceNational Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data from2@opulation CensusesReports.

Table 1.11a shows the distribution of householddibiyict council based on the 2002 and 2012
census in Mbeya Region. The findings shows Rungw&ritt Council had the average

household size of 4.1 in 2012 wich is the samehas recorded in 2002.However the district
council average household size is below that oRbgion which is 4.2 in both years

Table 1.11a; Shows the Total Number of Householdsid Average Household Size by Ward; RungweDistrict
Council, 2002 and 2012

2002 Population Census 2012 Population Census

Council Total Number of Average Total Number of Average

Population | Households| Household Size| Population | Households | Household Size
Mbeya CC 266,422 64,197 4.2 385,279 90,066 1.3
Chunya 206,615 45,28P 4|6 156,786 33,341 4.7
Kyela 174,470 42,964 4.1 221,490 53,887 4.1
Mbarali 234,908 55,374 4.2 300,517 69,333 4.3
Mbeya DC 254,897 63,522 4/0 305,319 75,015 4.1
Rungwe 220,949 53,241 4|1 242,809 59,822 4.1
Busokelo 86,321 21,209 4.1 96,348 24,187 4.0
Total 1,444,582 345,789 4.2 1,708,548 405,151 2 |4.

Source National Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data frorB2@&nd 2012 Population Censuses

Table 1.11b shows the distribution of householdd amerage household size by ward for
Rungwe District Council based on the 2002 and 29dulation Census. At ward level, in 2002
Bulyaga and Nkunga Ward both had the largest aeecdgd.5 persons per household while
Isongela Ward had the smallest average of 3.8 psnger household. However, in 2012 Nkunga
and Kinyala both have the largest average of 4rSgms per household followed by Msasani
with average of 4.4 persons per household whilestneallest average household size of 3.7
persons per households in Masebe Ward, Suma Wdrdiaa Ward. Rungwe District Council

has an average household size of 4.1 persons peehold and it is below the region average
household size of 4.2.
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Table 1.11b; Shows the Total Number of Householdsd Average Household Size by Ward; RungweDistrict
Council, 2002 and 2012

2002 Population(Census) 2012 Population(Census)
Ward Average | Ward Average
Ward Population H\:)Vl?srgholds Household | Population \If|vc?urgeholds Household
2002 Size 2012 Size

*Matwebe
(Masukulu) - 3,303.0 804.0 4.1
Masukulu 9,516.0 2,429.0 3.9 5,795.0 1,472.0 3.9
Ikuti 11,300.0 2,650.0 4.3 13,035.0 3,026.0 4.3
Bujela 6,090.0 1,496.0 4.1 5,579.0 1,390.0 4.0
Masoko 8,224.0 2,054.0 4.0 6,136.0 1,492.0 4.1
**|ponjola (Lufingo) - -
Nkunga 14,685.0 3,259.0 4.5 16,139.0 3,570.0 4.5
**Lupepo (Nkunga) - -
*Swaya (Kinyala) - 7,555.0 1,804.0 4.2
Kinyala 18,689.0 4,325.0 4.3 12,871.0 2,880.0 4.5
*Masebe (Suma) - 4,967.0 1,334.0 3.7
Suma 11,448.0 2,921.0 3.9 6,256.0 1,693.0 3.7
Kisondela 11,858.0 2,703.0 4.4 11,070.0 2,850.0 3.9
Mpuguso 12,223.0 3,001.0 4.1 13,969.0 3,378.0 4.1
Kisiba 6,167.0 1,549.0 4.0 6,629.0 1,708.0 3.9
*Msasani (Bulyaga) - 6,292.0 1,440.0 4.4
*Kawetele
(Bagamoyo) - 5,506.0 1,384.0 4.0
llima 7,779.0 1,964.0 4.0 6,737.0 1,823.0 3.7
Bagamoyo 8,072.0 2,069.0 3.9 3,207.0 793.0 4.0
Bulyaga 7,869.0 1,766.0 4.5 6,393.0 1,561.0 4.1
Isongole 14,284.0 3,797.0 3.8 18,689.0 4,970.0 3.8
*Ndanto (Isongole) - -
Malindo 12,832.0 3,058.0 4.2 5,960.0 1,458.0 4.1
*Makandana
(Malindo) - 7,613.0 1,817.0 4.2
*Itagata (Ibighi) - 3,766.0 953.0 4.0
Ibighi 10,965.0 2,649.0 4.1 8,899.0 2,162.0 4.1
Kyimo 12,140.0 2,795.0 4.3 14,033.0 3,368.0 4.2
Lufingo 16,689.0 3,836.0 4.4 17,166.0 4,015.0 4.3
Kiwira 20,119.0 4,920.0 4.1 25,244.0 6,177.0 4.1
Total 220,949.0 53,241.0 41| 242,809.0 59,322.0 4.1

SourceNational Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data fro@2@nd 2012 Population CensusesReports

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”

** = New wards that were established after 2012 Poputadind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare
named in the bracket “()”
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1.7 Population Projection

Figure 1.5 gives the population of Rungwe DC aceogydo the 2002 and 2012Population
Census and Population Projection of 2015. Rungwaribi Council has increase by 20,587
equivalents to 8.5 from 242,809 in 2012 to 263,808015. A similar trend is observed for male
population an increase frofri5,510n 2012 t0125,304n 2015 while female population increase
from 127,299 2012 t0138,092n 2015.

Figure 1.5; Population Projection by Sex, RungwBistrict Council, 2015
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Source 2002 and 2012 PHC
Note: 2015 Population were Projected Based on 2012 PHC

Tablel.13 gives the population projection in 20Ebfig onpopulation of 2012.The results shows
that in 2015 population projectionof Rungwe Didtri@ouncil is 263,396 which is an of 8.5
percent from 242,809 in 201At ward level, Table 1.13 shows theost populous ward in 2015
arelsongela with a total population 0f20,274 followled Kiwira Ward with a total population
0f27,384. However, the least populous wards indis¢rict are Bagamoyo Ward with a total
population 0f3,479 followed byMatwebe Ward withotal population 0f3,583.
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Table1.13;Population Projection by Ward, RungweDistrict Council, 2015

Ward 2012 Population(census) Projection Population 2015
Male Female Total Male Female Total

*Matwebe
(Masukulu) 1,591 1,712 3,303 1,726 1,857 3,583
Masukulu 2,722 3,073 5,795 2,953 3,334 6,286
Ikuti 6,351 6,684 13,035 6,889 7,251 14,140
Bujela 2,606 2,973 5,579 2,827 3,225 6,052
Masoko 2,948 3,188 6,136 3,198 3,458 6,656
**|ponjola
(Lufingo) - - -
Nkunga 7,987 8,152 16,139 8,664 8,843 17,507
*Lupepo
(Nkunga) - - -
*Swaya (Kinyala) 3,482 4,073 7,555 3,777 4,418 8,196
Kinyala 6,186 6,685 12,871 6,710 7,252 13,962
*Masebe (Suma) 2,339 2,628 4,967 2,537 2,851 5,388
Suma 3,027 3,229 6,256 3,284 3,503 6,786
Kisondela 5,308 5,762 11,070 5,758 6,251 12,009
Mpuguso 6,616 7,353 13,969 7,177 7,976 15,153
Kisiba 3,198 3,431 6,629 3,469 3,722 7,191
*Msasani
(Bulyaga) 3,054 3,238 6,292 3,313 3,513 6,825
*Kawetele
(Bagamoyo) 2,614 2,892 5,506 2,836 3,137 5,973
llima 3,074 3,663 6,737 3,335 3,974 7,308
Bagamoyo 1,501 1,706 3,207 1,628 1,851 3,479
Bulyaga 2,996 3,397 6,393 3,250 3,685 6,935
Isongole 8,642 10,047 18,689 9,375 10,899 20,274
*Ndanto
(Isongole) - - -
Malindo 2,927 3,033 5,960 3,175 3,290 6,465
*Makandana
(Malindo) 3,537 4,076 7,613 3,837 4,422 8,258
*|tagata (Ibighi) 1,804 1,962 3,766 1,957 2,128 4,085
Ibighi 4,207 4,692 8,899 4,564 5,090 9,654
Kyimo 6,712 7,321 14,033 7,281 7,942 15,223
Lufingo 8,145 9,021 17,166 8,836 9,786 18,621
Kiwira 11,936 13,308 25,244 12,948 14,436 27,384
Total 115,510 127,299 242,809 125,304 138,092 263,396

SourceNational Bureau of Statistics, Computed Data fromd2@opulation CensusesReports

Note: *= Wards that were established after 2002 Popiglatand Housing Census (PHICThe original Wardsare

named in the bracket “()”

** = New wards that were established after 2012 Poputadind Housing Census (PHC). The original Wardsare

named in the bracket “()”
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CHAPTER TWO

District Council Economy
2.0 Introduction
This Chapter describes the economyrRoihgwe District CouncilThe economic indicators used
include Gross Domestic Product (GDP), Per Capitas&Domestic Product and main source of
income for the resideni&he poverty indicators cover income and non-incomgicators,
including percentage of people living below povdrite, the spread of poverty, consumption
pattern, health and education status, access mi&imlgi water and housing conditions and its
amenities inside and outside.

The Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and Per Capitantiecare among the economic indicators
used to evaluate the council's economic performafengwe District Council, like other
districts of Mbeya Region, has never computed iBPGand Per capita GDP since it was
established. Nevertheless,Rungwe District Coumeélkes significant contribution to the
Regional GDPand per capita GDP. Rungwe Districtri@deconomy continues to be dominated
by the agriculture sector (both cash and food Qrapd other major economic activities such as
livestock keeping.

2.1.1 Revenue Collected

Table 2.2 shows the revenue in TZS collected ingunDistrict Council, from 2011 to 2015
years. Result shows that the largest collectioregénue in was obtained from Food and cash
crops produce fee TZS 1,030,506,333.50 followed Hoyest produce license fees TZS
82,198,400 in 2011, however, a smallest revenukeamn were Stray animals penalty TZS
2,812,558.Likewise, from 2011 to 2012 meat inspectcharges was collected the highest
revenue in 2011 was TZS 5,124,000 (27.1 percentpoliZS 18,896,500 and in 2012 was TZS
12,506,600 (41.0 percent) out of TZS 30,485,600.

In 2012, a total of TZS 1,174,175,000 was colle@sdees from food and cash crops produce
fee that accounted for 81.2 percent of the 1,445M8l revenue collected, and Parking fees
stalls or slabs dues (2.6 percent). While in 20d&@rafood and cash crops produce fee collected
high revenue of TZS 682,716,910.3 (76.4 percent) olu a total collection of TZS
893,574,202.3followed by central bus stand fees #2896,200.0 (5.1 percent) of the total of
collected. Similarly, trend was observed in 20lehd and cash crops produce fees collected
high revenue of TZS 679,572,178.0 (75.9 percent) olu a total collection of TZS
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895,705,119.4followed by Central bus stand fees #2578,600.0 (5.3 percent) of the total of

collected.

While in 2015, the highest revenue in Rungwe Dist@ouncil came from food and cash crops
produce fees TZS 991,199,585.8 (76.2 percent)vi@tbby revenue from Forest produce license
fees TZS 62,373,315.9 (4.8 percent) and Postersiptre TZS 62,372,315.9 (4.8 percent) of
total revenue collected TZS 1,300,581,917.6.

In addition, there is no record for the other remaas shown in Table 2.Rarge proportion of

Rungwe District Council funds comes from the Cdgteernment allocations (through
TAMISEMI - PORALG), which amount for morethan 90rpent of the Council approved
budget. The council also raises revenue locally.fMiae sources of local income or own source
as shown in Table 2.2. Generally, the own reveragelhas decreased in recent years because
some of the revenue is sent directly to the Ce@treaérnment through Tanzania Revenue
Authority. In addition, the recentrequirement by tRarliamentary Committee that stipulates 60
percent of the internal revenue shouldbe directeddévelopment projects has changed
implementation strategy ofother domestic operati@amsl service delivery functions, and
therefore 40 percent remains for recurrent exparalit

Table 2.2: Revenue in TZS Collected by Type, Rungw®istrict Council; 2011 — 2015

Type 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Building permit fee - - - - -
Food and cash crops produce fee 1,030,506,333.57/4,1,25,000.0 682,716,910{3 679,572,178.0 991,19%B58
Posters permit fee 1,758,500.0 2,853,5(00.0 9,298/01 1,710,791.4 62,372,315|9
Land survey service fee - - - - -
Market stalls/slabs dues 33,135,300.0 37,867,0p037,350,500.0 28,941,000/0 42,247,000.0
Auction mart fees - - - - -
Meat inspection charges 18,878,000.0 17,001,750.,601,600.00 12,457,800,0 42,713,500.0
Vehicle licenses fees - - - - -
Building materials extraction license fees 100,00 642,100.0 5,301,300|0 16,636,400.0
Forest produce license fees 82,198,400.0 100,688 15 45,505,650.0  80,536,200.0 62,373,315.9
Fishing vessel license fees - - - - -
Guest houses fees 24,430,355.0 9,356,900.0 103827.8 8,547,450.C 813,00010
Bar & Restaurants fees 4,136,000.0 4,235,600.0 81519.0 3,089,000.0 2,715,500.0
Central bus stand fees 33,558,500.0 36,458,900.0,898%200.0f 47,578,600.0 50,764,500.0
Insurance commission service fee - - - - -
Revenue from renting of houses 12,116,315.0 1460800| 14,463,918.6 15,510,000.0 17,145,000.0
Revenue from renting of assets - - - - -
Parking fees 38,017,100.0  31,349,300{0 12,460,80D.0 16,4400000

Sub-Total | 1,240,717,703.5 1,434,815,104.0 890,744,5%7.3 895119.4| 1,288,980,117)6
Fines, Penalties and Forfeitures
Stray animals penalty 2,812,558.0 15,000.0 - - -

Share of fines imposed by Magistrates
court
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Other fines and penalties - 10,636,000.02,829,645.0 11,601,800.0
Sub-Total 2,812,558.0 10,651,000/0 2,829,645.0 11,601,8p0.0
Grand Total 1,243,530,261.5 1,445,466,104.0 893,2D2.3| 895,705,119.4 1,300,581,917.6

Source Rungwe District Council

2.2Government Employees in Key Sectors
Table 2.1 shows the number of Government Employeesey sectors of the Economy in
Rungwe District Council from 2011 to 2015. Overall, is reveals that, the number of
government employees in key sectors (educationfhesgriculture and livestock and natural
resources) had been fluctuating from one year tihamn. In 2011, the table shows, the majority
of the employees in education sectors both prinsatyool teachers (1,711) and secondary
teacher 782 followed by health sector employee3)4agriculture(137) and livestock (31) and
natural resources employees (6) who are the myn8Smilarly trend is observed in 2012,2013,
2014 and 2015 years, education sector primaryadbachers continued to dominate, followed
by secondary school teachers followed by healthoseamployees, agriculture and livestock

sector and natural resources employees sector.

The number of employees in these sectors decrdem®d6 in 2011 to 3 (equivalent to 50.0
percent) in 2012, also increased by 5.1 percem ff82 to 822 employees in secondary school
teachers, overall its increase by 1.8 percent w011 and 2012. The largest decrease of
government employees is observed in 2013 in prinsatyool teachers’ education in 2015
compared to the previous years with 1.3 percenilevegriculture and livestock has the largest
decrease compared to the previous years, decrgasg percent.

The number of employees in these sectors decreatséalge percent from 3,203in 2012to

2,819in 2013 (equivalent to 12.0 percent) also th#se sectors, government employees
decreased in year 2013, and then decreased froth £)72014 to 2,819in 2013 ( equivalent to

2.6 percent). However, in 2015, the numbers of gowent employees increases by 50 percent
in natural resource followed by primary school teas with 35.4 and decrease by 11.1 percent
in livestock. Overall, the number of government éypees increase from 2,745 in 1014 to 3,434
in 2015 (equivalent to 25.1 percent).
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Table 2.1: Number of Government Employees in Key s¢ors of Economy, Rungwe District; 2011 — 2015

Percent Percent Percent Percent
Sector 2011 2012 Change 2013 Change 2014 Change 2015 Change
Education
Primary School Teachers 1,711 1,742 1.8 1,607 -13.51,256 -16.7 1,701 35.4
Secondary School Teachefs 782 8§22 5.1 740 -10.0 88119.1 1066 21.0
Health 457 444 -2.8 443 -0.2 469 5|9 587 14.5
Agriculture and Livestock
Agriculture 137 142 3.6 90 -36.6 98 8.9 01 -T.1
Livestock 31 28 -9.7 18 -35.)7 18 0.0 16 -11.1
Natural Resources 6 3 -50.0 2 -33.3 . 0.0 3 50]0
Water 12 12 0.0 9 -25.( 9 0.0 0 0|0
Works 10 10 0.0 10 0.4 12 20.0 11 -8.3
Total 3,146 3,203 1.9 2,818 -12/0 2,745 -2.6 3,434 25.1

Source: Rungwe District Council

2.3 Poverty Indicators

As stated earlier, beside income poverty in terfm&DP and per capita GDP, there are other
non - income indicators that portray the povertyelen the district. These indicators include
main source of cash income, food poverty in terfie@d security and protein intake, education
attainment, adult literacy rate, health indicatamsl housing conditions and their amenities inside
and outside dwellings.It is also including the wdemodern and durable building materials,
access to safe drinking water, types of toiletsjsetold’s assets, and sources of lighting and
cooking energy. Housing conditions include typesadfstruction materials for roofing, walling
and flooring

2.3.1 Income Poverty Rate, Poverty Gap and Gini Cdfecient

The Poverty Gap (P1) is an estimate of how fampiba& are below the poverty line, expressed as
a percentage of the poverty linEhe poverty gap is a measure of the amount reldtvine
poverty line that has to be transferred to poorskbolds to bring their incomes up to the poverty
threshold.The GINI coefficient is a measure of equality of tihcome distribution. A measure of
100 corresponds with complete inequality; a meastiome corresponds with complete equality.
District poverty and GINI estimates show a negatieerelation, indicating that low poverty
rates are associated with a high inequality inmmealistribution.

Table 2.3 shows the Selected Poverty Indicatorslistyict in Mbeya Region, according to the
2005 Poverty and Human Development Report. Thertépdicates that the number of poor per
square kilometer was smallest in Mbeya City Couanill Chunya District council with only 2

persons per sg.km followed by Mbeya Rural Distsdth 3 persons per square kilometer.
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However, Rungwe District was the second districtthe region after Kyela District largest
number of poor per sg.km with 46 persons per sq.km.

Regarding the poverty line, the report shows thaidwve District was in the worst situation with
32 percent of its people living below basic neeolgepty line. The best district in the region was
Mbeya City where only 12 percent of its people weztow the poverty line followed by Mbarali
District (13 percent).

In terms of poverty gap, Table 2.3 shows that Rundmstrict with 9 percent was the worst
district followed by Mbeya Rural District (8 perntg also shows 3 percent is the best poverty
gap in Mbeya Region at Mbeya City Council

Concerning the Gini Coefficient Rate, Table 2.3wfidhat Mbeya City Council had the worst
uneven distribution of wealth by having (36 pergeint the region followed by Chunya District

Council (35 percent) Rungwe District Council is thed (34 percent). However, the best district
in terms of the distribution of income among peopés Mbeya Rural District whose rate was 30
percent as indicated in Table 2.3. Unfortunatebtadfor Busokelo District council were not

available since this is the new district and it hatuded in the former district, Rungwe District

Council.

Table 2.3: Selected Poverty Indicators by DistrictMbeya Region, 2012

Percent of People living below | Poverty Gini Coefficient Number of Poor per
District Council the Poverty Line Gap Rate sq.km
Chunya 25 7 35 2
Mbeya Rural 31 8 30 28
Kyela 24 7 33 56
Rungwe 32 9 34 46
Busokelo * * * *
Mbarali 13 4 31 2
Mbeya Urban 12 3 36 130

Source: Poverty and Human Development Report, 2005

Note * =Included in Rungwe District Council

2.3.2 Main Source of Cash Income

The National Census of Agriculture Sample SurveQ0{Z08) report shows that Agriculture
sector ranked first with the selling of food cragsthe main source of cash income in Rungwe
District Council. Report shows that 76 percenthd households obtained their cash income by
selling food crops followed by sale of cash cropsud 6 percent of households, business income
(5 percent) and cash earning (3 percent).
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2.3.3 Health Indicators

Though the residents of Rungwe District Council sai to have relatively good access to social
services like health, education and waterHiIMSAIDS pandemic is among the diseases that
have had a negative impact to the health of itgleass resulted to high rate of morbidity,
mortality, orphan hood andwidowhood. The healthation of the people in the district council
can also be observed throughother proxy heath tovdichat include Infant Mortality Rate
(number of infant deathsper 1,000 infants), Chiidrender Five Years Mortality Rate
(childrendeaths per 1,000 live births) and Doctopiiation Ratio (humber of people served by
one doctor).

According to Rungwe District Council,shows that @age population per doctor decrease in
small percent from an average of 6,390 populatipes doctor in 2012 compared t06,931
populations per doctor in 2015. However, the avegagpulation per health facility, regardless to
populationincrease in 2012, has increased from36pEbple in 2012 to 5,588 personsin 2015.
This is probably caused by health facilities whaech 43 in 2012 and in 2015 year.

According to the data from the Health DepartmerfRimgwe District Council, show that Infant
Mortality Rate (IMR) is 7 per 1,000 and Childrenden Five Years Mortality Rate (USMR) is 5
per 1,000. However, in national estimates show ltf@int Mortality Rate (IMR) is 43 children
per 1000 live births while Under Five Years MotttaRRate (USMR) is 67 children per 1000 live
birth. This indicates that IMR and US5MR for Runguaastrict Council are lower than the
national estimate that is a good indication intdrget to improve mother and child health care

services.

The impact of HIV/AIDS pandemic disease has algdicated the rates of orphans experienced
in 2012 Population and Housing Census. Rungwe ibisBouncil is among the councils in
Mbeya Region with highest average rates of orplo&ii8.4 percent compared to Mbeya Region
with 12.2 percent according to the 2012 Populaséiod Housing Census. There is a need for the
district council management to conduct an intensiuwey in order to know the current status of
orphan hood and factors contributing such highsrate orphans and come up with feasible

solutions.

An orphan in Tanzania is a child under the age&fyéars who has lost one or both parents.
Figure 2.4 shows that 2.8 percent of children antedifor children whose fathers were alive but
mothers dead, 7.9 percent accounted for childrevsw/ffiathers were dead and mothers alive and
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2.7 percent of children accounted for both parestewdead. In addition to that, 13.4 percent of
children accounted for one or both parents are.dead

Figure 2.4: Percentage Distribution of Orphans by 8x, Rungwe District Council, 2012 Census
16
14 | 13.4 13.4 133
12

10 -

Percentege

o N » [} o
I L L L

Father Alive Mother Father Dead Mother Father Dead Mother One or Both Parents are
Dead Alive Dead Dead

= Both Sexes = Male Female

Source: NBS, Population and Housing Census, Mbeya Regiilt
Table 2.4: Selected Health Indicators for Rungwe Birict Council

Indicator Rungwe District Council

Orphaned Rate
Widowed Rate -
Infant Mortality Rate (IMR) 7
Children Under Five Mortality Rate (USMR) (Censu} 2) 5
HIV/AIDS Prevalence Rate -
Doctor/ Population Ratio 6,931
Hospital Bed per Population Ratio.

Source:Rungwe District Council and National Bureau of Stts.

2.3.4 Literacy Rate and Level of Education

According to the Population and Housing Census0df2? the literacy rate for individuals aged
five years and above in Rungwe District Council &dstal literacy rate of 84.1 percent for both
sex. The results also reveal that literacy rate lgiser among males (89.8 percent) than among
females (79.4 percent). However, with regé&wdthe National Sample Census of Agriculture
2007/08,Rungwe District Councihad a total literacy rate d®ungwe 78percent.The highest
literacy rate was found in Mbeya City Council angeka District Council (8%ercen}, followed

by lleje (81percent).

According to the 2012 Population and Housing Cemesslts, the literacy rate for persons aged
five years and above, Rungwe District Council hag §ercent (literate in Kiswahili only were
64.9 percent, English only were 0.8 percent, bathglages were 14.8 percent and other
language 0.1 percent).

Furthermore report shows that, 37.8 percent hahadd school (40.4 percent males and 35.4
percent females), 7.2 percent had dropped fromadcf¥o7 percent males and 6.8 percent
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females), 41.4 percent have completed (41.9 peroatdgs and 41 percent females) while those
who had never attended school were 13.6 percemthich 10.1 percent were males against 16.7
percent were females as shown in (Figure 2.2).

Figure 2.2: Percentage Distribution of Persons Agedrive Years and Above by Education Status, Rungwe
District Council, 2012
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SourceNBS, Population and Housing Census Report, MbegioRg2016

2.3.5 Food Security

Majority of households in Rungwe District Counciboat 58,773 households71 percent)
reported that they never experiencedproblems iisfgaig the household food requirement,
according to the 2007/08 National Sample CensuAgoiculture. However, 15 percent of the
total households in the district council said teeldom experienced food insufficiency problems
and 11 percent said they sometimes experiencedlgonsb However, 2 percent often
experienced problems and 1 percent always had grsblin satisfying the household food
requirements (Figure 2.3).

Figure 2.3: Percentage Distribution of Agricultural Households by Status of Food Satisfaction, Rungwe
District Council, 2007/2008
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Source:NBS, National Sample Census of Agriculture, Mbeggidh, 2007/2008
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2.3.6 Food Consumption Patterns
The level of food consumption is also an indicatibthe poverty level of thehousehold. The

number of meals consumed in a day and the freqeeéprotein intake per week, particularly
meat and fish, are most superior inmeasuring ppVevels of the households in the country.

2.3.6.1 Number of Meals per Day

The National Sample Census of Agriculture 2007/@88zaled that the majority of agricultural
households irRungwe District Councihormally had three meals per day (41,835 households
equivalent to 51 percent) followed by two meals gay (39,794 households, equivalent to 48
percent) and one meal per day (1,020 householdsyadgnt to one percentMoreover, the
results also indicate thatone of the households had four meals per @hg. results show that
food insufficiency affects a very small proportiohhouseholds in the district council as shown
in figure 2.4.

Figure 2.4: Percentage Distribution of Rural Agricdtural Households by Meals Taken perDay, Rungwe
District Council; 2007/2008

One Meal
1%

Source NBS, National Sample Census of Agriculture, Mbeggon, 2007/08

2.3.6.2 Protein (Meat and Fish) Consumption Frequesies

The National Sample Census of Agriculture 2007/08&hkr reveals that the number of
households that consumed meat and fish during #ekwpreceding the census. As shown in
Figure 2.5, most of the households ate meat oncevgek (37 percent), followed by those who
did not ate meat 33 percent per the week, therethb® ate meat two times (21 percent) while
zero percent ate meat five times, six times anérséwmes per week. However, the result shows
that most households ate fish one times per weklpédcent), followed by those who ate fish
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two times per week (26 percent), those who didatetfish (20 percent) per week. Moreover,
about (10 percent) ate fish three times a weekewtibse ate fish four times, five times and
seven times per week,about one percent each angherrent ate fish six times per week.

Figure 2.5: Percentage Distribution of Agricultural Households by Frequency of Meat and Fish Consumjatin
per Week by Households, Rungwe District Council, Z0¥/2008
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Source:NBS, National Sample Census of Agriculture, Mbeggidh, 2007/08

2.3.7 Access to Clean Drinking Water

The topography and existence of permanent draisggfem are the main reasons for the reliable
sources of water in Rungwe District Council. Thd2®opulation and Housing Census results
shown in Figure 2.6, about 27.4 percent of houskEhah Rungwe District Council used
unprotected spring as the main source of drinkiatgw It is followed by public tap or standpipe
(17.1 percent), piped water into dwelling (16.5geet), unprotected dug well (13.8 percent),
piped water to yard/plot (13.2 percent) and surfaater such as river, dam, lake and other (8.5
percent). However, protected spring (1.8 percesgduas a main source by of the households
protected dug well (1.3 percent), tube well/bork {@al percent) and cart with small tank/drum
(0.2 percent).
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Figure 2.6: Percentage of Households by Type of Weat Source during the Wet and Dry Seasons, Rungwe
District Council, 2012
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Source:NBS, Population and Housing Census, Mbeya RegipoRe€016

2.3.8 Types of Toilets

Sanitary conditions of any human settlement haslgext impact on the environment and on the
health standards of the people who live in the m@ghood. Sanitation includes hygienic
disposal of solids and liquid wastes.Sanitationlifees include toilets, sewers and waste water
treatment plants as well as more simple technodoglieh as latrines and septic tanks. Sanitation
continues to remain one of the key health issuéisardeveloping world.

According to the 2012 Population and Housing Censesult shows that Rungwe District
Council has the largest proportion (79 percentf)aiseholds with non-improved toilet facilities
categorized as pit latrine without slab or opeif4gif7 percent) followed by pit latrine without
washable or soil slab (29.1 percent). Howeveryéisalt shows that 21 percent of the households
were using improved toilet facilities categorizespia latrine with washable slab without lid (7.8
percent), pit latrine with washable slab with [&l§ percent) and flush or pour water to septic
tank(1.4 percent) while only one percent using Netetd improved pit (VIP) latrine. In general,
the district council should make efforts to ensuhat all households use the improved
toiletsfacilities (Figure 2.7).
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Figure 2.7: Percentage of Households by Main Typé doilet Facility, Rungwe District Council, 2012
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2.3.9 Housing Conditions

Housing condition is another key ofnon — incomeidtat that shows the poverty status of
ahousehold and can easily judge whether a houséhaldlow, medium or high income level.

Three aspects of a dwelling are observed whetlegrithve used modern and durable materials
for roofing, flooring and walls,based on the duligpand quality of the houses in terms of the
building materials.

2.3.9.1 Roofing Materials

The 2012 Population and Housing Census, revealsrtrasheets is the most common roofing
materials in different areas of the country. Theuhs show that Rungwe District Council has
81.2 percent of the total privatehouseholds using sheets as roofing material, followed by
grass or leaves (17.6 percent), mud and leavepfdent). However, neither of the households
has asbestos nor canvassused as roofing matemialsei district council.Figure 2.8hows
percentage of households by type of roofing mdteria
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Figure 2.8: Percentage Distribution of HouseholdsyoType of Roofing Materials, Rungwe District Coundi,
2012
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Source:NBS, Population and Housing Census, Mbeya RegipoiRe016

2.3.9.2 Flooring Materials

Flooring is also an important indicator to the amyabf dwellings on measuring poverty of
private households. The 2012 Population and HouSegsus result shows that 58.6 percentage
of the total private households in the district molusing earth and sand as a type of flooring
materials used for the main dwelling followed bynemt 38.2 percent, animal dung (2.6 percent)
while ceramic tiles (0.3 percent), bamboo or paln? (percent) andwood planks (0.1 percent).
However, in Rungwe District Council about 38.8 marcof the total private households used
modern flooring materials including (cement, cemartiies, terrazzo, vinyl or asphalt strips,
wood planks and boo planks) to improve their dwghi. This is considerable as improvement in
Rungwe District Council on the use of modern matsrior flooring.

Figure 2.9: Percentage of Households by Type of Fldng Materials, Rungwe District Council, 2012
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Source:NBS, Population and Housing Census, Mbeya RegipoRe€016
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2.3.9.3 Wall Materials

The use of modern and durable wall materials igh@ranotable feature concerning dwellings in
the measurement of poverty in any country or regieccording to the 2012 Population and
Housing Census reveals that 66 percent of the fishte households in Rungwe District
Council their house walls building withsundried dis. However, other materials commonly
used for building walls are building withbaked l8q26.4 percent),cement bricks (4.7 percent),
poles and mud (2.2 percent). Nevertheless, Figli@eghows that stones, timber and iron sheets,
and timber materials each have 0.1 percentof tatakeholds in the council. This implies that
most of the house walls in Rungwe District Couacé building withsundried bricks followed by
baked bricks.

Figure 2.10: Percentage of Households by Type of Walaterials, Rungwe District Council, 2012 Census
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Source:NBS, Population and Housing Census, Mbeya RegipofR 2016

2.3.9.4 Number of Sleeping Rooms
Room occupancy is vital information in estimatingdaunderstanding the requirements of

accommodation for households. A room for sleepiagdefined as any space within the
household which is currently used by household nemifor sleeping. By this definition, it
means any space used for other purposes likeimgsittom, dining room or even stores can be

termed as rooms for sleeping if they are usedhat purpose.

According to the 2012, Population and Housing Csnssults show that Rungwe District

Council has an average household size of 4.1 pgraod an average number of rooms for
sleeping 2.3. However, Figure 2.11 show that 3@12¢nt of the total private households in the
district have two rooms for sleeping followed by3@ercent has one room for sleeping and 19.7
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percent has three rooms for sleeping,while a spaaltentage of the households with four rooms
(8.6 percent) and five rooms (4.9 percent) forsieg

Figure 2.11: Percentage Distribution of Householdby Number of Rooms for Sleeping,
Rungwe District Council, 2012 Census
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36.2
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Source:NBS, Population and Housing Census, Mbeya RegimoiR 2016

2.3.10 Source of Lighting Energy

According to the 2012, Population and HousingCemesslts revealed that 62.6 percent of the
total private households in the district usekeresen wick lamp as a source of energy for
lighting. However, there has been a significant iowpment in the proportion of households
with access to electricity as a source of energyigbting (12.9 percent) of households used it.

Generally, Figure 2.12 shows that the most comnoaince of energy for lighting for households
in the district use kerosene (wick lamps) 62.6 getrof total households, followed by kerosene
(lantern or chimney) (15.2 percent). It followed blectricity (TANESCO/ZECO) with 12.9
percent, torch/rechargeable lamps with 3.7 perdénis result indicates that most of households
in Rungwe District Council still depend more ond®ne or wick lamp (62.6 percent) as a main
source of energy for lighting. Census results &gilight the increase use of modern energy
source such as acetylene, solar power and eléotoh or rechargeable lamp compared to The
National Sample Census of Agriculture 2007/08.

The National Sample Census of Agriculture 2007/&als that only 2 percent of households
use electricity for lighting. Wick lamp (64 percgrds the main source of lighting energy in
Rungwe District Council followed by hurricane lani@9 percent), pressure lamp (4 percent).
However, none of the households was using solagdsi (gas), candles, firewood or others as a
source of energy for lighting.
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Figure 2.12: Percentage of Households by Main Sowrcof Energy for Lighting, Rungwe District Council,
2012
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Source:NBS, Population and Housing Census Report,2012

2.2.11 Source of Energy for Cooking

The 2007/08 National Sample Census of Agricultshmws that the main source of energy for
cooking for most of the private householdsimngwe District Councivas firewood (98 percent

) followed by charcoal ( 1 percent). However, zpascent of the total private households was
reported used electricity, solar gas (biogas),létgas, paraffin or kerosene, crop residues
livestock dung as the major source of energy fokew.

The 2012 Population and Housing Census result stiat firewood remains as the most
prevalent source of energy for cooking in the @isi{84.9 percent) followed by charcoal (12.9
percent) and paraffin (1percent) of the total pevhouseholds. Moreover, show that there is a
significant increase proportion for households gsmodern and/or environmental friendly
source of energy for cooking such as electricipeftent) and industrial gas (0.3 percent).

In general, as shown about 97.8 percent of the dimids in Rungwe District Council use
firewood and charcoal as the main source of cookimguld know that if the current practice
continues, deforestation and depletion of natuegletation through using firewood and charcoal
will destroy the nature and ecology of districtaagvhole. Hence, measures should be taken to
ensure that the natural vegetation and ecologlgeotouncil are restored and sustained.
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Figure 2.13: Percentage of Households by Main Sowof Energy for Cooking, Rungwe District Council,
2012
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2.2.12 Land Development and Management

Land-use planning is the systematic assessmenhdfdnd water potential,alternatives for land
use and economic and social conditions in ordeselectand adopt the best land-use options.
Planning also provides safeguardingresources ferfuiture as well as guidance in cases of
possible conflicts over land use between rural lasgland urban or industrial expansion, by
indicating which areas of land are mostvaluablesumdral use.

Land use planning is a key aspect for developme&bbth urban and rural areasin the country.
The land needs in urban areas are dominated bydéhneandfor building plots either for
residential, commercial, institutional or indushpiarposes. In rural areas, agricultural and other
production activities such aslivestock keeping dbuate to increasing needs for land. There is an
urgent need to ensure that land is properly mantyeslistainable development.

Rungwe District Council has both urban and ruraebar the demand for surveyed land plots has
been great in recent times. The effort should lseddooth urban and rural on land use plans, in
the planning for allocation of farms, human setdets and other economic activities. In
Rungwe District Council, further efforts should theected at surveying the villages and issuing
certificates to the already surveyed villages. Wit enable villagers to organize themselves in
the proper use of land and obtain loans from fir@nastitutions. Table 2.10a show that out of
the total area of 1,231.54 sq.km only 21.07 sq.konvalents to 1.7 percent of the total areas is
surveyed.
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Table 2.10: Total Distribution of Surveyed Area byType of Use and Ward Rungwe District Council; 2011-

2015

z kS Size of Plots Surveyed in Squareg o

X ) metres designated for g ©

3 = _ g Public E § w

Ward T p -g o %, | services (i.e. -g S §| Percent of Public

% o Lol S g; schools, o3 = services (i.e

= < B & T 0 markets, 5| schools, markets,

° g e 3 hospital, open| £ | = hospital, open

= ~ = spaces) spaces)
Matwebe 49.1727 0.411 - - 0.411 - - 100
Masukulu 59.6336| 3.01107 2.55| 0.00607 0.455| 84.7| 0.2 15.1
Ikuti 85.5963 0.809 - - 0.809 - - 100
Bujela 43.9042 0.44 - - 0.44 - - 100
Masoko 80.2158 0.37 - - 0.37 - - 100
Iponjola 24.8791 0.146 - - 0.146 - - 100
Nkunga 66.6932 0.339 - - 0.339 - - 100
Lupepo 31.4139 0.256 - - 0.256 - - 100
Swaya 72.6492 0.493 - - 0.493 - - 100
Kinyala 60.7025 0.421 - - 0.421 - - 100
Masebe 29.554 0.265 - - 0.265 - - 100
Suma 30.3479 0.452 - - 0.452 - - 100
Kisondela 65.8912 0.367 - - 0.367 - - 100
Mpuguso 21.5635 0.294 - - 0.294 - - 100
Kisiba 43.6257 0.519 - - 0.519 - - 100
Msasani * - - - - - - -
Kawetele * - - - - - - -
llima 90.3118 0.401 - - 0.401 - - 100
Bagamoyo * - - - - -
Bulyaga * - - - - -
Isongole 65.2492 0.132 - - 0.132 - - 100
Ndanto 18.1994 0.193 - - 0.193 - - 100
Malindo 26.5702 0.173 - - 0.173 - - 100
Makandana* - - - - - -
Itagata* - - - - - -
Ibighi* - - - - - -
Kyimo 49.6231 0.557 - - 0.557 - - 100
Lufingo 22.6145 0.395 - - 0.395 - - 100
Kiwira 110.1454 2.302| 1.494| 0.0314 0.777| 64.9| 1.3 33.8
TukuyuTownship 82.9801 8.325| 6.687| 0.125 1.513| 80.3] 15 18.2
Total 1,231.5363 21.071| 10.731) 0.16247 10.178| 50.9| 0.8 48.3

Source: Rungwe District Council 2016
NB: * Wards within the Township Authority with thetal area 0829.8sq.km.

However, in Table 10b show that estimated unsueyrea in Rungwe District Council, the
result reveals a large proportional of the estiohdtgal area (in Sq km) is un-Surveyed about
1,136.94 sq.km equivalents to 92 percent.

39




Rungwe District Council, Socio-Economic Profile, 2015

Table 1: Estimated Un surveyed Area by Type of Usand Ward Rungwe District Council; 2011-

2016
Ward z . Estimated Size Un-Surveyed area] Percent of the Un-surveyed area to

X 8 5 in Square kilometer Used for the Total area of the ward

g FEZ _ — Public | _ - Public

< 3 > 8 3 Services(i.e. g 3 Services(i.e.

g I g% g o 23 schools, 5 o 23 schools,

8 ETD S 2 32 kets, | 2 S 3 < markets

< = © 0 © - © mar ’ 0 © 5 & ,

5 i g & S hospital, | & S = hospital,

= == open spaceg == open spaces
Matwebe 49.1727 49.1727 - - 0.0 -
Masukulu 59.6336 58.1336 - - 2.6 -
Ikuti 85.5963 81.0963 4.5 - 5.5 -
Bujela 43.9042 41.4042 2.5 - 6.0 -
Masoko 80.2158 80.2158 - - 0.0 -
Iponjola 24.8791 24.8791 - - 0.0 -
Nkunga 66.6932 63.5932 3.1 - 4.9 -
Lupepo 31.4139 31.4139 - - 0.0 -
Swaya 72.6492 70.1492 - - 3.6 -
Kinyala 60.7025 57.2025 3.5 - 6.1 -
Masebe 29.5540 26.554 3 - 11.3 -
Suma 30.3479 26.3479 4 - 15.2 -
Kisondela 65.8912 62.8912 3 - 4.8 -
Mpuguso 21.5635 17.0635 4.5 - 26.4 -
Kisiba 43.6257 41.6257 2 - 4.8 -
Msasani * - - - - - -
Kawetele * - - - - - -
llima 90.3118 88.3118 - 2.3 -
Bagamoyo * - - - - - -
Bulyaga * - - - - - -
Isongole 65.2492 59.2492 6 - 10.1 -
Ndanto 18.1994 11.1994 I - 62.5 -
Malindo 26.5702 24.5702 2 - 8.1 -
Makandana* - - - - - -
Itagata* - - - - - -
Ibighi* - - - - - -
Kyimo 49.6231 44.6231 5 - 11.2 -
Lufingo 22.6145 18.1145 4.5 - 24.8 -
Kiwira 110.1454| 101.1454 9 - 8.9 -
TukuyuTownship 82.9801 57.9801 25 - 43.1 -
Total 1,231.5363 1,136.9363 94.6 - 8.3 -

Source:Rungwe District Council 2016

NB: * Wards within the Township Authority with thetal areas of 82.9801 sq km.

Land use planning is a key aspect for developmebbth urban and rural areasin the country.
The land needs in urban areas are dominated bydéhneandfor building plots either for
residential, commercial, institutional or indushpiarposes. In rural areas, agricultural and other

production activities such aslivestock keeping dbuote to increasing needs for land. There is an
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urgent need to ensure that land is properly man&gedustainable development. Table 2.10c
showsAvailability of land bank by ward in Rungwe Distri€ouncil.

Table 2.10a: Availability of land bank by Ward andsize of the land, Rungwe District Council; 2016

Ward Land size in square metre Proposed Use
Matwebe 404,685.642 Agriculture
Masukulu 32,374.851 Avocado
Ikuti 404,685.642 Agriculture
Bujela - -
Masoko - -
Iponjola - -
Nkunga 32,374.851 Market
Lupepo - -
Swaya 6,070.285 Investment
Kinyala - -
12,140.569 Market
Masebe 6,070.285 Ward Office
14,163.998 Dispensary
16,187.426 Market
Suma - -
Kisondela - -
Mpuguso - -
Kisiba - -
Msasani - -
Kawetele - -
llima - -
Bagamoyo - -
Bulyaga - -
Isongole - -
12,140.569 Health Centre or veta
Ndanto 145,686.831 Secondary school
89,030.841 Commercial houses
32,374.851 Primary school
28,327.995 Nursing college
Malindo 18,210.854 Health Centre
24,281.139 Dispensary
Makandana - -
ltagata 12,140.569 Health Centre
Ibighi 6,070.285 Investment
Kyimo 20,234.282 Health Centre
Lufingo 32,374.851 VETA
404,685.642 Investment
Kiwira 161,874.257 Investment
129,499.406 Investment
Total 2,045,685.21
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Table 2.10c:

Source: Rungwe District Council, 2016

Urban Land Use Planning by Ward Rungre Council; 2016

Ward

Land size (in Hectares) used for

Human
settlements

Agriculture and
Livestock

Forests
reserves

Water
catchment

Size of Un-

used/Reserve land

area (ha)

Size of Land Bank in
Hectares Potential for
Investment

Matwebe

Masukulu

Ikuti

Bujela

Masoko

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Kinyala

Masebe

Suma

Kisondela

Mpuguso

Kisiba

Msasani

Kawetele

llima

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Isongole

Ndanto

Malindo

Makandana

Itagata

Ibighi

Kyimo

Lufingo

Kiwira

Total

Source: Rungwe District Council
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CHAPTER THREE
Production Sectors

3.0 Chapter Overview

Productive sectors are those sectors that plagat gole in providing income, employment and
ensuring adequate food supplies for majority ofgbeple in the districts. These sectors also had
a significant contribution to the district and r@giGross Domestic Product (GDP). This chapter
explains the performance and challenges of theyatog sectors in Rungwe District Council.
Furthermore it highlights investment opportuniteasilable in each sector sectors. The main
productive sectors in Rungwe District Councilargyri@ulture, livestock, forestry, tourism,
mining and industrial sector.

3.1 Agriculture

Agriculture is the main economic activity of theopée in Rungwe District Council. A total of
45,432 out of 58,924 households equivalent to fefcent were engaged in agricultural
activities in 2011/12 agriculture year. Most ofgsaehouseholds engaged in agriculture activities
were in rural areas (82.7 percent). Rungwe disisieimong the potential areas for agriculture in
Tanzania. It has good climatic conditions that favproduction of varieties of food crops and
cash crops. The major food crops grown in the idistire maize, cooking bananas, beans, round
Potatoes, paddy, cassava and sweet potatoes. @uhdégmand major cash crops in district are
tea, cocoa, coffee and pyrethrum. All productioriaaid crops and cash crops are in small scale
farms except tea where there are some large soahes f

-, \ \ ; | Joe
Banana Coffee
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3.1.1 Distribution Arable Land Area
Arable land is the land suitable for growing cropable 3.1 shows that, the total arable land area
in Rungwe District Council is 92,389.50hectares alhis 75.0 percent of the total land area
(123,186.05hectares). The actual cultivated lareh as estimated to be 83,613.60hectares,
equals to 90.5 percent of the total arable land.afde remaining land is covered by 445
Hectares of forest and 2,639.7 hectares is mouwnaiand residential area. The district covers
3.5 percent of the total Regional land area (3 32®Hectares).

Table 3.1: Distribution of Arable Land (ha) by Ward Rungwe District Council; 2015

Arable land Under | % of Arable land
Ward Total land Area (Ha) Total Arable (Ha) Cultivation (Ha) Tl el
Matwebe 4,917.27 3,996.34 2,950.40 73.8
Masukulu 5,963.36 4,780.84 3,896.40 81.5
Ikuti 8,559.63 6,728.04 5,135.80 76.3
Bujela 4,390.42 3,601.14 3,161.10 87.8
Masoko 8,021.54 6,324.54 5,777.80 9lL.4
Iponjola 2,487.9] 2,174.24 1,865.90 85.8
Nkunga 6,669.37 5,310.34 5,002.00 94.2
Lupepo 3,141.39 2,664.34 2,312.00 86.8
Swaya 7,296.84 5,780.94 5,472.60 94.7
Kinyala 6,070.25 4,861.04 4,552.70 93.7
Masebe 2,955.40 2,524.94 2,172}20 86.0
Suma 3,034.79 2,584.44 2,048.50 7D9.3
Kisondela 6,589.12 5,250.14 4,694.70 8P.4
Mpuguso 2,156.3% 1,918.90 1,918.90 100.0
Kisiba 4,363.05 3,272.30 2,945.10 90.0
Msasani * NM NM NM -
Kawetele * NM NM NM -
llima 9,031.18 7,224.90 6,357.90 88.0
Bagamoyo * NM NM NM -
Bulyaga * NM NM NM -
Isongole 6,524.92 5,219.90 5,219.90 100.0
Ndanto 1,819.94 1,456.00 1,456.00 100.0
Malindo 2,657.02 2,125.60 2,083.10 98.0
Makandana * NM NM NM -
Itagata NM NM NM -
Ibighi * NM 4,149.00 4,149.0( 100.0
Kyimo * 4,962.31 3,969.8( 3,969.80 100.0
Lufingo 2,261.45 1,809.20 1,809.20 100.0
Kiwira 11,014.54 8,811.60 8,811.60 100.0
Tukuyu Township 8,298.01 D 0 -
Total 123,186.05 92,389.50 83,613.60 90.5

SourceRungwe District Council

NB: (i) Wards marked with * are within the Tukuyu Townshipse area is 829.800 sq Km.
(i) NM = Not measured
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3.1.2: Land Under Cultivation
Table 3.2a shows area (in hectares) under cubinaif major food crops and cash cops in Iringa
Rungwe District Council.Over the five years (20120645), areas planted with major food crops
shows an upward trend. The total area increasekBIbypercent (6,406.8 ha) from 47,324.00 ha
in 2011 to 53,730.80 ha in 2015. Maize is a predami food crop cultivated in the district,

followed by cooking bananas, beans and round pegafthe results shows that, out of total area
under cultivation (53,730.80 ha) in 2015, maizeocaats for 35.3 percent followed by cooking

bananas (19.1 percent), beans (16.9 percent) and qotatoes by 14.9 percent.

The main cash crops grown in Rungwe District Cduare coffee, tea, Cocoa, pyrethrum and
Cardamom (lliki). Table 3.2a further shows thaie #stimated area planted with major cash
crops in 2015 is 7,236.1 ha, a growth of about 3@&rtent from 5,377.4 ha recorded in 2011.
Coffee is a predominant cash crop in Rungwe Dis@muncil which account for 52.0 percent of
the total area planted with major cash crops. Témorsd and third cash crops with largest
coverage are tea (31.1 percent) and Cocoa (16cémgrespectively.

Table 3.2a: Estimated Land Area (Ha) under Major Fad and Cash Crops, Rungwe District Council, 2011 —

2015
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Crop Number Number Number Number Number
Ha) | ® | a) | * | ) | * | Ha) | * | () |
Major Food Crops
Maize 17,287.6 36.% 17,7792 36.7 18,27B.2 36.4 5487 36.3 18,959.5 35.
Paddy 700.5 1.5 743.8 1|5 786.5 1.6 868.0 1.7 965.01.8
Cassava 661.5 1.4 6430 1.3 712.3 1.4 8(1.8 1.6 .8818 1.5
Sweet Potatoes 510/9 1.1 478.2 1.0 556.6 1.1 571.71.1 540.8 1.0
Cocoyam 794.0 1.7 766.6 1,6 915.5 1.8 935.5 1.8 .0op5 1.7
Beans 8,002.7 16.9 8,476/9 115 8,99%4.4 17.9 8§951.17.5 9,092.§ 16.
Groundnut 489.1 1.0 5327 111 559.4 1.1 590.2 1.2 15.8% 1.1
Cooking Banana 9,162.3 19|14 9,148.4  1B.9 9,281.7 518 9,313.8 18.2 10,240.2 19
Round Potatoes 7,389/0 15.6 7,468.0 15.4 7,685 .3 |15 7,867.0 15.4 7,999.3 14
Avocado 247.5 0.5 260.p 05 287.4 0.6 29[7.6 0.6 Bl 0.6
Sweet bananas 2,015,9 4.3 1,999.2 4.1 2,012.2 4.0 ,2203 4.3 3,074.0 5.
Bambara nut 63.6 0.1 1457 0.3 151.6 0.3 161.8 0.3 187.9 0.3
Total 47,324.00] 100.C 48,441.90 100.0 50,234.30 .000 51,120.00 100.0  53,730.80 100.
Major Cash Crops
Coffee 2,193.2 40.8 2,193.8) 40.0 2,292.2 40.8 3,5628.00 50.6 3,761.4 52.0
Tea 2,116.6 39.4 2,212.7) 40.3 2,230.1) 39.7 2,244.8 32.2 2,253.7] 31.1
Cocoa 1,043.0 19.4 1,060.0f 19.3 1,079.5 19.2 1,183.00 17.0 1,203.5| 16.6
pyrethrum 120 0.2 11.5 0.2 3.0 0.1 2.5 0.0 2.5 0.0
Cardamom (lliki) 126 0.2 10.3 0.2 13.5 0.2 15.00 0.2 15.0 0.2
Total 5,377.4] 100.0 5,488.3] 100.0 5,618.3 100.0 6,973.3] 100.0 7236.1] 100.0

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.2b shows the estimated area in hectares gottivation of major food crops by ward in
the year 2015. The findings shows that, out ofttiial land area cultivated with the major food
crops (53,730.8 ha) in 2015, Kinyala, Ikuti and KavWards had the largest proportion which

accounts for 18,285.0ha (34.0 percent), 7,813.71Hab (percent) and 4,157.0ha (7.7 percent).

The findings further shows that, out of the tothd area cultivated with maize (18,959.5ha),
Kinyala, Ikuti and Kiwira covers the largest arehieth account for 37.1 percent, 14.4 percent
and 10.0 percent respectively. The results alsavstibat, the largest area under cultivation of
paddy is located in Matwebe, Masukulu and Kisibadsawvich account for 50.8 percent, 37.3
percent 7.3 percent respectively of the total aweaer cultivation of paddy (965.0ha).
Furthermore, the results in table 3.2b shows thatgest proportion of area cultivated with
beans are in Kinyala (4,452.0ha Ikuti (1,593.0h&) Kiwira (1,227.0ha). Large cultivated area
with Cooking bananas are in Lufingo, Kinyala andtikvard while the largest areas cultivated
with round potatoes are in Kinyala, Ndanto and Saway

Table 3.2b: Estimated Land Area (Ha) under Major Fad Crops, by Ward, Rungwe District Council, 2015

- =q = E o (S} g ©
s ] a S 2w 1) S © =
s g1 8138 8 8 5 38 | 28| 2| 58| 83 ©
Matwebe 320.0 490.0| 250.0| 20.0 13.0 80.0| 230.0 110.0 0.0 | 123.0 0.0 0.0 1,636.0
Masukulu 318.0f 360.0| 31.0| 10.0 5.1 98.0 93.0 24.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 939.6
Ikuti 2,732.0 0.0| 123.5| 54.0 0.0 1,593.0 0.0 1,333.1 0.0 0.0 1,978.1 0.0 7,813.7
Bujela 65.0 50 12.0 7.5 9.7 14.0 18.5 56.5 0.0 8.0 8.0 0.0 204.2
Masoko 145.0f 25.0 25.0 7.5 13.0 45.0 18.0 110.0 0.0 25.0 16.0 0.0 429.5
Iponjolo 91.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 37.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 590.0 0.0 719.1
Nkunga 181.3 0.0 21.3| 103.1| 262.3 119.0 0.0 450.3 0.0 12.0 150.4| 40.8 1,340.5
Lupepo 142.0 0.0 109.0f 71.3 89.9 107.8 96.8 197.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 99.1 913.2
Swaya 1,102.Q 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 104.0 0.0 0.0 998.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2,204.0
Kinyala 7,039.0 0.0 0.0 40.0| 265.0| 4,452.0 13.0 2,168.0| 4,308.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 18,285.0
Masebe 387.0 0.0 69.0| 33.0| 36.0 265.0 27.0 312.0 91.0| 42.0 0.0 0.0 1,262.0
Suma 520.0 0.0 80.0| 25.0| 55.0 188.0 0.0 116.0 80.3 0.0 90.0 0.0 1,154.3
Kisondela 399.0 0.0 6.0 9.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 302.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 761.0
Mpuguso 186.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 80.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 319.0
Kisiba 80.0/ 70.0| 10.0 0.0 0.0 42.0 38.0 315.0 0.0 0.0 158.0| 38.0 751.0
Msasani 74.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 20.0 0.0 53.0 0.0 6.3 0.0 0.0 155.7
Kawetele 18.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 59.0
llima 30.0 15.0 20.0 10.0 0.0 20.0 5.0 45.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 155.0
Bagamoyo 4.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 0.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5
Bulyaga 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 5.0 0.0 8.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0
Isongole 569.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 558.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 1,130.5
Ndanto 1,629.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 1,629.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3,268.0
Malindo 80.0 0.0 62.0 21.0 0.0 83.0 0.0 250.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 496.0
Makandana 93.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 93.0 7.0 200.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 393.0
Itagata 88.5 0.0 0.0 22.0 14.5 27.0 14.5 78.5 18.5 0.0 335 0.0 297.0
Ibighi 56.0 0.0 0.0 21.0 0.0 50.0 22.0 18.0 49.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 216.0
Kyimo 300.0 0.0 0.0 84.0| 720 125.0 33.0 693.0 97.0| 73.0 0.0 0.0 1,477.0
Lufingo 415.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 239.0 0.0 2,509.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3,163.0
Kiwira 1,890.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 88.0| 1,227.0 0.0 782.0 170.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4,157.0
Total 18,959.5| 965.0| 818.8| 540.8| 925.0| 9,092.8| 615.8| 10,240.2| 7,999.3| 311.7| 3,074.0| 187.9| 53,730.8

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.2C shows the estimated area in hectaresy waottivation of major cash crops by ward in

the year 2015. The results reveals, among the aoga under cultivation of coffee (3,761.4 ha)
the largest proportion is located in Ikitu (48.#qant) followed by Kinyala (13.9 percent) and

Mpuguso (4.5 percent). The results further shows rtiost of the areas under tea cultivation are
in Kisondela (289ha) followed by Masoko (277ha)jdba (242.9ha), Kyimo (323.0ha) and

Mpuguso ward with 190 hectares. Most of the Codaatption are located in Kisiba (580ha)
followed by Matwebe (280ha) and Masukulu (279hg)ethrum plantations are found only in
Isongole ward with 2.5 hectares under cultivation.

Table 3.2c: Estimated Land Area (Ha) under Major Cah Crops, by Ward, Rungwe District Council, 2015

Ward Coffee Tea Cocoa Pyrethrum Cardamom (lliki)
Matwebe 0 9 28( ( D
Masukulu 29 52.1 279 D

Ikuti 1,830.00 0 0 0 15
Bujela 24 242.9 15 D
Masoko 54 277 18.% D

Iponjola 45 43 0 Q @
Nkunga 90.6) 25.1 ( D D
Lupepo 76.8 0 C ( D
Swaya 24 0 0 @ (
Kinyala 521 5.9 0 @
Masebe 130 111 D D 0
Suma 14 12( ( D D
Kisondela 114 284 11 D 0
Mpuguso 170 19( ( D D
Kisiba 12 12 580 0 (
Msasani 53 55 ( D
Kawetele 5 12 Q @ (
llima 40 146.2 20 Q ¢
Bagamoyo 1.5 @ @ D D
Bulyaga 4 3.5 0 0 (
Isongole 0 0 0 2.5 )
Ndanto 0 0 0 0 (
Malindo 135 110.4 d @ D
Makandana 92 52.p 0 0 0
Itagata 29.5 4( @ D D
Ibighi 14 68.9 0 0 Q
Kyimo 103 232 0 0 q
Lufingo 75 99.5 0 0 0
Kiwira 75 57 0 0 0
Total 3,761.4 2,253.7 1,203.5 2.5 15.0

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d: Estimated Land Area (Ha) under Major Fad Crops by Ward, Rungwe District Council, 2011 — @15

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 353.9 372.9 392.0 4150 320.0
Paddy 277.1 292.1 3070 370.0 490.0
Cassava 240.1 2531 266.0 265.0 250.0
Sweet Potatoes 7.2 716 8.0 15.0 20.0
Cocoyam 6.3 6.7 7. 150 13|0
Beans 52.4 55.2 58.0 75/0 80.0

Matwebe Groundnut 207.4 218.5 22917 230.0 230.0
Cooking Banana 142.6 150/3 158.0 116.0 110.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0\0 a.0 0.0
Avocado 111.0 117.( 123.0 1230 123.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.4 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 1,398.1 1,473.4 1,548.7 1,624.0 1,636.0
Maize 305.5 322.7 340.0 350/0 318.0
Paddy 341.4 360.7 3800 390.0 360.0
Cassava 12.1 12.8 13(5 21.0 31.0
Sweet Potatoes 7.6 8|1 8.5 8.0 10.0
Cocoyam 3.6 3.8 4.0 4.0 51
Beans 88.1] 93.1 98.1 106(0 98.0

Masukulu Groundnut 88.5 93.1 98.6 980 93.0
Cooking Banana 9.4 100 10(5 24.5 24.5
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0\0 a.0 0.0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0[0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.G 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 856.30 904.7¢ 953.1 1,00115 939.6
Maize 2,007.0 2,363.3 2,120/0 2,069.3 2,732.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 123.% 79.6 67,0 135.8 12B.5
Swet Potatoes 63.0 57/0 69.0 57.0 54.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 986.0 1,384.0 1,590.0 1,598.0 1,593.0

Ikuti Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 832.0 705/5 704.5 578.3 1,333.1
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0.0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 1,003[0 875.0 96P.0 1,1%6.7 1,978.1
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 5,014.5 5,464.3 5,520,5 5,590.0 7,81B.7
Maize 45.0 50.0 55.( 57.0 65|0
Paddy 6.5 6.0 6.1 6.0 5,0
Cassava 13.¢ 12.0 13]0 12.0 12.0
Sweet Potatoes 8.b 715 8.5 1.5 7.5
Cocoyam 12.0 9.5 12.0 9.5 97
Beans 12.0 12.( 12.0 12{0 14.0

Bujela Groundnut 15.0 18.( 15.0 18/0 18.5
Cooking Banana 38.0 380 3810 38.0 56.5
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0\0 a.0 0.0
Avocado 8.0 8.0 8.( 8.0 8.0
Sweet bananas 14)0 14,0 14.0 14.0 8.0
Bambara nut 0.4 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 172.0 175.0 182.0 182.0 204.2

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue...........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 106.11 121.G 132.0 140(0 145.0
Paddy 17.54 20.( 23.0 250 25.0
Cassava 15.79 18.0 200 3.0 25.0
Sweet Potatoes 4.38 5|0 6.5 1.0 V.5
Cocoyam 6.14 7.( 9.0 110 130
Beans 26.31 30. 350 40(0 453.0

Masoko Groundnut 13.15 15.0 150 170 18.0
Cooking Banana 70.16 80/0 90.0 10%.0 110.0
Round Potatoes 0.0D 0/0 0.0 Q.0 D.0
Avocado 13.15 15.( 18.0 21)0 25.0
Sweet bananas 8.77 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0
Bambara nut 0.0( 0.0 0.0 0/0 0.0
Subtotal 281.5 321.0 360.5 403/0 429.5
Maize 107.0 104.6 96.4 98.4 91].2
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.G 0.0 0.0 0/0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.0 0J0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 41.0 40.2 37.0 37/5 37.5

Iponjolo Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 0/0
Cooking Banana 0.( 0.0 040 00 Q.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0\0 a.0 0.0
Avocado 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4
Sweet bananas 556/4 657.0 560.0 570.0 500.0
Bambara nut 0.G 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 704.7 802.1] 693.7 706.3 719.1
Maize 198.4 163.7 201.1 192|8 181.3
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 31.5 20.p 32(8 25.0 21.3
Swet Potatoes 136.2 86|8 123.4 11P.3 103.1
Cocoyam 259.5 211.5 2868 289.1 262.3
Beans 121.2 116.4 1187 118.6 119.0

Nkunga Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 449.5 449(3 449.4 449.6 450.3
Round Potatoes 0.0 00 0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 11.0 11.1 12.38 120 12,0
Sweet bananas 1512 150.1 150.2 149.6 150.4
Bambara nut 35.4 39.p 40[1 38.8 40.8
Subtotal 1,394.1 1,248.7 1,414,8 1,394.9 1,340.6
Maize 91.7 97.0 107.% 1382 142.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 71.( 74.0 74|10 96.0 109.0
Sweet Potatoes 350 37.3 38.0 54.3 71.3
Cocoyam 59.0 65.6 66.P 78(4 89.9
Beans 82.2 91.5 93.1L 107|2 107.8

Lupepo Groundnut 69.0 76.2 72.2 91{7 96.8
Cooking Banana 141.1 1598 162.8 131.9 197.3
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0.0 Q.0 0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 74.% 75.0 84|0 99.1
Subtotal 374.0 675.9 688.8 7817 913.2

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue...........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 1,065.0 1,088. 1,090/0 1,27%.0 1,102.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0J0 0.0 Q.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 238.0 240.0 24210 242.0 104.0

Swaya Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 0.( 0.0 040 00 Q.0
Round Potatoes 832.0 8450 856.0 1,038.0 998.0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 2,135.0 2,173.( 2,188.0 2,555.0 2,204.0
Maize 7,013.0 7,016. 7,021|0 7,029.0 7,039.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.G 0.0 0.0 0/0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 38.0 3410 39.0 41.0 40.0
Cocoyam 243.0 249.0 25310 261.0 265.0
Beans 4,415.0 4,414,0 4,430.0 4,445.0 4,4%2.0

Kinyala Groundnut 6.0 8.0 11.0 10/0 130
Cooking Banana 2,143.0 2,151.0 2,154.0 2,166.0 82016
Round Potatoes 4,237)0 4,239.0 4,344.0 4,299.0 8430
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.G 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 18,095.0 18,111.0 18,252/0 18,251.0 18,285
Maize 112.0 118.0 235.0 290|0 387.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 32.( 43.0 49|0 55.0 69.0
Sweet Potatoes 15.0 22,0 26.0 30.0 33.0
Cocoyam 15.0 21.( 29.0 32{0 36.0
Beans 86.0 93.( 105.0 178,0 265%.0

Masebe Groundnut 10.0 15.( 20.p 2410 217.0
Cooking Banana 203.0 210J0 221.0 249.0 312.0
Round Potatoes 54.0 66]0 3.0 81.0 91.0
Avocado 25.0 28.0 31.0 35,0 420
Sweet bananas 0.0 0[0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 552.0 616.0 789. 9740 1,262.0
Maize 320.0 390.0 500.2 5080 520.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 25.( 30.p 75/0 60.0 80.0
Sweet Potatoes 60.0 7119 73.5 75.2 25.0
Cocoyam 61.0 67.( 90.p 71{0 55.0
Beans 185.0 174.0 336J0 152.0 188.0

Suma Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 105.0 100/0 100.0 112.0 116.0
Round Potatoes 65.0 720 80.0 40.0 80.3
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 69,5 76.0 80.0 8b.0 90.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 890.5 980.9 1,334.7 1,103(2 1,154.3

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue...........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 398.0 400.0 435.0 402/0 399.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 5.0 3.0 2.0 4]0 6.0
Sweet Potatoes 10.0 9|0 8.0 11.0 0.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 20.0 23.( 27.0 240 25.0
Kisondela Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 118.0 159/0 281.0 300.0 302.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0.0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 15.0 17. 16.0 195 20,0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 566.0 611.0 769.0 760.5 761[.0
Maize 201.0 190.0 180.0 185|0 184.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.G 0.0 0.0 0/0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.0 0J0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 3.0 3.0 3. 3.0 3J0
Mpuguso Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 0/0
Cooking Banana 80.0 850 9010 90.0 80.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0\0 a.0 0.0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 40)0 40.1 45.0 4.0 50.0
Bambara nut 0.G 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 324.0 318.1] 318.0 3250 319.0
Maize 61.0 65.0 70.( 75.0 800
Paddy 53.0 58.( 61.0 65,0 70.0
Cassava 5.5 6.0 7.0 8|0 1Q.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0J0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 30.0 33.( 36.p 380 42.0
Kisiba Groundnut 30.0 33.( 29.b 32/0 38.0
Cooking Banana 285.0 297]0 300.0 310.0 315.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 00 00 Q.0 .0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 141/0 145.0 148.0 152.0 158.0
Bambara nut 25.( 27.0 295 32.0 38.0
Subtotal 630.5 664.0 681. 7120 751[.0
Maize 73.0 72.0 71.( 75.0 74|10
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 3.0 3]0 2.2 4.4 2.4
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
M . Beans 17.0 19.Q 21.0 180 20.0
sasani Groundnut 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.p 0lo
Cooking Banana 54.0 49.0 5110 55.0 58.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0.0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 7.0 6.8 6.9 6.Y 6.3
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 154.0 149.8 152.0 1571 155.7

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue...........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 25.0 22.0 20.( 18.0 18|0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0. 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0 0.0 Q.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 18.0 17.Q 17.0 16/0 14.0

Kawetele Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 25.0 25, 250 25.0 25.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0 0.0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 2.0 2.0 2.( 2.0 2.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0. 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 70.0 66.0 64.0 61.0 59,0
Maize 24.0 26.0 27 28.0 300
Paddy 5.0 7.0 9.( 12.0 15|0
Cassava 7. 11. 13]0 17.0 20.0
Sweet Potatoes 4.0 6 6.0 8.0 10.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 13.0 15.( 17.0 20/0 20.0

llima Groundnut 2.0 2.0 4, 4.0 5J0
Cooking Banana 35.0 39, 41,0 43.0 45.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0 0\0 a.0 0.0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 3.0 5. 7.0 710 10.0
Subtotal 93.0 111.0 124.( 139.0 1550
Maize 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.( 4.5
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0. 0.0 0|0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 2.0 2.5 2.0 3.8 35

Bagamoyo Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Cooking Banana 2. 2. 20 30 3.5
Round Potatoes 0.0 0 00 Q.0 .0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0. 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 8.0 8.5 8.0 10.3 11.6
Maize 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.Q 5.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0. 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.b 15
Beans 5.0 5.0 5. 5.0 5]0

Bulyaga Groundnut 0.0 0. 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 8.4 8. 8,5 85 8.5
Round Potatoes 0.0 0 0.0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0. 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 200

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue...........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 605.0 602.0 594.0 573|0 569.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0J0 0.0 Q.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 4.0 5.0 4, 3.0 3J0

Isongole Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 0.( 0.0 040 00 Q.0
Round Potatoes 509.0 500.0 521.5 540.0 558.5
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 1,118.0 1,107.4 1,1195 1,125.0 1,130.5
Maize 1,513.0 1,513. 1,569|0 1,569.0 1,629.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.G 0.0 0.0 0/0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.0 0J0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 7.0 7.0 7.5 8.0 10|0

Ndanto Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0. 0.p 0J0
Cooking Banana 0.( 0.0 040 00 Q.0
Round Potatoes 1,513/0 1,513.0 1,569.0 1,569.0 9162
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.G 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 3,033.0 3,033.( 3,1455 3,146.0 3,268.0
Maize 86.0 86.0 86.( 86.0 800
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 80.( 80.p 800 80.0 62.0
Sweet Potatoes 29.0 290 31.0 21.0 21.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 83.0 83.( 83.0 830 83.0

Malindo Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 247.0 2500 250.0 250.0 250.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 00 00 Q.0 .0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0[0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 525.0 528.0 530. 520.0 496.0
Maize 41.0 50.0 53.( 79.0 93|0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0J0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 68.0 75.( 79.0 790 93.0

Makandana Groundnut 2.0 4.( 5.0 50 710
Cooking Banana 156.0 164/0 181.0 215.0 200.0
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0.0 Q.0 0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 267.0 293.0 318.0 378.0 393.0

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue...........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 88.0 85.0 85.( 87.0 885
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0|0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 12.0 13(0 16.0 20.0 22.0
Cocoyam 7.0 7.0 9.0 12.0 14|5
Beans 27.0 27 25.0 260 27.0

Itagata Groundnut 14.0 145 14.6 14}5 14.5
Cooking Banana 76.0 76.0 7610 71.0 78.5
Round Potatoes 14.0 14/0 14.0 16.0 18.5
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 320 320 34.0 3R.0 335
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 270.0 268.5 273.% 2845 297.0
Maize 50.0 50.0 52.( 53.0 56|0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 10.0 13(0 15.0 17.0 21.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.G 0. 0.p 0J0
Beans 42.0 43.( 43.0 45]0 50.0

Ibighi Groundnut 10.0 13.( 15.0 16/0 22.0
Cooking Banana 10.0 13)0 150 14.0 18.0
Round Potatoes 35.0 38|0 41.0 44.0 49.0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 157.0 170.0 181.0 191.0 216.0
Maize 278.0 278.0 300.0 300{0 300.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.G 0.0 0.0 0/0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 68.0 68,0 78.0 78.0 84.0
Cocoyam 63.0 63.( 69.p 690 72.0
Beans 110.Q 110.0 121/0 121.0 125.0

Kyimo Groundnut 22.0 22.( 30.p 30{0 33.0
Cooking Banana 670.0 670J0 684.0 684.0 693.0
Round Potatoes 85.0 85/0 953.0 95.0 97.0
Avocado 55.0 55.0 70.0 70,0 73.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0/0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.4 0.0 0.0 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 1,351.0 1,351.4 1,447 0 1,447.0 1,4717.0
Maize 401.0 408.0 410.0 41210 4158.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.0 0.0 0.0 0|0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0J0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0
Beans 215.0 220.0 226)0 230.0 239.0

Lufingo Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 2,356.p 2,378.0 2,408.0 2,487.0 92050
Round Potatoes 0.0 0/0 0.0 Q.0 .0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0[0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0.0 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 2,972.0 3,006.( 3,044,0 3,129.0 3,16B.0

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2d Continue............

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 1,710.0 1,716. 2,027/0 2,027.0 1,890.0
Paddy 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.0
Cassava 0.4 0. 0.0 0J0 0.0
Sweet Potatoes 0.p 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Cocoyam 57.0 54.( 79.0 82{0 88.0
Beans 1,005.0 1,046. 1,123.0 1,128.0 1,227.0

Kiwira Groundnut 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0J0
Cooking Banana 906.0 879 780.0 780.0 782.0
Round Potatoes 45.0 96 108.0 136.0 170.0
Avocado 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0
Sweet bananas 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 D.0
Bambara nut 0.0 0. 0.p 0J0 0.0
Subtotal 3,723.0 3,791.G 4,114,0 4,148.0 4,15[.0

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.2e: Estimated Land Area (Ha) under Major Cah Crops by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2011 — @15

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Coffee 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0p
Tea 9.0 9.0 9.0 9. 9p
Cocoa 249.0 249. 249)0 269.0 280.0
Matwebe pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 0.0 0.0 258.0 278.0 289)0
Coffee 29.8 29.8 29.8 298 29]0
Tea 52.1 52.1 52.1 5201 521
Cocoa 205 210 216. 278[0 279.0
Masukulu pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 0.0 0.0 297.9 359.9 360]1
Coffee 359.8 379.4 411D 1,643,0 1,830.0
Tea 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 op
, Cocoa 0.0 0. 0.( 0.0 o
Ikut pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 12.6 10.3 13.5 15. 150
Subtotal 372.4 389.5 4245 1,6580 1,843.0
Coffee 24.0 28. 24.0 280 24]0
Tea 242.9 242.4 242.9 242|9 243.9
, Cocoa 15.0 15.4 15.0 1500 150
Bujela pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 281.9 285.9 281.9 2859 2819
Coffee 45.0 45.0 47.0 50.0 54]0
Tea 200.0 2774 277.0 277/0 271.0
Cocoa 12.0 12.4 14.0 17)0 195
Masoko pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 0.0 334.0 338.( 344.0 349|5
Coffee 32.0 32 35.0 400 45]0
Tea 43.0 43.0 43.0 430 43J0
. Cocoa 0.0 0.4 0.( 0.0 0
Iponjola pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 75.0 75.0 78.0 83.0 88)0
Coffee 93.1 90.5 91.1 89.9 90l6
Tea 25.6 254 25.1 251 25]1
Cocoa 0.0 0.4 0.( 0.0 0p
Nkunga pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 118.7 115.9 116.2 11500 1157
Coffee 36 36.7 37.1 56.8 76|8
Tea 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 op
Cocoa 0.0 0. 0.0 0.0 o
Lupepo pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 0.0 36.7 37.] 56.8 768
Coffee 24.0 24.0 24.0 240 24]0
Tea 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 op
Cocoa 0.0 0. 0.( 0.0 o
Swaya pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 24.0 24.0 24.0 24.0 24)0

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.2e Continue

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Coffee 512.0 515.( 517.0 518[0 521.0
Tea 5.9 5.9 5.0 5.9 50
, Cocoa 0.0 0. 0.( 0.0 0
Kinyala pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 517.9 520.9 522.9 52309 526.9
Coffee 95.0 104.( 116. 120[0 130.0
Tea 85.0 97.d 102.0 1100 111.0
Cocoa 0.0 0. 0.0 0. 0
Masebe pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 180.0 201.0 218.0 230)0 2410
Coffee 150.0 101.( 117. 35[0 14.0
Tea 120.0 120.( 120.0 120[0 120.0
Cocoa 0.0 0. 0.( 0.0 0
Suma pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 270.0 221.0 237.0 15500 134.0
Coffee 109.0 110.( 113.0 113[0 114.0
Tea 289.0 289.( 289. 289/0 289.0
. Cocoa 8.0 11.0 10.5 12)0 110
Kisondela pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 406.0 410.0 412.5 4140 4140
Coffee 170.0 170. 170.0 170[0 170.0
Tea 200.0 190.( 190.0 190[0 190.0
Cocoa 0.0 0.4 0.( 0.0 00
Mpuguso pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 370.0 360.0 360.0 3600 360.0
Coffee 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 120
Tea 12.0 12.0 12.0 120 12]0
N Cocoa 550.0 556. 562)0 574.0 580.0
Kisiba pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 569.0 576.0 583.0 596)0 604.0
Coffee 64.0 60.0 59.7 550 53[0
Tea 53.9 55.9 54.0 549 55/0
, Cocoa 0.0 0.4 0.( 0.0 0
Msasani pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 117.9 115.8 113.] 109[9 108.0
Coffee 5.0 5.0 5.0 5. 5.0
Tea 12.0 12.0 12.0 1200 12]0
Cocoa 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0
Kawetele pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 17.0 17.0 17.4 17.0 170
Coffee 26.0 29. 310 380 40/0
Tea 126.0 131.( 138.2 142[0 146.2
. Cocoa 4.0 7.0 13.0 18.0 2010
llima pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 156.0 167.0 182.2 198)0 208.2

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.2e Continue........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Coffee 59.0 60.0 62.0 73.0 75|10
Tea 99.5 99.5 99.% 99.6 9915
) Cocoa 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0.0
Lufingo pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 158.5 159.5 161.5 1725 174.5
Coffee 59.0 60.0 62.0 730 75|0
Tea 57.0 57.Q 57.0 57.0 570
. Cocoa 0.0 0.0 0.¢ 0.0 0,0
Kiwira pyrethrum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Cardamom (lliki) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.(
Subtotal 116.0 117.0 119.0 130/0 132.0
SourceRungwe District Council
3.1.3 Crop Production
3.1.3.1: Major Food Crops Production
Table 3.3: Estimated Production (Tones) of Major Fod Crops, Rungwe District, 2011 to 2015
Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 o015 Annual pocent|  Rank
Average
Maize 43,617.3 45,1794 48,019.6  49,08R.7 52,010.1 47,581.8 15.6 3
Paddy 938.1 1,003.6 1,0815 1,402.3 1,591.0 1,203.3 04 10
Cassava 4,683.9 4,993,0 5,448.2 4,602.1 6,828.3 1133 1.7 7
Sweet Potatoes 2,970,0 2,760.2 3,249.3 3,3p0.8 6296  3,067.4 1.0 8
Cocoyam 5,985.4 5,8413 6,122.8 7,076.1 7,084.0 2264 2.1 6
Beans 14,842.8 15,759|6 16,272.3 16,391.1 16,910.816,035.3 5.3 5
Groundnuts 688.1 7542 8186 955.6 843.1 812.0 0.311
Cooking Banana 93,596/0 99,814.4 103,399.7 1078568.32,637.8 107,403.8 353 2
Round potatoes 110,837{0 111,684.0 110,366.1 171M18115,903.2 111,795.5 36(7 1
Avocado 1,933.3 2,081.1 2,205.0 1,715.2 2,190.9 22D 0.7 9
Sweet Banana 9,438/6 9,418.1 10,968.6 12,4B7.1 3856 17,589.7 5.8 4
Bambaranut 131.9 1262 1411 732.6 173.8 261.1 0.112
District Total 273,935.7| 283,687.F 294,7259 302,224.3 368,202.9 04,535.3 100.0

SourceRungwe District Council
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3.1.3.2 Production per Hectare of Major Food Crops

Table 3.4a: Production per Hectare of Major Food Cops, Rungwe DistrictCouncil; 2011 — 2015

Crop (Tons) | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015
Production (Tonnes)
Maize 43,617.3 45,179.4 48,019.6 49,08p.7 52,010.1
Paddy 938.1 1,003.6 1,081|5 1,402.3 1,591.0
Cassava 4,683.9 4,993(0 5,448.2 4,602.1 6,8P8.3
Sweet Potatoes 2,970|0 2,760.2 3,249.3 3,390.8 64,22
Cocoyam 5,985.6 5,841.3 6,122.8 7,076.1 5,977.2
Beans 14,842.§ 15,759/6 16,272.3 16,391.1 17,007.6
Groundnuts 688.45 754.p 818|6 955.6 59B.1
Cooking Banana 93,596.0 99,814.4 103,399.7 1078568 146,497.8
Round potatoes 110,837}0 111,684.0 110,366.1 171M18 102,043.2
Avocado 1,933.3 2,081.1 2,2050 1,715.2 2,190.9
Sweet Banana 9,438/6 9,418.1 10,968.6 12,487.1 3854
Bambaranut 131.9 126.p 14111 732.6 173.8
District Total 273,935.7 283,687.1 294,725/9 302422 384,776.1
Estimated Area Under Cultivation (Ha)
Maize 17,287.6 17,779.p 18,278.2 18,54p.7 18,9%9.5
Paddy 700.5 743.8 786.5 868.0 965.0
Cassava 661.5 6430 712.3 801.8 818.8
Sweet Potatoes 510/9 478.2 556.6 571.7 540.8
Cocoyam 794.Q 766.6 915/5 935.5 925.0
Beans 8,002.2 8,476.9 8,994.4 8,951L.6 9,092.8
Groundnuts 489.1 532.7 5594 590.2 615.8
Cooking Banana 9,162.3 9,148.4 9,281.7 9,313.8 40022,
Round potatoes 7,389)0 7,468.0 7,69B.5 7,867.0 97399
Avocado 247.5 260.2 287.4 297\6 311.7
Sweet Banana 2,015)9 1,999.2 2,01p.2 2,220.3 3Qq74.
Bambaranut 63.6 145.7 15116 161.8 18f7.9
Total 47,324.0 48,441.9 50,2343 51,120.0 53,730.8
Production per Hectare (t/Ha)
Maize 2.5 2.5 2.6 2.6 2.7
Paddy 1.3 1.3 1.4 1.6 16
Cassava 7.] 7.8 7.6 5(7 8.3
Sweet Potatoes 5.8 5/8 5.8 5.9 7.8
Cocoyam 7.5 7.6 6.7 7.6 6)5
Beans 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.8 1/9
Groundnuts 1.4 1.4 1.5 16 1,0
Cooking Banana 10.2 109 1101 115 14.3
Round potatoes 15.0 15/0 14.3 14.0 1p.8
Avocado 7.8 8.0 7.7 5.8 7.0
Sweet Banana 4.7 47 5[5 5.6 14.8
Bambaranut 2.1 0.9 0.9 4/5 0.9

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.4h: Production per Hectare of Major Food Cops by Wards, Rungwe District Council; 2015

%) 5
~ - = g o v, @] E
ward o s 5 s & oz &£ £§5 2§ § sg 2
s § & 235 & g & 8% 3§ & 2§ =
= o O na O [a1] (O] O m X o < 0 o [a1]
Matwebe 192.0 539.0 2,500(0 160Q.0 104.0 80.0 110.0 110.0 0.0 984.0 0. 0.0
Masukulu 895.0 720.( 93.0 30j0 15.3 725 977 1348 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9
Ikuti 3,311.8 00| 430.0 48.0 0.0 824.0| 0.0| 26,661.0 0.0 0.0 | 39,562.0) 0.0
Bujela 227.5 17.0] 1550| 110.0| 129.0 25.0| 28.0 702.0 00| 1920 1120| 0.0
Masoko 362.5 0.4 2125 60J0 114.0 675 27.0 2,085.0 00| 2125 224.0 0.0
Iponjola 75.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 1,705.0 0.0 256.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0
Nkunga 295.9 0.4 76.8 76219 1,600.0 84.5 0.0 70620. 0.0 73.4) 2,466.6 49.8
Lupepo 355.0 0.4 9810 5688 869.0 9.1 116.2 46340 0.0 0.0 0.0 109.
Swaya 2314.2 q ( D D 104 0 0 7984 0 0 0
Kinyala 22,876.2 0.0 0.( 3200 19875 8,904.0 6.543,360.0) 51,686.¢ 0.0 0.0 0{0
Masebe 1,161.0 0.0 6900 330.0 360.0 530.0 b4.0 9249 1,092.0 420.( 0.0 0,0
Suma 1,820.0 0. 8400 2825 583.0 376.0 0.0 10856. 1,059.0 0.0 895. 0.0
Kisondela 798.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0[0 0.0 0.0 4,530.0 0.0800.0 0.0 0.0
Mpuguso 39.9 0.4 0.0 0.p 0J0 310 Q.0 900.5 0.0 0.0 617.0 0.0
Kisiba 200.0 270.0 200.0 0.0 0{0 63.0 38.0 5,395.0 0.0 0.0/ 1,738 15.0
Msasani 182.0 0.( 0.0 8.0 0i0 64.0 0.0 1,150.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Kawetele 15.5 0.4 0.0 0.p 0J0 6,8 Q.0 1,000.0 0.0 .06 0.0 0.0
llima 90.0 45.0 30.9 1.5 0.0 80 600 360.0 D.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Bagamoyo 2.1 0.( 0.0 0.0 0[0 0.5 0.0 41.0 0.0 00 0|0 00
Bulyaga 135 0.G 0.( 0.0 5,0 2,0 g.0 156.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Isongole 1,412.0 0. 0.0 0/0 0,0 4.5 0 D.0 5(Bg5. 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ndanto 7,330.5 0.( 0.0 0.0 0i0 18.0 .0 0.0  32(680. 0.0 0.0 0.0
Malindo 180.0 0.0 620.( 168.0 0i0 42,5 0.0 2,500.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Makandana 325.( 0.0 00 0,0 1814 D.0 4,500.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Itagata 221.0 0.4 0.0 54,0 27.8 74%0 145 184.0 .0Pp2 0.0 21.8 0.0
Ibighi 126.0 0.0 0.0 63.0 0.0 125 413 450.0 784.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Kyimo 1,050.0 0.0 0. 1,260.p 153|2 250.0 D.0 13,84 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Lufingo 468.5 0.0 0.9 0.¢ 0.0 5718 0.0 2,340.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Kiwira 5,670.0 0.0 0.0 0.( 264  2,6810 00 17,204. 12512 0.0 0.4 0.0
Total 52,010.1] 1,591.0 6,8288 4,226.7 5,97¢.2 Q7,6| 593.1] 146,497.8 102,0432 2,190.9 45,636.4 .81)/3

SourceRungwe District
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Table 3.4c: Estimated Production in tons of Major Feod Crops by Ward; Rungwe District Council; 2011 2015

SourceRungwe District Council
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Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 212.2 223.5 235.0 249|0 192.0
Paddy 121.9 128.4 1350 407.0 539.0
Cassava 1,925.9 2,030{1 2,133.6 795.0 2,500.0
Sweet Potatoes 576 60.8 64.0 45.0 160.0
Matwebe Cocoyam 50.4 53.6 56.0 45(0 104.0
Beans 52.4 55.2 58.0 750 80.0
Groundnuts 103.4 108.p 114(5 170.4 11p.0
Cooking Banana 570.4 601]2 632.0 464.0 110.0
Avocado 1,110.0 1,170.0 1,230,0 615%.0 984.0
Subtotal 4,204.2 4,431.7 4,658/1 2,865.4 4,779.0
Maize 763.8 806.8 850.0 8750 895.0
Paddy 682.8 721.4 760.,0 780.0 720.0
Cassava 36.3 38.4 40(5 63.0 93.0
Sweet Potatoes 228 24(3 255 24.0 30.0
Masukulu Cocoyam 10.8 114 12.0 12{0 15.3
Beans 65.1 68.4 72.b 780 72.5
Groundnuts 154.9 163.6 1724 171.6 ar.7
Cooking Banana 51.7 550 57/8 132.0 134.8
Subtotal 1,788.2 1,889.7 1,990.7 2,135.6 2,058.2
Maize 1,806.3 2,127.0 1,908.0 1,680.0 3,311.8
Cassava 184, 247.5 268.0 412.0 430.0
Sweet Potatoes 36.0 32.0 48.0 30.0 48.0
Ikuti Beans 318.4 378.0 463.0 597.2 824.0
Cooking Banana 2,180.p 2,674.0 4,058.0 4,950.5 26,661.0
Sweet Banana 3,670,0 3,949.9 5,293.8 6,588.5 39,562.0
Subtotal 8,194.70 9,408.40 12,038.80 14,258|20 30.83
Maize 192.0 192.5 190.5 199.5 227.5
Paddy 16.8] 16.8 16.0 16.8 17.0
Cassava 162.0 150.0 160.0 150.0 155.0
Sweet Potatoes 1140 101.0 110.0 101.3 110.0
Cocoyam 119.9 95.0 120.0 125.0 129.0
Bujela Beans 22.8 20.4 22.0 25.0 25.0
Groundnuts 22.Q 27.0 22.5 28.0 28.0
Cooking Banana 680.0 495.0 684.0 650.0 702.0
Avocado 190.0 192.0 195.0 197.0 192.0
Sweet Banana 181.D 165.0 182.0 168.0 112.0
Subtotal 1,699.60 1,454.70 1,702.90 1,660,55 1,507.
Maize 99.0 181.5 264.0 350)0 362.5
Cassava 102.0 1260 150.0 184.0 212.5
Sweet Potatoes 196 32\5 45,5 56.0 60.0
Cocoyam 33.0 52.5 72.0 93|5 117.0
Masoko Beans 37.5 45.( 52.b 60|0 67.5
Groundnuts 5.0 7.5 15.0 25|5 27.0
Cooking Banana 1,100.p 1,360.0 1,620.0 1,945.5 52008
Avocado 81.0 112.5 144.0 178|0 212.5
Sweet Banana 98.0 130}0 162.0 18P.0 224.0
Subtotal 1,575.00 2,047.50 2,525.00 3,081.,50 3,308.
Maize 83.5 80.4 74.( 75.0 75|0
Beans 1,620.0 1,650.0 1,675.0 1,700.0 1,705.0
Iponjola Cooking Banana 300.0 293)0 27Q.0 275.0 256.0
Avocado 2.0 1.5 3.( 2.0 3.0
Subtotal 2,005.50 2,024.90 2,022.90 2,052,00 2,039.
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Table 3.4c Continue..........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 329.3 196.4 339.9 3143 295.9
Cassava 119.7 68.0 1181 8(0.1 76.8
Sweet Potatoes 980.6 5902 913.2 870.8 762.9
Cocoyam 1,582.9 1,248.1L 1,720.8 1,768.5 1,600.0
Nkunga Bean_s 90.9 74.9 83._1 842 84.5
Cooking Banana 7,596.6 7,278|7 7,415.1 7,463.4 05p
Avocado 69.3 64.1 77. 7457 734
Sweet Banana 2,540.11 2,476.7 2,498.3 2,4%6.8 5466.
Bambaranut 44 .4 35.8 481 4816 49.8
Subtotal 13,353.98 12,031.9Y 13,208.50 13,156}22 ,92292
Maize 229.3 242 .5 268.8 3455 355.0
Cassava 666.( 666.0 6660 864.0 98[L.0
Sweet Potatoes 298.4 298.4 304.0 434.4 568.8
Cocoyam 472 .4 520. 5296 7840 869.0
Lupepo Beans 74.0 46.8 83.8 96/5 97.1
Groundnuts 91.4 91.4 86.6 1100 116.2
Cooking Banana 3,104.6 3,515/9 3,581.6 3,781.8 0463¢
Bambaranut 81.9 81.9 82,5 672.0 109.0
Subtotal 5,018.06 5,462.84 5,602.48 7,088.20 7,824.
Maize 3514.5 3590.4 359) 4080 2314.2
Swaya Beans 571.2 576 580.B 217 104
Round potatoes 9984 10140 102[72 8304 7984
Subtotal 14,069.70 14,306.40 14,449.80 12,601}00 ,40D.20
Maize 22,792.3 22,802.0 22,8183 22,844.3 22,816.2
Sweet Potatoes 304.0 2720 312.0 328.0 320.0
Cocoyam 1,822.9 1,867.p 1,147\5 1,957.5 1,987.5
Kinyala Beans 8,830.0 8,828.0 8,860:0 8,890.0 8,904.0
Groundnuts 3.0 4. 5.5 5.0 6|5
Cooking Banana 42,860.0 43,020.0 43,080.0 43,220.0 43,360.0
Round potatoes 50,8440 50,864.0 50,928.0 51,588.0 51,686.0
Subtotal 127,455.75 127,661.50 127,151.p5 128,834.7 129,140.20
Maize 336.0 354.7 705.0 870/0 1,161.0
Cassava 320.( 430.0 49010 550.0 690.0
Sweet Potatoes 150.0 220.0 260.0 300.0 330.0
Cocoyam 190.0 210. 290.0 320.0 360.0
Masebe Beans 172.0 186. 2100 336.0 530.0
Groundnuts 20.0 32. 40.0 48|10 54.0
Cooking Banana 3,248.0 3,360[0 3,536.0 3,984.0 2400P
Round potatoes 648.D 712|0 876.0 97[L.0 1,092.0
Avocado 250.0 280.( 310.p 350(0 420.0
Subtotal 5,334.00 5,784.0( 6,717.00 7,729.00 9,629.
Maize 1,120.0 1,365.( 1,750/0 1,778.0 1,820.0
Cassava 262.( 315.0 4720 630.0 840.0
Sweet Potatoes 678.0 8120 830.0 849.0 282.5
Cocoyam 646.0 710. 9570 752.0 588.0
Suma Beans 370.0 348. 6720 3040 376.0
Cooking Banana 1,050.0 1,608[0 1,612.0 1,792.0 6108p
Round potatoes 858.D 949|0 1,059.0 52B8.0 1,059.0
Sweet Banana 1,120.0 760,0 800.0 850.0 895.0
Subtotal 6,104.00 6,867.0( 8,152.0J0 7,483.00 7501.
Maize 796.0 800.0 870.0 804/0 798.0
Kisondela Cooking Banana 1,770.0 2,3850 4,215.0 4,500.0 04058
Avocado 225.0 255.( 240.p 292|5 300.0
Subtotal 2,791.00 3,440.0( 5,325.00 5,596.50 5,8@8.
Maize 39.9 39.0 39.3 39.1 39/9
Beans 3.0 3.0 3.4 3.0 30
Mpuguso Cooking Banana 901.0 9006 900.5 900.4 9do.5
Sweet Banana 617.0 617/0 617.0 61f.0 617.0
Subtotal 1,560.87 1,559.6% 1,559.79 1,559.62 1,56Q.
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Table 3.4c Continue..........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 91.5 97.5 140.¢ 1500 200,0
Paddy 106.6 116.Q 1525 162\5 270.0
Cassava 90.( 104.p 126{0 150.0 20p.0
Beans 15.0 33.( 36.0 38J0 63.0
Kisiba Groundnuts 25.9 27. 44.8 48|0 38.0
Cooking Banana 4,275.0 4,660\5 4,800.0 5,115.0 5508p
Sweet Banana 1,198.6 1,305.0 1,406.0 1,596.0 D738.
Bambaranut 5.9 9.¢ 10.p 12/0 15.0
Subtotal 5,807.10 6,352.0( 6,715.30 7,271.60 7,809.
Maize 187.0 171.0 163.0 192/0 182.0
Sweet Potatoes 10.p 9|6 7 8.0 8.0
Msasani Beans 69.0 66.( 75.0 63)0 62.0
Cooking Banana 1,145.0 1,134(0 1,265%.0 1,237.0 0101p
Subtotal 1,411.50 1,380.6( 1,510.90 1,500.00 1,807.
Maize 12.5 13.5 14.Q 15.0 15)5
Beans 8.0 8.0 8.( 7.6 6,8
Kawetele Cooking Banana 900. 1,000{0 1,000.0 1,000.0 10000
Avocado 6.0 6.0 6.0 6. 6.0
Subtotal 926.50 1,027.5( 1,028.00 1,028.60 1,028.30
Maize 48.0 78.0) 54.( 84.0 9040
Paddy 10.0 21.0 18.0 36,0 45,0
Cassava 16.0 18.0 2410 24.0 30.0
lima Sweet Potatoes 0.6 04 114 1.4 15
Beans 4.0 6.0 5.0 8.0 80
Groundnuts 21.Q 44. 39.0 51{0 60.0
Cooking Banana 45. 3120 2870 344.0 360.0
Subtotal 144.60 479.40 428.40 548.40 594.50
Maize 2.9 2.6 2.3 2.9 2.1
Bagamoyo Bean; 0.8_ 0.7 0.1 0.5 05
Cooking Banana 11.7 12.p 13{5 32.4 41.0
Subtotal 15.36 15.82 16.4¢ 35.68 43.62
Maize 9.0 11.5 12.5 12.0 135
Cocoyam 4.5 4.7 4.8 5.0 50
Bulyaga Beans 1.7 1.7 1.4 2.0 20
Cooking Banana 153. 1540 155.2 155.8 156.0
Subtotal 168.20 171.9¢ 174.30 174.80 176.60
Maize 1,112.0 1,505.¢ 1,485)0 1,146.0 1,41p.0
Isongole Beans 6.0 5.5 4.( 4.5 45
Round potatoes 4,0720 4,500.0 4,698.5 6,039.0 58)58
Subtotal 5,190.00 6,010.5(¢ 6,182.50 7,189.650 7,901,
Maize 4,841.6 4,841.6 5,020)8 5,020.8 7,330.5
Ndanto Beans 12.6) 12.4 13.6 144 18.0
Round potatoes 30,2600 30,260.0 30,380.0 30,380.0 32,580.0
Subtotal 35,114.20 35,114.20 35,414.30 35,415{20 ,9238.50
Maize 172.0 172.0 176.0 180J0 180.0
Cassava 800.( 800.0 8000 700.0 620.0
Malindo Sweet Potatoes 2320 2320 248.0 248.0 168.0
Beans 41.7 415 41.1 4215 425
Cooking Banana 2,470.0 2,500{0 2,500.0 2,500.0 02050
Subtotal 3,715.70 3,745.5( 3,765.10 3,670,650 3,50Q.
Maize 143.5 175.0 185.0 276[0 325.0
Makandana Bean_s 132.0 146. 1540 151}.0 181.4
Cooking Banana 2,808.0 2,952/0 3,258.0 3,810.0 0405p
Subtotal 3,083.50 3,273.0( 3,597.40 4,300.00 5,804.
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Table 3.4c Continue..........

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Maize 220.0 212.0 212.0 217[0 221.0
Sweet Potatoes 54.0 54/0 50.0 52.0 54.0
Cocoyam 21.0 35.( 21.0 2410 27,8
Beans 722.0 722. 532)0 616.0 745.0
Itagata Groundnuts 17.9 17. 18.0 30{0 14.5
Cooking Banana 176.0 176/0 204.0 160.0 184.0
Round potatoes 12.0 13)0 24,0 20.0 2p.0
Sweet Banana 14.0 145 1415 21.8 2[.8
Subtotal 1,236.00 1,243.5( 1,075.50 1,140.80 1,290Q.
Maize 45.0 45.0 65.( 92.8 1260
Sweet Potatoes 12.0 21/0 30.0 48.0 63.0
Beans 5.3 5.4 7.1 13.p 125
Ibighi Groundnuts 3.8 9.8 18.8 26/0 4143
Cooking Banana 250.0 325[0 375.0 400.0 450.0
Round potatoes 420.0 494|0 557.6 65[L.0 784.0
Subtotal 736.05 900.15 1,054.1p 1,226.25 1,476/80
Maize 973.0 973.0 1,050.p 1,050,0 1,050.0
Sweet Potatoes 1,020)0 1,020.0 1,170.0 1,1Y0.0 0D26
Kyimo Cocoyam 132.3 132.3 1449 144.9 153.2
Beans 222.0 222. 24210 242.0 250.0
Cooking Banana 13,380.p 13,380.0 10,76D.0 10,760.0 13,860.0
Subtotal 14,754.30 14,754.30 12,316.90 12,316{90 ,525.20
Maize 452.7 460.9 462.9 465/1 468.5
Lufingo Bean; 52.0 53.7 54.6 55/6 57.8
Cooking Banana 2,360.0 2,2200 2,280.0 2,316.0 02034
Subtotal 2,864.70 2,733.8( 2,797.45 2,836.70 2,366.
Maize 2,992.5 3,420. 5,067)5 5,675.6 5,670.0
Cocoyam 13.1 13.9 22.1 2416 26.4
Beans 1,413.1 2,246.0 2,358.3 2,760.8 2,681.0
Kiwira Groundnuts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0[0
Cooking Banana 13,590.p 16,822.0 15,600.0 16,380.0 17,204.0
Round potatoes 359.p 368|0 816.0 946.0 1,2%1.2
Subtotal 18,367.71 22,869.50 23,863.92 25,786(95 ,828.60

SourceRungwe District Council

3.2.2: Major Cash Crops Production

Table 3.5a: Estimated Production (Tones) of Major Bod Crops, Rungwe District, 2011 to 2015

Crop 2011 2012 2013 201k 2015  Annual | Percentage) Rank
Average

Coffee 14619 1,460.8] 15180 1,5902| 1,6285 1531867 81 3
Tea 15,5348 13,267.0] 14,070.4] 14,405.4] 17,124.6] 14,880.4236 789 1
Cocoa 22506 2,77.6] 2,281 24165 20115  2,427.866 124 2
pyrethrum 15.( 14.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 7.6 0.0 5
Cardamom (Iliki) 106 110 12.0 170 123 12578 01 4
Subtotal 10,274.9 17,030.4] 17,884.5] 18,432.1] 21,679.8] 18860.3346 100.0

SourceRungwe District Council
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3.1.5.1.1 Production per Hectare of Major Cash Crop

Table 3.5b: Production per Hectare of Major Cash Cops, Rungwe District Council; 2011 — 2015

Crop | 2011 | 2012| 2013 2014 2015
Production (Tonnes)
Coffee 1,461.9 1,460.8 1,518.0 1,590.2 1,628.5
Tea 15,534.8 13,267.0 14,070.4 14,405.4 17,124.6
Cocoa 2,252.6 2,277.6 2,281.1 2,416.5 2,911.5
pyrethrum 15.0 14.0 3.0 3.0 3.
Cardamom (lliki) 10.6 11.0 12.Q 17.0 12.3
Subtotal 19,274.9 17,030.4 17,884.5 18,432.1 21,679.8
Estimated Area Under Cultivation (Ha)
Coffee 2,193.2 2,193.8 2,292|2 3,528.0 3,761.4
Tea 2,116.6 2,212.7 2,230{1 2,244.8 2,293.7
Cocoa 1,043.( 1,060.0 1,079.5 1,188.0 1,203.5
pyrethrum 12.0 11.5 3.0 25 2|5
Cardamom (lliki) 12.6 10.3 13.6 15]0 15.0
Total 5,377.4 5,488.3 5,618.3 6,973.3 7,236.1
Production per Hectare (t/Ha)

Coffee 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.5 04
Tea 7.3 6.0 6.3 6.4 76
Cocoa 2.2 2.1 2.1 2.0 24
pyrethrum 1.3 1.2 1.0 1.p 1/2
Cardamom (lliki) 0.8 1.1 0.9 1.1 0,8
Total 3.6 3.1 3.2 2.6 3.0
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Table 3.5c: Production per Hectare of Major Cash Cops by Wards, Rungwe District Council; 2015

COO0OYo P00 0CoP0co0o0n0po0p0PO0o0coo0no Too

Ward Coffee Tea Cocoa pyrethrum | Cardamom (lliki)
Matwebe 0.0 13.5 840.p 0J0 0
Masukulu 50.8 118.5 558.1 0]0 0
Ikuti 45.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.
Bujela 21.0 1137.2 19.p 0J0 0
Masoko 81.0 4709.0 278 0]0 0
Iponjola 18.0 206.0 0.0 0.0 0
Nkunga 58.9 19.5 0.0 0.0 0
Lupepo 60.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
Swaya 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
Kinyala 338.7 5.0 0.( 0.0 0.
Masebe 39.0 222.0 0,0 0i0 Q
Suma 14.0 105.6 0.p 0J0 0
Kisondela 171.0 231.4 16,5 0i0 Q
Mpuguso 382.0 117.0 0.0 0[0 0
Kisiba 18.0 192.0 1450.0 0P 0
Msasani 30.0 82.0 0.p 0J0 0
Kawetele 2.4 4320.0 0.0 0/0 0
llima 20.0 2451.8 0.¢ 0.0 0.
Bagamoyo 1.5 0.( 0.0 0.0 0
Bulyaga 2.8 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.
Isongole 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0
Ndanto 0.0 0.0 0.( 0.0 0.
Malindo 4.2 345.7 0.¢ 0.0 0.
Makandana 46.( 78.8 00 0,0 0
Itagata 56.0 60.( 0.0 0.0 0
Ibighi 7.7 678.3 0.0 0.( 0.
Kyimo 51.5 1427.5 0.( 0.0 0.
Lufingo 60.5 338.1 0.( 0.0 0.
Kiwira 44.3 266.2 0.0 0.( 0.
Total 1,628.5 17,124.6 2,911.5 3.0 12.3
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Table 3.5d: Estimated Production in tons of Major Gash Crops by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2011 2015

SourceRungwe District Council
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Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Tea 4.5 4.5 4.9 13.% 136
Matwebe Cocoa 780.0 780.¢ 780.0 780,0 840.0
Subtotal 784.5 784.5 784.5 793.6 8535
Coffee 62.5 62.5 62.5 62.p 50(8
Masukulu Tea 104.2 104.2 104.2 104{2 118.5
Cocoa 324.1 324.] 3241 4170 558.1
Subtotal 490.8 490.8, 490.§ 583.7 7273
Coffee 18.0 19.3 13.( 47.0 45|0
Ikuti Cardamom (lliki) 10.6 11.0 12. 17.0 123
Subtotal 28.6 30.3 25.0 64. 573
Coffee 12.0 11.2 19.4 20.p 21i0
Bujela Tea 655.9 704.0 655.8 794]5 1137.2
Cocoa 18.5 27.0 16.0 280 192
Subtotal 686.4 742.2 691.4 842.6 1177.4
Coffee 225 22.5 47.Q 75.0 81/0
Masoko Tea 4570.5 4570.5 4709,0 4847.5 4708.0
Cocoa 18.0 18.0 21.0 255 278
Subtotal 4611.0 4611.0 4777.0 49480 4817.8
Coffee 14.0 14.6 15.( 15.7 18|0
Iponjola Tea 261.0 250.0 233.0 2286 206.0
Subtotal 275.0 264.6 248.( 2448 2240
Coffee 60.5 58.9 58.3 57.p 58(9
Nkunga Tea 19.2 18.2 19.4 20.p 195
Subtotal 79.7 77.1 77.8 77.% 78.4
Lupepo Coffee 294 29.4 29.7 454 60(8
Subtotal 294 29.4 29.7 45.4 60.8
Swaya Coffee 12.0 12.0 12.( 7.0 3 ?
Subtotal 12.0 12.0 12.9 7.q 3.5
Coffee 332.8 334.9 336.1 336(7 338.7
Kinyala Tea 5.0 7.0 5.0 5.6 5.0
Subtotal 337.8 341.8 341.] 3423 3437
Coffee 28.5 31.2 34.4 36.p 39{0
Masebe Tea 170.0 204.0 204.0 220]0 222.0
Subtotal 198.5 235.2 238.4 256.0 26110
Coffee 60.0 40.4 46.4 14.0 14)0
Suma Tea 88.4 95.0 159. 1140 105.6
Subtotal 148.4 135.4 205.§ 1280 1196
Coffee 163.5 165.0 169.5 169(5 171.0
Kisondela Tea 231.2 231.7 230.0 232]0 231.4
Cocoa 12.0 16.5 16.0 18,0 16/5
Subtotal 406.7 412.7, 415.5 419.p 4189
Coffee 382.0 382.0 382.0 3820 383.0
Mpuguso Tea 117.0 117.Q 117.0 117{0 117.0
Subtotal 499.0 499.0 499.( 499.0 4990
Coffee 10.5 12.0 13.5 15.0 18|0
Kisiba Tea 156.0 168.0 174.0 1860 192.0
Cocoa 1100.0 1112.0 11240 1148.0 1450.0
Subtotal 1266.5 1292.7 1311.% 1349|0 1660.0
Coffee 32.0 30.0 29.9 29.8 300
Msasani Tea 80.0 83.0 81.( 82.0 82|10
Subtotal 112.0 113.0 110.9 1118 112/0
Coffee 2.4 24 2.1 2.4 2.4
Kawetele Tea 1450.8 2060.¢ 29800 3220.0 4320.0
Subtotal 1453.2 2062.4 2982.7 32228 4322.4
Coffee 10.4 14.5 15.5 15.p 20{0
llima Tea 3292.2 465.7 356.p 47412 2451.8
Subtotal 3302.6 479.7 372. 4894 2471.8
Bagamoyo Coffee 15 15 1.5 1.5 1pb
Subtotal 15 15 15 1.5 1.5
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Table 3.5d Continue

Ward Crop 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Bulyaga Coffee 1.7 1.8 2.0 2.6 2.8
Subtotal 1.7 1.8 2.0 2.4 2.8
. pyrethrum 15.0 14.( 3.0 3.0 3|0
Malindo Subtotal 15.0 14.0 3.4 3.( 3D
Coffee 0.9 1.0 1.2 2.5 4.p
Malindo Tea 429.1 443.9 333.8 313|1 345.7
Subtotal 430.0 4449 334.9 315)6 349.9
Coffee 24.0 25.0 28.0 39.0 46(0
Makandana Tea 55.5 63.0 70.% 736 78.3
Subtotal 79.5 88.0 98.5 112.6 124(3
Coffee 40.0 52.0 52.0 58.0 560
Itagata Tea 60.0 59.4 59.4 5094 600
Subtotal 100.0 111.4 111.4 1174 116.0
Coffee 0.8 1.1 2.8 5.0 7.7
Ibighi Tea 913.5 964 .4 918.6 678|3 678.3
Subtotal 914.3 965.5 921.8 6832 686.0
Coffee 41.0 41.Q 49.% 496 51(5
Kyimo Tea 2214.8 1998.4 20467 1919.9 142[7.5
Subtotal 2255.8 2039.4 2096.p 19694 1479.0
Coffee 51.8 53.4 54.% 578 605
Lufingo Tea 339.3 326.7 335.b 4142 338.1
Subtotal 391.1 380.1] 390.0 4714 398.6
Coffee 47.2 41.4 38.8 438 44(3
Kiwira Tea 316.7 329.4 273.4 288|0 266.2
Subtotal 363.9 370.8 312.2 3318 310.4

SourceRungwe District Council

3.1.5 Crops Marketing

Table 3.6a: Estimated Amount Sold and Value of botlrood and Cash Crops Sold by Ward, Rungwe District

Council, 2015.
Crop Amount sold in Kgs Price per Kg in TZS Total value in TZS
Maize 26,289,465.( 37V 9,913,702,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 827,368.0 408 412,334,400.0
Cocoyam 3,900,900.0 527 2,057,590,000.0
Beans 9,354,870.0 1,079 10,094,376,000.0
Groundnuts 450,650.0 1,064 479,285,000.0
Cooking Banana 87,043,172,0 488 42,442,179,200.0
Round potatoes 91,257,700.0 390 35,571,395,000.0
Sweet Banana 35,436,305.0 5pP9 18,733,291,500.0
Paddy 180,500.( 994 179,500,000.0
Cassava 4,618,800/0 490 2,262,000,000.0
Pigeon peas. 392,500/0 1,487 583,750,000.0
Bambara nut 120,800.0 1,389 167,825,000.0
Avocado 853,350.( 446 380,790,000.0
Cocoa 2,370,450.0 3,803 9,013,700,000.0
Tea 13,756,857.2 231 3,173,460,449.5
Coffee 1,508,640.4 3,776 5,694,484,650.0
Pareto 3,125.0 2,000 6,250,00040
Iliki 21,420.0 8,797 188,440,000..0

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.6b: Estimated Amount Sold and Value of botlood and Cash Crops Sold by Ward, Rungwe District

Council, 2015.
Ward Crop Amount sold in Kgs Price per Kg in TZS Total value in TZS
Groundnuts 110,000.p 6000 66,000,000.0
Cassava 2,500,00040 50d.0 1,250,000,000.0
Matwebe | Pigeon Peas 367,500(0 1,500.0 551,250,000.0
Cocoa 840,000.( 3,500/0 2,940,000,000.0
Tea 13,500.0 230.0 3,105,000.0
Groundnuts 600.( 600.0 360,000.0
Cassava 500.0 500]0 250,000.0
Masukulu | Cocoa 3,500.0 3,500.0 12,250,000.0
Tea 230.0 230.( 52,900/0
Coffee 3,000.0 3,200.0 9,600,000.0
Beans 412,000.0 1,200{0 494,400,000.0
Cooking Banana 21,328,800(0 500.0 10,664,400,000.0
Ikuti Sweet Banana 31,649,600.0 500.0 15,824,800,000.0
Cassava 129,000.0 500.0 64,500,000.0
Coffee 45,000.0 3,500.0 157,500,000.0
cardamon 12,300.0 12,0000 147,600,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 62,0000 300.0 18,600,000.0
Cocoyam 100,000.0 300/0 30,000,000.0
Beans 12,000.( 1,100/0 13,200,000.0
Groundnuts 8,000.0 1,000{0 8,000,000.0
Cooking Banana 600,000/0 1,000.0 600,000,000.0
Sweet Banana 100,000}0 1,000.0 100,000,000.0
Bujela C_assava 98,000.p 2500 24,500,000.0
Pigeon Peas 10,000/0 1,000.0 10,000,000.0
Bambaranut 10,000.0 1,000.0 10,000,000.0
Avocado 120,000.(¢ 400.0 48,000,000.0
Cocoa 19,200.( 3,0000 57,600,000.0
Tea 1,137,000.( 230.0 261,510,000.0
Coffee 21,000.0 3,200.0 67,200,000.0
cardamon 1,500.0 2,000}0 3,000,000.0
Maize 150,000.0 550.p 82,500,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 20,000.0 250.0 5,000,000.0
Cocoyam 30,000.( 3000 9,000,000.0
Beans 45,000.( 8500 38,250,000.0
Groundnuts 20,000.0 1,400,0 28,000,000.0
Cooking Banana 1,600,000}0 350.0 560,000,000.0
Sweet Banana 180,000}0 400.0 72,000,000.0
Masoko Paddy 30,000.( 950.0 28,500,000.0
Cassava 90,000.p 3000 27,000,000.0
Bambaranut 2,500.0 950/0 2,375,000.0
Avocado 180,000.(¢ 400.0 72,000,000.0
Cocoa 27,750.( 3,8000 105,450,000.0
Tea 4,709,000.(¢ 2310 1,087,779,000.0
Coffee 81,000.0 3,600.0 291,600,000.0
cardamon 2,500.0 80040 2,000,000.0
Maize 50,000.0 400.0 20,000,000.0
Beans 35,000.¢ 1,500/0 52,500,000.0
Iponjola Cooking Banana 1,200,000}0 600.0 720,000,000.0
Avocado 11,600.G 400.0 4,640,00Q.0
Coffee 16,000.0 3,500.0 56,000,000.0

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.6b Continue

Ward Crop Amount sold in Kgs Price per Kg in TZS Total value in TZS
Maize 118,000.0 500.0 59,000,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 152,500.0 500.0 76,250,000.0
Cocoyam 1,440,000.0 500{0 720,000,000.0
Beans 42,260.( 1,500/0 63,390,000.0
Cooking Banana 5,264,000/0 800.0 4,211,200,000.0
Nkunga Sweet Banana 2,343,000.0 1,000.0 2,343,000,000.0
Cassava 61,400.0 500}0 30,700,000.0
Bambaranut 39,800.0 1,500.0 59,700,000.0
Avocado 58,750.0 1,000.0 58,750,000.0
Tea 19,530.0 230.0 4,491,900.0
Coffee 58,910.0 3,500.p 206,185,000.0
cardamon 5,120.0 7,000}0 35,840,000.0
Maize 106,500.0 450.0 47,925,000.0
Cocoyam 608,300.0 500/0 304,150,000.0
Beans 48,500.( 2,000/0 97,000,000.0
Lupepo Groundnuts 34,800.0 2,000(0 69,600,000.0
Cooking Banana 3,255,000{0 400.0 1,302,000,000.0
Cassava 686,700.0 500.0 343,350,000.0
Bambaranut 54,500.0 1,500.0 81,750,000.0
Coffee 60,800.0 3,500.p 212,800,000.0
Maize 1,619,940.( 225.0 364,486,500.0
Swaya Beans 5,200.( 1,200/0 6,240,000.0
Round potatoes 6,387,200.0 500.0 3,193,600,000.0
Coffee 3,500.0 3,000.0 10,500,000.0
Maize 13,725,600.( 375.0 5,147,100,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 160,000.0 500.0 80,000,000.0
Cocoyam 993,500.0 500/0 496,750,000.0
Beans 7,123,200.0 1,000,0 7,123,200,000.0
Kinyala Groupdnuts 4,800.0 2,000}0 9,600,000.0
Cooking Banana 30,352,000,0 300.0 9,105,600,000.0
Round potatoes 46,517,400.0 300.0 13,955,220,000.0
Avocado 189,000.( 500.0 94,500,000.0
Tea 5,018.0 230.0 1,154,140.0
Coffee 338,650.0 3,000.0 1,015,950,000.0
Maize 580,500.0 300.p 174,150,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 214,500.0 500.0 107,250,000.0
Cocoyam 306,000.0 500/0 153,000,000.0
Beans 318,000.0 1,0000 318,000,000.0
Groundnuts 27,000.0 1,500(0 40,500,000.0
Masebe Cooking Banana 3,494,400(0 330.0 1,153,152,000.0
Round potatoes 982,800}0 500.0 491,400,000.0
Cassava 345,000.0 500.0 172,500,000.0
Avocado 294,000.( 350.0 102,900,000.0
Tea 222,000.G 230.p 51,060,000.0
Coffee 39,000.0 3,000.p 117,000,000.0

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.6b Continue

Ward Crop Amount sold in Kgs Price per Kg in TZS Total value in TZS
Maize 364,000.0 450.0 163,800,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 169,200,0 500.0 84,600,000.0
Cocoyam 291,500.( 500.0 145,750,000.0
Beans 188,000.( 1,600/0 300,800,000.0
Suma Cooking Banana 1,484.0 300(0 445,200.0
Round potatoes 953,100]0 500.0 476,550,000.0
Sweet Banana 805.p 300.0 241,500.0
Cassava 588,000.p 500.0 294,000,000.0
Tea 105,600.0 230.0 24,288,000[0
Coffee 14,000.0 3,800.0 53,200,000.0
Maize 300,000.0 550.0 165,000,000.0
Cooking Banana 250,000.0 500.0 125,000,000.0
Kisondela Sweet Banana 30,0000 50Q0.0 15,000,0Q00.0
Cocoa 12,000.4 4,000.,0 48,000,000.0
Tea 231,200.0 230.( 53,176,000(0
Coffee 171,000.0 4,000.p 684,000,000.0
Maize 9,000.0 400.0 3,600,000.0
Beans 1,500.0 1,500.0 2,250,000/0
Mpuguso Cooking Banana 750,000.0 180.0 135,000,000.0
Sweet Banana 510,000/0 180.0 91,800,000.0
Tea 116,816.0 231.( 26,984,496/0
Coffee 382,930.0 3,500.p 1,340,255,000.0
Maize 100,000.0 550.0 55,000,00Q0.0
Beans 20,000.( 900.0 18,000,000.0
Groundnuts 16,000.0 1,500{0 24,000,000.0
Cooking Banana 1,550,000/0 400.0 620,000,000.0
Sweet Banana 500,000]0 450.0 225,000,000.0
Kisiba Paddy 150,000.( 1,000.0 150,000,000.0
Cassava 100,000.p 3500 35,000,000.0
Pigeon Peas 15,0000 1,500.0 22,500,000.0
Bambara nut 10,000.0 1,000.0 10,000,000.0
Cocoa 1,450,000. 4,000/0 5,800,000,000.0
Tea 192,000.0 231.0 44,352,000,0
Coffee 18,000.0 36,000.p 648,000,000.0
Maize 27,345.0 500. 13,672,500.0
Sweet Potatoes 1680 800.0 134,400.0
Msasani Bean_s 27,900.( 1,000.0 27,900,000.0
Cooking Banana 690,060.0 1,00Q.0 690,060,000.0
Tea 82,500.0 231.0 19,057,500/0
Coffee 30,000.0 3,000.0 90,000,000.0
Cooking Banana 50,000.p 550.0 27,500,000.0
Kawetele Tea 4,320,000.( 230.0 993,600,000.0
Coffee 2,400.0 3,500.0 8,400,004.0
Maize 5,000.0 700.0 3,500,000,0
Sweet Potatoes 7,000]0 1,000.0 7,000,000.0
Beans 1,500.0 1,000.4 1,500,000!0
Groundnuts 180,000.0 1,000[0 180,000,000.0
Cooking Banana 3,000.p 1,500.0 4,500,000.0
llima Paddy 500.0 2,000.0 1,000,000.,0
Cassava 200.0 1,000.0 200,000.p0
Bambaranut 4,000.0 1,000/0 4,000,000.0
Cocoa 18,000.4 2,800.0 50,400,000.0
Tea 3,400.0 230.0 782,000.0
Coffee 10,400.0 3,200.0 33,280,000.0

Source: Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.6b Continue

Ward Crop Amount sold in Kgs Price per Kg in TZS Total value in TZS
Maize 105.0 600.( 63,0000
Bagamoyo Groundnuts 24,600.0 5000 12,300,000.0
Cooking Banana 28.0 1,500(0 42,000.0
Coffee 140.0 4,000.0 560,000.0
Maize 18,000.0 600.0 10,800,00Q.0
Cocoyam 37,500.( 1,000/0 37,500,000.0
Bulyaga Bean; 153,000.0 1,400{0 214,200,000.0
Cooking Banana 8,500.0 2,000.0 17,000,0Q0.0
Tea 8,750.0 240.0 2,100,000.0
Coffee 3,200.0 3,200.0 10,240,000.0
Maize 422,750.0 600.D 253,650,000.0
Isongole Beans 1,800.€ 500.0 900,000.0
Round potatoes 5,026,5001.0 350.0 1,759,275,000.0
Pareto 3,125.( 2,000,0 6,250,000.0
Maize 5,864,400.¢ 350.p 2,052,540,000.0
Ndanto Beans 10,800.( 1,250/0 13,500,000.0
Round potatoes 29,322,000.0 500.0 14,661,000,000.0
Maize 40,000.0 667.0 26,680,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 10,0000 1,000.0 10,000,000.0
Beans 5,000.( 1,200/0 6,000,000.0
Malindo Cooking Banana 1,500,000}0 170.0 255,000,000.0
Cassava 20,000.p 1,000.0 20,000,000.0
Tea 345,661.5 240.0 82,958,760.0
Coffee 4,200.0 3,700.0 15,540,000.0
Maize 48,825.0 500.0 24,412,500.0
Beans 108,810.0 1,600{0 174,096,000.0
Makandana Groundnuts 1,050.0 1,500{0 1,575,000.0
Cooking Banana 3,150,000{0 550.0 1,732,500,000.0
Tea 78,270.0 230.0 18,002,10Q.0
Coffee 46,000.0 3,000.0 138,000,000.0
Maize 55,300.0 400.0 22,120,000.0
Sweet Potatoes 11,0000 800.0 8,800,000.0
Cocoyam 7,300.( 800.0 5,840,000.0
Beans 40,500.( 1,400/0 56,700,000.0
ltagata Groundnuts 7,300.0 2,000}0 14,600,000.0
Cooking Banana 496,600/0 300.0 148,980,000.0
Round potatoes 20,900]0 500.0 10,450,000.0
Sweet Banana 122,9000 500.0 61,450,000.0
Tea 60,000.0 231.0 13,860,000.0
Coffee 56,000.0 3,500.0 196,000,000.0
Maize 50,400.0 300.0 15,120,00Q.0
Sweet Potatoes 12,600.0 500.0 6,300,000.0
Cocoyam 12,000.( 5000 6,000,000.0
Beans 37,500.¢ 9000 33,750,000.0
Ibighi Groundnuts 16,500.0 1,500,0 24,750,000.0
Cooking Banana 270,000/0 500.0 135,000,000.0
Round potatoes 548,800|0 500.0 274,400,000.0
Tea 678,260.G 231.p 156,678,060.0
Coffee 7,700.0 3,000.0 23,100,000.0

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Table 3.6b Continue

Ward Crop Amount sold in Kgs Price per Kg in TZS Total value in TZS
Maize 30,000.0 600.0 18,000,000/0
Sweet Potatoes 8,400/0 1,000.0 8,400,000.0
Beans 75,000.0 1,000.0 75,000,000}0
Kyimo Cooking Banana 69,300.p 1,000.0 69,300,000.0
Round potatoes 97,0000 500.0 48,500,000.0
Tea 1,427,517.4 230.( 328,329,002,0
Coffee 51,500.0 3,000.0 154,500,000{0
Maize 421,650.0 550.0 231,907,500(0
Beans 28,900.0 1,500.0 43,350,000}0
Lufingo Cooking Banana 1,989,000/0 500.0 994,500,000.0
Tea 338.1 231.0 78,101.1
Coffee 60.5 3,300.0 199,650.0
Maize 1,520,150.0 500.( 760,075,000.0
Cocoyam 74,800.0 2,000.0 149,600,000(0
Beans 613,500.0 1,500.( 920,250,000.0
Kiwira Cooking Banana 9,171,000.0 1,000.0 9,171,000,000.0
Round potatoes 1,402,000/0 500.0 701,000,000.0
Tea 266.2 231.0 61,490.4
Coffee 44,250.0 3,500.0 154,875,000{0

Source: Rungwe District Council

3.1.6 Irrigation Potentials

Table 3.7: Irrigation Prospects by Ward, Rungwe Ditrict Council; 2015

Ward ﬁgg?gﬁd Potential Area (Ha) for Irrigated Area | Major crops
Matwebe 500.0 0.0 Paddy, Cocoa, Vegetables, Maize
Masukulu 0.0 0.0
Ikuti 0.0 0.0
Bujela 0.0 0.0
Masoko 0.0 0.0
Iponjola 0.0 0.0
Nkunga 0.0 0.0
Lupepo 0.0 0.0
Swaya 0.0 0.0
Kinyala 0.0 0.0
Masebe 0.0 0.0
Suma 0.0 0.0
Kisondela 0.0 0.0
Mpuguso 0.0 0.0
Kisiba 0.0 0.0
Msasani 0.0 0.0
Kawetele 0.0 0.0
llima 0.0 0.0
Bagamoyo 0.0 0.0
Bulyaga 0.0 0.0
Isongole 0.0 0.0
Ndanto 0.0 0.0
Malindo 0.0 0.0
Makandana 0.0 0.0
Itagata 0.0 0.0
Ibighi 0.0 0.0
Kyimo 0.0 0.0
Lufingo 0.0 0.0
Kiwira 0.0 0.0
Tukuyu Township 0.0 0.0
Total 500.0 0.0

SourceRungwe District Council 2016
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3.1.7 Crops Diseases

Table 3.9: Major Disease and Pest affecting Food @ps and Cash crops in the District, Rungwe District
Council, 2015

Major crops Major Common diseases Pest

Maize Maize streak Cutworm,maize stalk borer
Paddy Rice yellow mottle virus -

Cassava Cassava mosaic -

Beans Beans Anthrancnose Aphids

Cooking Banana Cigartoka Banana weevil, nematodes
Round Potatoes Early and late Blight,fusarium wilt -

Coffee Coffee berry disease,Coffee leaf rust Arddsigs,steam borer

Source: Rungwe District Council

3.1.8 Farm inputs

The term “Farm inputs” as it applied to the areagficulture can be defined as the resources
that are used in farm production, such as chemmads seeds. Agriculture inputs are a great
determinant of yield in any type of agriculture guation. These agriculture inputs range from

improved seeds, fertilizers and crops protectioendbals. Major agriculture inputs used by

farmers in Rungwe District Council are fertilizersnproved seeds and insecticides and
fungicides.

3.1.8.1 Fertilizer

Table 3.7a: Type and Quantity of Chemical Fertilizes (Tons) Distributed to Farmers; Rungwe District
Council; 2011-2015

Type of Fertilizers 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
SA 565 689 96 38 200
NPK 1,050 2,946 384 41p 1,728
UREA 4,580 8,715 4,336 4,200 4,100
DAP 3,450 7,800 3,806 3,400 4,002
MINJINGU MAZAO 525 3,000 0 0 q
TSP 600 2,625 689 590 573
CAN 3,630 1,212 5,217 6630 4,500

SourceRungwe District Council 2016
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3.1.8.2 Fungicides

Table 3.7b: Type and Quantity of Fungicides (Kg) Ditributed to Farmers; Rungwe District Council; 2011-
2015

Type ofFungicides 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

IVORY 80WP 180 200 6349 D 200
DITHENE 45 - - - - 210

Source:Rungwe District Council 2016

3.1.8.3 Insecticides

Table 3.7c: Type and Quantity of Insecticides/Pestides (in Litres) Distributed to Farmers; Rungwe Dstrict

Council; 2011-2015

Type oflnsecticides 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
SUMITHION 1860 1950 8262 ) D
ROUNDUP 947 925 45,108 30,000
ACTELIC 3105 2200 6197 ) 200
Source: Rungwe District Council 2016

3.1.8.4 Improved Seeds

Table 3.7d: Type and Quantity of Improved seeds (Kg) Distributed to Farmers; Rungwe District Council;
2011-2015

Type of Improved seed 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

MAIZE OPV 20 26 28.5 27.6 29
MAIZE HYBRID 714.24 199.85 15( 198 192

SourceRungwe District Council 2016

3.1.9 Agriculture Implements

Table3.8: Availability of Agriculture Implements, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Implements
Number Type Demand | Supplied Shortfall/Excess
1 Ox plough 50 47 3
2 Ox harrow 15 15 (
3 Oxridger 0 0 0
4 Oxcart 10 6 4
5 Ox cultivator 0 0 0
6 Ox chain 2 0 2
7 Ox shares ( 0
8 Tractors 8 7 C
9 Power tillers 7 7 Q
Others(If any) - -

Source:Rungwe District Council 2016
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3.1.10: Availability of Agriculture Personnel

Table 3.12: Availability of Agriculture Personnel by Ward, Kyela District Council; 2015

Agriculture Irrigation Agro-
Field Officers Technician mechanisation Total
(AFO) Officer

Agriculture

Wward Officer (AO)

Matwebe -
Masukulu -
Ikuti

Bujela
Masoko
Iponjola
Nkunga
Lupepo
Swaya
Kinyala
Masebe
Suma
Kisondela
Mpuguso
Kisiba
Msasani
Kawetele
llima
Bagamoyo
Bulyaga
Isongole
Ndanto
Malindo
Makandana
Iltagata
Ibighi
Kyimo
Lufingo
Kiwira

HQ 8
Total 8

Source: Rungwe District Council 2016
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3.2 Livestock

Table 3.11: Estimated Livestock Population by wardRungwe District Council; 2015

. Indigenous | Chicken

Ward Cattle Goats | Sheep| Donkeys Pigs chic?<en (Broilers) Total
Matwebe 1,104 420 58 D 185 2,548 0 4,767
Masukulu 1,195 80( 18 D 954 28,419 0 31,738
Bujela 2,355 59 19 ( 158 5,113 0 7,423
Masoko 2,967 357 43 D 418 4,124 0 8,861
Ikuti 3,009| 2,344 55( ( 486 14,695 0 22,080
Iponjola 1,402 47 ( @ 483 5,318 0 7,150
Nkunga 3,457 237 88 0 1,143 14,695 0 18,059
Lupepo 2,318 46 ( D 483 5,378 0 6,525
Swaya 898 97 26 D 493 14,574 0 15,556
Kinyala 2,896 279 56 ( 3,848 13,008 0 19,686
Masebe 1,495 251 51 2 913 4,758 0 6,444
Suma 1,997 281 41 D 1,317 9,973 0 13,869
Kisondela 3,255 108 D 0 645 15,578 0 20,287
Mpuguso 4,784 22 5 D 370 800 200 3,546
Kisiba 1,674 78 2( 0 86 1,072 0 2,606
Msasani 609 41 11 D 321 2,055 06 3,632
Kawetele 976 29 2 D 236 387 812 1,600
llima 2,862 55 0 0 156 5,056 300 6,502
Bagamoyo 727 24 D D 216 2,421 0 3,288
Bulyaga 1,130 45 5 D 758 2,225 785 4,198
Isongole 2,448 126 10 D 341 1,513 0 2,652
Ndanto 1,305 33 2 D 2,103 5,217 0 7,998
Malindo 2,225 164 ( @ 350 4,021 0 6,292
Makandana 2,474 31 13 0 1,261 7,812 1,508 12|841
Itagata 776 4( 56 D 451 1,750 0 3,337
Ibighi 1,189 47 8 0 467 4,324 100 5,785
Kyimo 1,861 100 0 q 573 11,140 0 12,6[12
Lufingo 3,263 100 57 @ 3,025 15,020 0 20,790
Kiwira 2,626 45 20 0 2,878 15,601 0 21,320
Total 59,277| 6,309 1,154 P 25,167 218,654 3,801 1,6M

Source:Rungwe District Council 2016
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Table 3.12: Population Distribution of Cattle by Type and by Ward Rungwe Council; 2016

Population of Cattle by Type

Indigenous Improved Improved Dair

Ward Catt%e Da?ry Improved Beef ang Beef CattI)(/a Total
Matwebe 1,062 42 D D 1,104
Masukulu 1,061 134 D D 1,195
Bujela 1,565 790Q ( ( 2,355
Masoko 2,134 833 D D 2,967
Ikuti 2,741 268 0 0 3,009
Iponjola 160 1,242 { ( 1,402
Nkunga 953 2,504 D D 3,457
Lupepo 762 1,556 D D 2,318
Swaya 718 18( 0 D 898
Kinyala 2,054 842 a ¢ 2,896
Masebe 1,144 351 0 0 1,495
Suma 1,145 852 D D 1,997
Kisondela 1,934 1,321 0] 0 3,2%5
Mpuguso 1,942 2,842 0] 0 4,784
Kisiba 1,324 350 a ¢ 1,674
Msasani 332 277 D D 609
Kawetele 204 777 0 D 97,6
llima 2,445 417 0 (0 2,862
Bagamoyo 203 524 D 0] 727
Bulyaga 435 694 0 0 1,130
Isongole 1,892 556 D D 2,448
Ndanto 890 415 0 0 1,305
Malindo 672 1,553 a ¢ 2,22b
Makandana 823 1,651 0 0 2,474
Itagata 232 544 0 D 776
Ibighi 76 1,113 0 0 1,189
Kyimo 876 985 0 0 1,861
Lufingo 321 2,942 0 a 3,263
Kiwira 1,220 1,406 0 q 2,626

Total 31,320 27,957 ( ( 59,277

SourceRungwe District Council 2016
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Table 3.12: Population Distribution of Goats by Ty and by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Population of goats by Type

Ward Indigenous Goats Improved Dairy Goats Total

Matwebe 420 0 420
Masukulu 800 0 800
Bujela 59 0 59
Masoko 357 0 357
Ikuti 2344 0 2344
Iponjola a7 0 47
Nkunga 237 0 237
Lupepo 46 0 46
Swaya 93 4 97
Kinyala 279 0 279
Masebe 251 0 251
Suma 281 0 281
Kisondela 105 3 108
Mpuguso 22 0 22
Kisiba 78 0 78
Msasani 41 0 41
Kawetele 22 7 29
llima 38 17 55
Bagamoyo 24 0 24
Bulyaga 25 20 45
Isongole 126 0 126
Ndanto 31 2 33
Malindo 164 0 164
Makandana 26 8 34
Itagata 39 1 40
Ibighi 47 0 47
Kyimo 68 32 100
Lufingo 100 0 100
Kiwira 32 13 45
Total 6202 107 6309

SourceRungwe District Council 2016
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3.2.2Livestock Services

Table 3.17: Distribution of Livestock Infrastructur e by Ward; Rungwe District Council, 2016

Ward

Dips

Veterinary
Centres

z
=

Total

=

NW

Total

Crush
es

Hides/
skin
sheds

Abattoirs

Slaughter
slab

Livestock
market/

Auction

Charco
dams

Matwebe

D

D

0

0

Masukulu

Bujela

o

D

O

Masoko

D

o

Ikuti

Q

Iponjola

o

Nkunga

Lupepo

olalalQalalo

o

Swaya

O

OO~

Kinyala

OlalolalolPlalolPla

o

Masebe

=4

Suma

—Y

Kisondela

Mpuguso

OoOTOoOTOTO

OoOTOoOTOTO

oo oo

Kisiba

Msasani

(@)

Kawetele

O

=

ooPToooaPToooe

llima

Olalaslolalala

o

Bagamoyo

=4

Bulyaga

Isongole

Ndanto

OTOoOTOTO

oo oo

Malindo

OlolololalPClalalOlalalalaslClalolololClololPla

Ololalo

o

Makandana

o

Itagata

OlolCooo%

Ibighi

EIE N EEEE N EENE EEEEE N EE

Kyimo

Lufingo

Kiwira

PP lPlolalPlolklolalPloloPlolkva®eloloR [N olo[F -

PlolRPlolglPlolblolalPlolalPlolevlaol®le |k |olk N olo|P s

Total

HoooooOOoooooooooooooowoooooooé

19

20

oOOOOn
ell=ll=]l{=](=]PS

ol|Oo|o|o

alolaololo

N Jdfallelle)

olOlalolo

A4

o

O M olo|Plo|oolo|~olo|Plo|o|o|o|PClo|o|o]e| oo

OCYF 00T 0000000000000~ o00%Yo

SourceRungwe District Council 201&JoteW=Working, NW=Not working

3.2.3 Major Livestock and Poultry Diseases
Livestock diseases are among various causes lgritie development of the livestock industry.
The district is faced with a number of livestoclsahises affecting cattle, goats, sheep, and
poultry (chickens). In order to increase livestpe&ductivity, both the district council authorities
and farmers need to take drastic measures aimeoh&blling diseases. This section describes
major livestock and poultry diseases reported i district council. In addition to that, the
section also describes number of morbidity and atioytcases reported. Morbidity refers to the
percentage of number of infected animals in tha adieided by total animal population in area
while mortality refers to the percentage of numisedlied animals in the area divided by the total

animal population in area.
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3.2.4.1Major Cattle Diseases

Table 3.18: Major Cattle Diseases Reported by War@®ungwe District Council, 2013, 2014 and 2015

Ward

Disease

Number of Morbidity cases reported

Number of Mortality cases reported

2013 2014 2015 2018 2014 20
Matweh ANAPLASMOSIS 19 7 21 4 2 3
awebe BABESIOSIS 9 32 52 1 g 12
MASTITIS 16 13 11 0 0 q
Masukulu ECF 14 17 12 4 g 3
HELMINTHIASIS 218 220 190 0 q d
ECE 48 37 46 23 14 2
Bujela BQ 33 102 69 16 66 3]
MASTITIS 17 15 13 0 0 q
ECF 51 32 20 8 g 5
Masoko LSD 201 121 0 60 23
BQ 27 18 12 8 5 4
ECF 24 69 87 4 7 1]
ANAPLASMOSIS 16 71 77 2 1 5
Ikuti LSD 5 0 0 0 0 0
MASTITIS 0 2 1 0 0 0
HELMIANTHIS 74 232 197 0 0 q
MASTITIS 60 29 49 0 0 q
boiol LSD 21 10 0 1 1 q
ponjoia MILK FEVER 9 7 10 4 0 3
BQ 0 15 0 0 2 0
BQ 49 20 3 5 15 3
ANAPLASMOSIS 17 11 18 16 4 g
Nkunga PNEUMONIA 207 191 96 4 1d ;
MASTITIS 84 64 48 0 1 q
MILK FEVER 30 28 53 2 5 5
Lupepo MASTITIS 10 10 10 d i
MASTITIS 7 5 2 0 0 0
Swaya ANAPLASMOSIS 13 11 10 0 J i
ECF 4 11 10 0 q d
LSD 2 3 1 0 0 0
LSD 0 13 0 0 0 0
ANAPLASMOSIS 26 19 17 3 2 3
Kinyala BABESIOSIS 5 3 5 0 q d
MILK FEVER 18 14 17 2 2 3
MASTITIS 44 39 39 0 0 q
MASTITIS 90 98 24 0 0 q
Kisondela MILK FEVER 9 8 8 0 0 0
HELMINTHIASIS 351 357 415 0 q d
LSD 25 20 21 5 0 a
MASTITIS 150 200 190 g g d
Mpuguso MILK FEVER 70 60 80 0 0 q
HELMINTHIASIS 245 300 240 0 q d
BQ 40 15 17 12 g 4
Kisiba ECE 61 21 15 28 1 1
BABESIOSIS 13 17 14 4 3
MASTITIS 5 6 8 0 0 0
" . MILK FEVER 2 2 5 1 0 0
sasani SALMONELOSIS 8 6 3 2 q 1
ANAPLASMOSIS 3 0 1 1 0 q
MASTITIS 18 29 25 0 0 q
Kawetele FMD 48 0 0 0 0 0
BO 0 0 6 0 0 1
LSD 32 19 5 9 3 q
llima MASTITIS 12 9 11 0 0 0
ANAPLASMOSIS 15 8 10 4 q 1

15

~-€0

<

1A

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.18: Continue................

Number of Morbidity cases reported Number of Mortality cases
Ward Disease reported
2013 2014 2015 2018 2014 2015
LSD 9 0 0 2 0 0
Bagamoyo FOOT ROT 4 2 1] 0 Q @
MASTITIS 28 19 11 0 0 q
MASTITIS 10 8 6 0 0 0
Bulyaga RETAINED PLACENTA 3 5 4 0 0 0
LUMPY SKIN 15 6 0 0 0 0
Isongole FMD 0 0 5 0 0 0
ECF 0 0 10 0 0 0
FMD 10 0 74 4 0 7
Ndanto ECF 8 2 1 3 0 1
ANAPLASMOSIS 15 19 8 0 3 @
Malindo LSD 105 0 0 0 0 q
MASTITIS 0 5 21 0 0 0
MASTITIS 15 10 7 0 0 0
Makandana LSD 50 0 0 8 0 0
FOOT ROT 5 0 2 0 q (
BQ 4 0 0 3 0 0
LSD 85 19 0 12 1 g
Itagata FMD 0 0 20 0 0 0
MASTITIS 37 24 15 0 0 Qg
FOOT ROT 13 9 11 q ( D
MASTITIS 18 16 12 0 0 q
MILK FEVER 5 2 4 0 0 0
Ibighi FOOT ROT 0 0 3 0 q (
COLLIBACILOSIS 11 7 5 0 0 0
BQ 0 0 8 0 0 1
BQ 15 19 21 5 3 4
Kyimo LSD 21 33 39 2 0 2
MASTITIS 73 92 81 0 0 q
FMD 7 11 9 0 0 0
MASTITIS 96 42 24 0 0 q
ECF 5 6 4 0 0 0
Kiwira ANAPLASMOSIS 31 28 19 9 1 4
MILK FEVER 18 13 10 0 1 0
LSD 42 83 12 2 4 d

SourceRungwe District Council
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3.2.4.2 Major Goat Diseases

Table 3.19: Major Goat Diseases Reported by ward Rigwe District Council; 2013, 2014 and 2015

reported reported

Ward Diseases 2013]  2014]  2015| 2013 2014] 2015
Bujela LSD 11 17 9 5 3 2
Tt HELMINTHIASIS 39 59 67 0 0 0
ANAPLASMOSIS 3 27 31 2 1 2

Nkunga FOOTROT 9 5 9 2 0 1
PNEUMONIA 21 17 1 3 0 1

Swaya ANAPLASMOSIS 2 2 3 0 0 0
HELMINTHIASIS 352 205 678 0 0 0

Kisendela FOOTROT 29 30 28 0 0 0
LSb s 21 20 3 0 0

HELMINTHIASIS 15 10 20 0 0 0

Mpuguso FOOTROT 10 9 3 0 0 0
. FOOTROT 0 0 1 0 0 0
Msasanl SALMONELOSIS 3 1 2 0 0 1
FOOTROT 3 1 2 0 0 0

Kawetere ANAPLASMOSIS 1 0 0 0 0 0
Wira COLIBACILOSIS 3 2 3 2 2 1
MASTITIS 0 0 1 0 0 0

toight MANGE 3 0 2 0 0 0
PNEUMONIA 23 18 16 9 3 1

Kiwira FOOTROT 16 20 12 0 0 0
RING WORM 2 9 3 0 0 0

Total Cases-Reported 632 655 931 28 9 9

SourceRungwe District Council

Number of Morbidity cases

Number of Mortality cases

reported reported
Ward Diseases 2013 2014 20138 2014
Bujela LSD 0 0 0 ( (
Ikuti HELMINTHIASIS 39 59 0 0 0
ANAPLASMOSIS 0 0 0 0 (g
Nkunga FOOT ROT 9 5 2 ¢ 1
PNEUMONIA 31 17 3 q 1
Swaya ANAPLASMOSIS 0 ( D D
HELMINTHIASIS 52 40 0 0 0
Kisondela FOOT ROT 29 30 ( D
LSD 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mpuguso HELMINTHIASIS 15 10 20 0 0 0
FOOT ROT 10 9 3 4 (
Msasani FOOT ROT 0 0 1 0 ( (
SALMONELOSIS 3 1 4 0 q 1
Kawetere FOOT ROT 3 1 4 q ¢ (
ANAPLASMOSIS 0 0 0 0 0 (g
llima COLIBACILLOSIS 8 4 6 2 2 1
Ibighi MASTITIS 0 0 1 0 0 0
MANGE 3 0 2 0 0 0
Kiwira PNEUMONIA 23 18 16 9 3 1
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FOOT ROT 16 20 12 ( D D
RING WORM 4 9 6 0 0 q
Total Cases Reported 245 2P3 268 16 05 05

3.2.4.3 Major Sheep Diseases
There was no sheep diseases reported in the tistracil.

3.2.4.4 Major Poultry Diseases

Table 3.21: Major Poultry Diseases Reported by wardRungwe District Council; 2013, 2014 and 2015

Ward Disease Number of Morbidity cases reported | Number of Mortality cases reported
2013 2014 2015 2013 2014 2015
Matwebe New Castle Disease 1120 345 1120 345 345 8|67
Masukulu New Castle Disease 700 540 541 700 540 541
Gumboro 163 73 212 P 28 108
Bujela New Castle Disease 208 81 D2 208 81 92
Coryza 117 123 77 84 97 21
Masoko New Castle Disease 281 192 152 231 192 152
Iponjola New Castle Disease 205 107 87 205 107 87
New Castle Disease 691 653 207 673 653 204
Nkunga Coryza 317 458 49 163 121 95
Fowl Pox 219 103 10% 189 70 90
Swaya New Castle Disease 8R0 7112 431 820 712 431
New Castle Disease 374 85 B0 374 85 80
Kinyala Fowl Pox 58 49 5( 5( 3b 29
Fowl Typhoid 105 130 94 70 100 50
Fowl Typhoid 51 28 23 16 16 10
Kisondela | COCCIDIOSIS 61 60 6( 18 16 20
NEW CASTLE DISEASE 85 7§ 60 84 76 85
Fowl Typhoid 90 85 70 y. 1 b
Mpuguso | COCCIDIOSIS 10 9 3 ( ( D
NEW CASTLE DISEASE 15 2( 105 15 20 105
NCD 921 524 306 698 49p 300
Msasani FOWL POX 568 72 55 208 44 23
SALMONELOSIS 119 87 11( 18 3p 25
FOWL POX 213 97 104 18 v 16
Kawetele | NCD 108 81 152 102 80 149
SALMONELOSIS 137 114 102 18 20 33
NCD 235 172 201 200 136 176
llima FOWL POX 115 123 134 7P 4p 20
FOWL TYPHOID 92 20 43 11 @ 11
Bagamoyo NCD 312 129 97 301 89 68
FOWL TYPHOID 79 51 18 5( 12 b
Bulyaga NCD 58 45 32 50 A( 25
FOWL TYPHOID 51 32 15 q ( 0
Isongole NCD 63 43 42 63 43 42

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.21: Continue.............c.ceevneee

Ward Disease Number of Morbidity cases reported | Number of Mortality cases reported
2013 2014 2015 2013 2014 2015
NCD 596 326 0 56( 321 0
Makandana, FOWL POX 220 0 0 12 ( D
COCCIDIOSIS 40 27 4 3 1 D
NCD 376 258 399 316 221 352
Itagata FOWL POX 215 0 0 38 @ D
COCCIDIOSIS 30 21 0 3 D D
FOWL POX 0 0 125 0 @ 125
Ibighi NCD 0 25 17 0 25 17
COCCIDIOSIS 0 9 18 @ ( D
NCD 201 152 233 191 15D 227
Kyimo FOWL POX 345 531 4222 23D 400 204
CORYZA 521 231 671 131 51 81
Lufingo NCD 537 253 601 53Y 253 601
NCD 409 200 85 399 18y 72
Kiwira CORYZA 46 53 91 16 2( 6
TYPHOID 40 60 18 25 1] 32
Total cases reported 12287 766} 11970 8589 5986 $H46

SourceRungwe District Council
3.2.5 Marketing of Major Livestock and Poultry

Table 3.22: Marketing of Major Livestock Rungwe Didrict Council; 2013, 2014 and 2015

Category Total Number of Livestock Marketed Total Value in TZS.
2013 2014 2015 2013 2014 2015

Indigenous Cattle - - - -

Dairy Cattle 605 343 38Y 663,000,000.00 274,400@DO 348,300,000.0
Beef Cattle - - - 1 -
Poultry - - - - - -
Pig - - - - - -
Sheep - . - -
Total 605 343 387 663,000,000.00 274,400,000.00 ,BAR000.00

SourceRungwe District Council

3.2.6 Marketing of Major Livestock Products (Hidesand Skins)

Table 3.23: Marketing of Livestock Hides and SkinsRungwe District Council; 2013, 2014 and 2015

Total Number of Units Marketed Total Value in TZS
Category 2013 2014 2015 2013 2014 2015
Cattle Hides 54§ 73( 8( 6,57600 5,84000 400,0
Goat Skins - - - - - -
Sheep Skins - - - - - -
Total 54§ 73( 8( 6,57600 5,84000 400,00

SourceRungwe District Council 2016
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3.2.7Milk Production

Table 3.24: Production of Milk in Rungwe District Council; 2013, 2014 and 2015

e £ Fotal-Number-of-Litres FotalValueinT£2S
2013 2014 2015 2013 2014 2015
indigenous-Cattle - - - - - -
Dairy-Cattle 556,028,000 556,834,012 559,823,000 225:212,600.000 425/575,305.400 425.575,;305,40(
Dairy-Goats - - - - - -
Total 556,028,000 556,834,012 559,823,000 225;212,600.000 425,575;305;400 425;575:305;40(
Milk from Total Number of Litres Total Value in TZS
2013 2014 2015 2013 2014 2015
Indigenous Cattlg - - - - - _
Dairy Cattle 56,028,000 57,873,000| 59,823,000 280,140,000,000 425,575,305,400 425,575,305
Dairy Goats - - - - - _
Total 56,028,000 57,873,000 59,823,000 280,140,000,000 425,575,305,4p0 425,575,305

SourceRungwe District Council

3.2.8Livestock Personnel

Table 3.25: Availability of Livestock Personnel byward Rungwe District Council; 2015

Veterinary Livestock Livestock Field | Pests and Tsetse | Livestock

Ward Officers Officers Officers Field Officers Auxiliary Total
Matwebe 0 0 0 q @ )
Masukulu 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bujela 0 0 1 0 0 0
Masoko 0 0 1 Q ( (
Ikuti 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iponjola 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nkunga 0 0 1 Q ( (
Lupepo 0 0 0 0 ( (
Swaya 0 0 0 @ ( D
Kinyala 0 0 1 0 0 Q
Masebe 0 0 1 ( D D
Suma 0 0 0 0 ( D
Kisondela 0 0 0 ( ( D
Mpuguso 0 0 1 q @ D
Kisiba 0 0 0 0 0 Q
Msasani 0 0 1 d ( D
Kawetele 0 0 1 @ ( D
llima 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bagamoyo 0 0 ( [l D D
Bulyaga 0 0 1 Q ( (
Isongole 0 0 1 d q D
Ndanto 0 0 1 Q ( (
Malindo 0 0 1 0 0 Q
Makandana 0 ( 1 D D 0
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4

Itagata 0 0 1 C @
Ibighi 0 0 1 0 0 0
Kyimo 0 0 1 0 0 0
Lufingo 0 0 1 0 0 0
Kiwira 0 0 1 0 0 0
District HQ 1 1 1 0 0 0
Total number 1 1 19 0 0 0
SourceRungwe District Council 2016
3.2.8 Investment Opportunity in Livestock Sector
* Milk processing plant
3.3 Natural Resources
3.3.1: Forestry
Table 3.29: Status of Forest Cover by ward, RungwBistrict Council; 2015
Total Land Natural forest Forest_ Game Reserve Game
Wward Area (ha) reserve area (ha) plantation Area (ha)* Controlled
area (ha) Area (ha)
Matwebe 4,917.27 38 - -
Masukulu 5,963.36 589 - -
Bujela 4,390.42 1 g
Masoko 8,021.58 1 11 -
Ikuti 8,559.63 3 20
Iponjola 2,487.91 2 4
Nkunga 6,669.32 55 -
Lupepo 3,141.39 56 75 -
Swaya 7,296.84 4 15p -
Kinyala 6,070.25 . 1
Masebe 2,955.40 - - -
Suma 3,034.79 3 70 -
Kisondela 6,589.12 3 il -
Mpuguso 2,156.34 65 - -
Kisiba 4,363.05 1 Y.
Msasani * NM 4 45 -
Kawetele * NM 1 7 -
llima 9,031.18 2 12
Bagamoyo * NM 3 100 -
Bulyaga * NM 14,855 6,180 -
Isongole 6,524.92 2 21 -
Ndanto 1,819.94 i
Malindo 2,657.02 - .
Makandana * NM - - -
Itagata NM 1 10 -
Ibighi * NM 6 - -
Kyimo * 4,962.31 350 55(
Lufingo 2,261.45 - - . .
Kiwira 11,014.54 8 16
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Tukuyu Township

8,298.01

Total

123,186.05

SourceRungwe District Council
Note: Game Reserve areas outside Forest Reserve area.

3.3.1.1 Tree Seedlings

Table 3.30a: Number of Tree Seedlings Raised by wdirRungwe District Council; 2011 — 2015

Ward

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

llima

Kisondela

Suma

12,000

Masebe

Kyimo

Kiwira

Isongole

114,000

00

0

120,000

Ndanto

120,000

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

16,000

Mpuguso

Lufingo

Total

100,000

1

28,50(

SourceRungwe District Council

Table 3.30b: Number of Tree Seedlings Raised by Ititution; Rungwe Council District; 2011 - 2015

00

,000

Institution

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

BulyagdRungwe DQ

70,000

70,000

70,00

D 70,000

92,000
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Kyimo(HIMARU-KYIMO
UPENDO GROUP-KYIMO)

30,000

50,000

70,00p

120,0(

0

60,000

Kiwira(Rungwe Missior)

70,000

Isongole(TFS)

220,000

250,0(

0

240,400

250,

DOO

0100008

Kisiba

35,000

Total

320,000

370,00(

380,000

440,000

472 (

D00

Source:Rungwe District Council

3.3.1.2 Forest Products

() Logs and Charcoal

Table 3.33: Revenue (TZS) collected from logs; Rumge Council 2011-2016

WARD

Volume of logs

Revenue TZS

2011

2012

2013

2014

1

201

5 2011 20

12 2(€

2

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

Ilima

Kisondela

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

Kiwira

Isongole

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Lufingo

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.34: Revenue collected from Charcoal; Rungwiistrict Council, 2011-2015

Ward

Number of bags

Revenue TZS

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

Matwebe

1,250

990

950

880

850

7500,000

5,940,000

,500900

8,800,000

12,750,000

Masukulu

1,560

1,470

1,360

1,430

1,254

960,000

2,88

13,600,000

14,300,000

18,840,000

Bujela

Masoko

850

816

800

600

500

4,250,000

6,528,000

009060

9,000,000

Ikuti

10,000,000

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

llima

2600

2400

1900

1780

1700

20,800,000

19,2mD,0

19,000,000

17,800,000

25,500,000

Kisondela

220

180

139

125

120

1,760,000

1,440,000

,1121000

1,000,000

960,000

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

Kiwira

Isongole

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Lufingo

Total

6,480

5,856

5,149

4,815

4,426

35,270,000

33,990,000

52,812,000

50,900,000

68,050,000

SourceRungwe District Council
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(i) Beekeeping (Bee-Honey and Bee-Wax)

Table 3.35a: Number of Traditional and Modern Beehies by ward,Rungwe Council; 2011 -2015

Ward Nof Beehives
Traditional Modern

2011 2012 2013 2014 20145 201 2012 2013 2014 2015
Matwebe - 8 8 8 8 - 3 - - -
Masukulu - - -- 7 49 56 63 68 107
Bujela - - - - - - - - -
Masoko - - - - - - - - - E
Ikuti - - - - - - - - - -
Iponjola - - - - - - - - - -
Nkunga - - - - - - - - . 1
Lupepo 5 5 5 b . 1 4 4 4 i
Swaya 7 6 6 4 i 5 3 B8 8 8
Bagamoyo - - - . - 12 15 1b 15
Bulyaga - - - - - - - - - 3
Malindo - - - - - - - - - -
Itagata - - - - - . . . . 1
llima - - - - -- 9 9 9 17 23
Kisondela - - - -- - - - - 15 18
Suma - - - - - - - . 772 7%
Masebe 9 9 9 9 ) - - 1- 20
Kyimo - - - - - 207 219 247 245 256
Kiwira - - - - - 96 103 115 11% 116
Isongole 135 137 146 148 150 166 146 176 198
Ndanto - - - - -- 40 4Q 4% 45 46
Kawetele - - - - - - - . E -
Makandana . . - 3 -
Msasani - - - 4 4 ] ) V i 9
Ibighi - - - - - 40 60 60 65 64
Kisiba - - - 21 21 - - . E -
Kinyala - - - - - - -- 56 97 137
Mpuguso - - - - - - -- 7 12 2y
Lufingo - 3 3 3 7 - 49 52 5Y 50
Total 156 168 177 199 21p 45 721 834 1,018 1,181

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 3.21b: Production Level and Price Honey by wal, Rungwe District Council; 2012 -2015

Ward

Honey (Litres)

Price of Honey Pé.itres

2011

2012 2013

2014

2015

201

il

2012 2013 2Q

14

D15

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

llima

Kisondela

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

Kiwira

Isongole

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Lufingo

Total

SourceRungwe District Council
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3.3.2: Environmental Conservation

Environmental conservation is the act of consenangsaving our natural resources through
careful management. This means we can use theroesobut wisely and responsibly for
achieving sustainable development. The forestsvagdtation in the district are encroached and
threatened by illegal activities that lead to defbation through harvesting forest products for
timber, building materials, and production of cluai¢ fuel wood honey and bees wax,
expansion of agricultural activities, overgrazinglastablishment of human settlements. This is
attributed to high population growth rate and lawkalternative activities and sources for
livelihood. These unplanned and detrimental adtisitundermine the efforts that are geared
towards environmental conservation and sustairsdi®m-economic processes in the district.

Table 3.22: Name of NGOs and Development Partnersniolved in Environmental Conservation by ward,
Rungwe Council District; 2015

Ward

Name of NGOs/Development
partner

Number of NGOs

Number of Development
Partners

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

llima

Kisondela

Suma

WCS

Masebe

WCS

Kyimo

WCS,HIMARU,UPENDO
GROUP,MPEGELE,TFS

Kiwira

WCS

Isongole

WCS,AWF

Ndanto

WCS,AWF

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Lufingo

Africa Bridge,WCS

Total

Source Rungwe District Council
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WCS = World life Conservation Society
AWF = Africa World life Foundation.

3.3.3 Status of Natural Resources Personnel

Table 3.23: Natural Resources Personnel by ward, Rgwe District Council; 2015

Ward

Forest

Beekeeping

Environment Conservation

Tourism

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

llima

Kisondela

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

Kiwira

Isongole

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Lufingo

District HQ

Total

Source Rungwe District Council
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3.3.4: Investment in Natural Resources

3.3.4.1 Investment in Beekeeping
3.3.4.2 Investment in Fishing

3.4 Tourism

Table 3.41: Potential Tourism attractions; RungweCouncil; 2015

Type of Tourism attractions available | Village/Mitaa Ward District
Rungwe Nature Reserve Syukula Kyimo Rungwe
Nyerere water fall-Nyerere river llundo

Cultural tourism llundo, llolo and Kikota Rungwe
Rungwe mission Museum syukula Kiwira
KINGOMA(Kindundundu) Itete Lufingo Rungwe
Cave known as Igogwe River Lukata

Natural Forest(For traditional activities) | Isumba Kinyala Rungwe
Kakindo Cave Lubigi

Magamba mountain Lubigi

Malamba water falls Malamba Suma Rungwe
Kijungu Mboyo

Daraja la Mungu Mboyo

Jesaja water falls Lupepo Lupepo Rungwe
Natural cave Kyosa

Kisiba crater lake Kisiba Kisiba Rungwe
Malasusa water falls Ibililo Nkunga Rungwe
Kapologwe water fall Kisondela Rungwe
Pango la Mto Igogwe Lukata .

Pango Kakindo Lubigi Kinyala Rungwe
Mwalisi water fall Mperangwasi Matwebe Rungwe
Kabale water fall Kabale Suma water fall Rungwe
Lake Ngozi Crater lake Mbeye wani Isongole Rungwe
Malamba crater lake Ndwati Isongole Rungwe
Rungwe nature reserve Syukula Kiwira Rungwe
Isebelo hot spring Isebelo Swaya Rungwe

SourceRungwe District Council
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3.4.1 Accommodation Facilities

Table 3.42: Accommodation facilities by ward, Rungw Council

Ward

Number of Guest Houses

Ikuti

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

Kiwira

Isongole

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Total

NIRRT BN NI NI P B R N

Source: Rungwe District Council

3.4.2 Investment Opportunities in Tourism Sector
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3.5 Mining Sector

Table 3.44a: Distribution of Existing Mineral Deposts and Scale of Mining by ward, Rungwe Council, 205

Ward

Type of Mineral Deposit

Small Scale

Medium Sale

Large scale

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

Itagata

llima

Kisondela

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

Sand and stone

Kiwira

Isongole

Sand

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Morum

Mpuguso
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Lufingo

Total

Source: Rungwe District Council

Table 3.44b: Quantity and Value of Minerals Mined ly ward, Rungwe Council; 2016

Ward

Type of
Minerals

Small Scale

Medium Scale

Large Scale

Quantity
(In Kg/Tons)

Value (TZS)

Quantity

(In Kg/Tons)

Value
(TZ2S)

Quantity
(In Kg/Tons)

Value
(TZS)

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Malindo

ltagata

llima

Kisondela

Suma

Masebe

Kyimo

1.Sand

11,466

63,700,090

2.Stones

1,50(

8,325,000

Isongole

Sand

43,740

291,600,000

Ndanto

Kawetele

Makandana

Msasani

Ibighi

Kisiba

Kinyala

Mpuguso

Lufingo

Total

56,706.00

363,625,000.00

Source:Rungwe District Council
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3.5.1: Investment Opportunity in Mining Sector

3.6 Industrial Sector

Table 3.47: Type of Small Scale Industries by wardRungwe District Council; 2015

Ward Type of Industry Number of Industries Total Number of staff
KIWIRA Service industry — garage 1 4
Carpentry 23 38
Maize milling 17 17
Welding 4 10
Carpentry 12 16
Tea processing industry 1 98
IBIGHI Service industry - garage 2 7
Maize milling 6 6
Welding 3 14
Carpentry 6 10
SUMA Maize milling 8 8
Welding 1 1
Carpentry 12 16
MAKANDANA Maize milling 5 5
Welding 2 3
Carpentry 26 45
BULYAGA Service industry -garage 3 14
Maize milling 8 8
Maize milling 4 4
KAWETELE Carpentry 6 11
Carpentry 4 6
KISIBA Maize milling 2 2
Carpentry 4 4
NKUNGA Maize milling 5 5
Carpentry 9 13
MPUGUSO Maize milling 7 7
welding 2 3
Carpentry 4 4
KINYALA Maize milling 2 2
Carpentry 7 9
ISONGOLE Maize milling 5 5
Carpentry 6 8
KISONDELA Maize milling 5 5
Carpentry 7 8
KYIMO Wa_ter processing industry 1 10
Maize milling 6 6
Avocado package industry 1 14
Carpentry 4 4
SWAYA Maize milling 3 3
Carpentry 5 5
MASUKULU Maize milling machine 3 3
MATWEBE Carpentry 3 3
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Maize milling machine

Carpentry

2 2

5 7

ILIMA Maize milling machine 3 3

Tea processing industry 1 38

Carpentry 4 4

BUJELA Maize milling machine 3 3

Coffee Milling Machine 1 6

Carpentry 2 2

IKAMA Maize milling machine 3 3

CO2 Industry processing 1 13

Carpentry 5 7

MASEBE Maize milling machine 3 3

Carpentry 6 9

MASOKO Maize milling machine 4 4

Carpentry 12 14

NDANTO Maize milling machine 6 6

Carpentry 9 11

IKUTI Maize milling machine 7 7

Carpentry 7 8

MSASANI Maize milling machine 2 2

Carpentry 5 7

KISIBA Maize milling machine 3 3

Carpentry 16 22

LUFINGO Maize milling machine 6 6

Carpentry 5 5

LUPEPO Maize milling machine 2 2

Carpentry 7 10

MALINDO Maize milling machine 4 4

Carpentry 12 16

BAGAMOYO Maize milling machine 8 8
4

Service Industry - Gerage

[N
(ee]

Source Rungwe District Council

Table3.49: Number of Large Scale Industries by wardRungwe District Council; 2016

Ward Type of Industry Number of industries
llima Tea Processing Industry 1
Itagata Co2 Extraction Industry 1
Ibighi Tea Processing Industry 1
Kyimo Water Filtization I_ndustry 1
Avocado Packaging Industry 1
Total - 5

SourceRungwe District Council
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CHAPTER FOUR

Economic Infrastructure

4.0 Introduction.

Chapter four explains the existing economic infiagture in Rungwe District Council. It covers

the road network development in terms of road diaation, type of road surface and pass-
ability. It also covers, air, and postal servicesluding radio and television facilities. In the

energy sector developments with regard to elettriparaffin, gas, firewood, charcoal, solar and
others.

4.1 Road Network

Road network consists of a system of interconnepéaed carriage ways which are designed to
carry buses, cars and goods vehicles. The roadorietyenerally forms the most basic level of
transportation infrastructure within urban areas] alinks with all other areas, both within and
beyond the boundaries of urban areas. A roadatktean be divided into categories such as
urban roads, rural roads, motorways, footpath,iatgisections among others.

This chapter describes the existing economic itriuature in Rungwe District Council. It covers

the road network development in terms of type afds) classification and pass ability. Rungwe
District Council has a total of 1,400.36 kilometafsthe road network. The road network is
divided into grades for administrative purposesfdgusing on priorities. Table 4.1 indicates
that, trunk roads (68.5km) with a proportion of &qent whichare supervised by TANROADS
hence, passable throughout the year. The regioaal metwork has 154.2km with a proportion
of 11 percent. The longest roads are district/ mrimads (878.8km), with a proportion of 63

percent followed by feeder roads (289.5km) with r@pprtion of 21 percent which are

supervised by the Council.
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Table 4.1: Length of Road Network by ward (in km) h Rungwe District Council, 2015

Ward Type (in km)

Trunk Regional District/Urban Feeder Total
Matwebe - - 28.6 - 28.6
Masukulu - - 30.2 12 42.2
Bujela - - 59 22 81
Masoko - 16 31.5 13. 6[L
Ikuti - 10 54 12 76
Iponjola - 3 20 13.5 36.5
Nkunga - 4 37 8.5 49.5
Lupepo - 3 20 7 3(
Swaya - - 70 10.5 80.p
Kinyala - 12 30 17.5 59.5
Masebe - 27 22.% 6. 56
Suma - 6 334 8 47.4
Kisondela - 20 39.0¢ 68.06
Mpuguso 4 8 26 17 55
Kisiba - 5.5 49.9 8.5 63
Msasani 2.5 6 21.4 1 45|9
Kawetele 2 - 10 4.7 16.7
llima 10 - 32 9 51
Bagamoyo 2 - s 12 2P
Bulyaga 4 1.2 14 6.] 259
Isongole 10 - 31.5 @ 476
Ndanto 5 - 33 20 58
Malindo 4 - 20 6.5 30.5
Makandana 5 3] 9. 45|5
Itagata - 1 16 s 22
Ibhigi 2 12.5 18 6.3 38.8
Kyimo 8 6 215 10 45.5
Lufingo - 10 325 13 55.5
Kiwira 10 3 39 9.3 61.3
Total 68.5 154.2 879.0¢ 299. 1,400.86
Percentage 5 11 63 2 100

Source:Rungwe District Council

Figure 4.1 Percentage of Length of Road Network byard in Rungwe District Council, 2015
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Source:Rungwe District Council
4.1.1Road Passability

Roadworthiness during the rainy season measurexfféativeness of the road network. Rungwe
District Council has to improve its road network ¢ynstructing the existing roads, since more
than a half (721.46 km, 51.5 percent) of its tot&ld network arenot passable most of the year.
Moreover, 405.4 km (28.9 percent) are passablesydatiowed by 272.8 km (19.5 percent)of

tarmac or gravel which are passable throughouty#&ae even during rainy season as shown in

Table 4.2

Table 4.2: Passability of Road Network by ward, Rugwe District Council; 2015

Condition of Network Throughout the Year in km Percentage

Ward Passable Throughout| Passable a Greater | Not Passable Most Total Road Passable(Columns 2

the Year Part of the Year of the Year Network +3)
Matwebe - 10 18.4 28.6 35/0
Masukulu - 8 34.2 42.2 190
Bujela - 11 70 81 13.6
Masoko 16 16 29 61 19.8
Ikuti 10 16 50 76 19.8
Iponjola 14 15 7.5 36.5 18.5
Nkunga 11 20 18.5% 49.b 24(7
Lupepo 18 8 4 3( 9.9
Swaya - 10 70.5 80.6 12/3
Kinyala 12 23 24.5 59.5 28.4
Masebe 20 3( 6 56 37)0
Suma 6 18 23.4 47 .4 22(2
Kisondela 20 19 29.06 68.06 235
Mpuguso 22 29 4 55 35.8
Kisiba 55 19.9 37.6 63 246
Msasani 8.5 14 27.4 45)9 12.3
Kawetele 2 10 4.7 16.7 12]3
llima 10 16 25 51 19.8
Bagamoyo 2 § 12 22 9.9
Bulyaga 4 6 15.9 25.9 74
Isongole 17.5 17.5% 12.b 4715 21.6
Ndanto 5 6.5 46.5 58 8.0
Malindo 4 7 19.5 30.5 8.6
Makandana 5 16 24.6 45|5 19.8
Itaghata - 3 19 22 3.7
Ibhigi 14.3 8 16.3 38.9 9.9
Kyimo 20 13.5 12 45.5 16.f
Lufingo 13 12 30 55.5 14.8
Kiwira 13 19 29.3 61.3 23.b
Total 272.8 405.4 721.46 1,400.36
Percentage 19.5 28.9 51.6 100

Source:Rungwe District Council
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4.1.2 Road Network Classification

The classification of road network in Rungwe DwtiCouncil has been divided into three types
of road surfaces which are tarmac, gravel and eautface. Table 4.3 shows that 84 km (6
percent) of the surface road network is tarmac,41&6 (33 percent) is made up of gravel and
849.46km are earth roads. A large proportion ofdsoés in Bujela Ward (81 kilometers)
followed by Swaya Ward (80.5 kilometers) and theakest proportion was in KaweteleWard
with 16.7 kilometers.

Table 4.3: Length of Road Network by Type of Road @face by Ward; Rungwe District Council; 2015

Type of Surface (in Km)
Ward Tarmac Gravel Earth Total
Matwebe - - 28.9 28.6
Masukulu - 6 36.2 42.2
Bujela - 11 70 81
Masoko - 46 15 61
Ikuti - 24 52 76
Iponjola - 17 19.5 36.5
Nkunga - 21 28.5 49.5
Lupepo - 13 17 3(
Swaya - 10 70.5 80.p
Kinyala - 19 40.5 59.5
Masebe - 34 22 56
Suma - 19 28.4 47.4
Kisondela - 39 29.06 68.06
Mpuguso 4 40 11 55
Kisiba - 25.4 37.6 63
Msasani 2.5 16 27.4 459
Kawetele 2 5 9.7 16.7
llima 10 13 28 51
Bagamoyo 2 8 12 2P
Bulyaga 4 3 18.9 25.9
Isongole 10 19 18.5 476
Ndanto 5 6.5 46.4 58
Malindo 4 7 19.5 30.5
Makandana 5 16 24.6 45|5
Itaghata - 1.5 20.5 2P
Ibhigi 14.5 8 16.3 38.§
Kyimo 8 10 27.5 45.5
Lufingo - 10 45 55.5
Kiwira 13 19 29.3 61.3
TOTAL 84 466.4 849.46 1,400.36
Percentage 6 33 61 100

Source:Rungwe District Council
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Figure 4.3: Percentage of Length of Road Network byype of Road Surface in Rungwe District; 2015

Percentage

00 -

Tarmac

Gravel

Earth

Source: Rungwe District Council

4.1.3 Major Road Connections

Table 4.3: Major Road Connections and Road Links,Rungwe District Council; 2015

ROAD SURFACE TYPE(KM) o Road
WARD ROAD NAME LENGTH Road Origin s
TYPE TARMAC GRAVEL | EARTH e Destination
IDWELI-NGUMBULU Collector 17.70 17.7| IDWELI NGUMBULU
UNYAMWANGA - 200 46 6.6/ UNYAMWAN
NDWATI - IGALULA Collector GA IGALULA
ISONGOLE
ISYONJE-NYILU Collector 2.50 2.5| |ISYONJE NYILU
ISYONJE-MBWIGA Collector 2.70 2.7| ISYONJE MBWIGA
Total 19.70 9.8 29.5
NDANTO/SWA 5.60 56
YA SWAYA - NTOKELA Collector SWAYA NTOKELA
IBUNGU - NDAGA - 4.60 4.6
IBUNGU Collector IBUNGU IBUNGU
NDANTO KANYEGELE - 4.40 4.4
SWAYA Collector . | KANYEGELE | SWAYA
Total
KINYALA/SW
AYA/ISONGOL 19.50 19.5
E MBEYE-IGOGWE Collector MBEYE IGOGWE
MBEYE | - ISONGOLE 25 25
ISONGOLE SEC - : : UNYAMWAN
UNYAMWANGA. Collector MBEYE | GA.
Total
IKUKISYA P/S - 5.2 52
SWAYA Collector . ““| IKUKISYAP/S | SWAYA
NGONDYA-
MALANGALI Collector 3.00 38 6.8 NGONDYA MALANGALI
SWAYA ISAKA - ISHINGA - 6.80 5 8.9
MBINZA Collector : | ISAKA MBINZA
MALANGALI - ZITTA Collector 1.00 6.5 7.5 MALANGALI | ZITTA
Total
KINYALA ILALA - KIPANDE P/S Collector 0.93 0.93] |LALA KIPANDE P/S
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NGOLOGO - 3.00 3.3 6.3
MATANDA - IGEMBE Collector NGOLOGO IGEMBE
NGOLOGO-KAKARA
P/S Collector 1.00 28 38 NGoLOGO KAKARA P/S
ISAKA-ILOTO Collector 1.00 3.3 4.3| ISAKA ILOTO
NGULUMBI - KISOKO 2 5
P/S Collector NGULUMBI KISOKO P/S
KINYALA - IGEMBE Collector 1.90 1.9 1.9] KINYALA IGEMBE
Total
KIBUMBE-IGOGWE Collector 15 1.5| KIBUMBE IGOGWE
UWANJA WA
KIWIRA NGEGE(KALONGO) - 3 3| UWANJA WA
ISAKA Collector NGEGE - ISAKA
Total
LUBWE-RUNGWE- 4.20 42
NDULILO Collector : ““| LUBWE NDULILO
ISAKA- LUPEPO-
KIBWE Collector 15.70 157 1saka KIBWE
KYELA ROAD-COLD 0.71 071 COLD ROOM
ROOM BUILDING Collector KYELA ROAD | BUILDING
MWAMBEGELE- 5.00 5| MWAMBEGE
KIPUMBU-SIMIKE Collector LE SIMIKE
NSONGWA
(KILABUNI)- 3.80 3.8 NSONGWA NSONGWA
NSONGWA P/S Collector (KILABUNI) P/S
SALEMU P/S - KITOPE Collector 15 1.5| SALEMU P/S KITOPE
ILENGE-NSONGWA-
KYILI Collector 280 4 68| | enGE ILENGE
KK-KYIMO DSP Collector 0.7 0.7| KK KYIMO DSP
NDULILO -
BUTUNDU- 5.00 5
NSYUKULA Collector NDULILO NSYUKULA
ILUNDO S/M - 07 07
RUNGWE Collector : "1 ILUNDO S/M RUNGWE
MABULI - NEW LAND Collector 1.00 2 3| MABULI NEW LAND
KYIMO ILAMBA - KANGENGE 3 3
- LUBWE Collector ILAMBA LUBWE
KIKOTA - ILOLO - 5 5
IBIGI Collector KIKOTA IBIGI
KK - ILALABWE -
NGANA Collector 4.00 4 8| kk NGANA
MWAMBEGELE - 4.00 4| MWAMBEGE | SOGO
SUGU LUPOTO Collector LE LUPOTO
LUPOTO - 1.20 12 KIBISI(MWAS
KIBISI(MWASUBILA) Collector LUPOTO UBILA)
KIANGALA(KISIBI) - 1.93 1.93| KIANGALA(K
KATABE Collector ISIBI) KATABE
KIVANGA-KYIMO -
KITOPE Collector 0.50 15 2| KIVANGA KITOPE
MOGEGE - SYUKULA 210 2 41 SYUKULA
JuU Collector MOGEGE Juu
KIKUBA - LUPOTO 2.20 22
SEC - IKAMA Collector KIKUBA IKAMA
KIVANGA(KYIMO 21 21| KIVANGA(KY
JUU) - KISEGESE Collector IMOJUU) KISEGESE
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RUNGWE
KIWIRA P/S - 2.00 4 6.5 Mmission
RUNGWE MISSION Collector ROAD KIWIRA P/S
KIBISI - KATABE 1.7 1.7 KATABE
CHURCH Collector KIBISI CHURCH
SOGEA - KILIMANI- 48 48 RUNGWE
RUNGWE MISSION Collector SOGEA MISSION
KK - MKUKA Collector 0.8 0.8| KK MKUKA
Total Collector
LUSUNGO-LUSUNGO 12 12
B Collector : ““| LUSUNGO LUSUNGO B
KATUMBA-LUPOTO 240 4
P/S Collector : | KATUMBA LUPOTO P/S
KASANGA - 3.4 3.4
LUSUNGO - ILINGA Collector KASANGA ILINGA
MPUGHA(ILINGA) - 1.3 1.3| MPUGHA(ILI

IBIGH! MPUGHA Collector NGA) MPUGHA
IKAMA(MBAKA JUU) - 42 42| IKAMA(MBA
LUPOTO S/M Collector KA JUU) LUPOTO S/M
ITUMA - LUBIGA (B) Collector 4.4 44| ITUMA LUBIGA (B)
LUBIGA (A)- LUBIGA
(®) Collector 081 0811 | UBiGA A LUBIGA B
Total
MWAMBENJA - 16 16
IPONJOLA Collector : | MWAMBENJA | IPONJOLA
BAGAMOYO-BATINI Collector 0.27 0.27| BAGAMOYO BATINI
MAJENGO-
MORRAVIAN 0.23 0.23 MORRAVIAN

BAGAMOYO | CHURCH Collector MAJENGO CHURCH

BAGAMOYO- 0.4 04 MAKABURIN
MAKABURINI Collector BAGAMOYO I
MAJENGO-TANESCO Collector 0.90 0.9] MAJENGO TANESCO
Total
BAGAMOYO-KAPUGI Collector 7.50 7.5| BAGAMOYO KAPUGI
MAKANDANA-
IBUNGILA SEC. 7.50 7.5| MAKANDAN | IBUNGILA
SCHOOL Collector A SEC. SCHOOL
KAPUGI-LIENJE Collector 3.00 6.2 9.2| KAPUGI LIENJE
IBUNGILA- MALINDO
WARD OFFICE- 1.71 1 2.71
KAPUGI Collector IBUNGILA KAPUGI
IBUNGILA(DARAJANI 25 25| |IBUNGILA(DA | BUNYAKAPE
) - BUNYAKAPETA Collector RAJANI) TA
IGALAM - SEGELA - 2 2

MALINDO LUKINGI P/S Collector IGALAM LUKINGI P/S
MPUNGUTI- LUKINGI- 1.70 7 8.7
ISAJILO Collector MPUNGUTI ISAJILO
KASYA-KIGUGU- 6.9 6.9
MPUNGUTI Collector KASYA MPUNGUTI
LUTENGANO - 13 1.3 ISAJILO(UZU
ISAJILO(UZUNGUNI) Collector LUTENGANO | NGUNI)
KISINDILE P/S-
LUTENGANO P/S- 55 55
MPUGA DSP Collector KISINDILE P/S | MPUGA DSP
KAPUGI-MALINDO- 3.9 3.9
KAGWINA Collector KAPUGI KAGWINA
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LUMBILA S/M -
KAPUGI Collector 3.60 360 | UmBILASIM | KAPUGI
IBUNGILA - 4.90 4.90 MAKANDAN
MAKANDANA(KILUH : . A(KILUHARA
ARA) Collector IBUNGILA )
LUTENGANO
QUARTERS- 0.80 0.80| LUTENGANO | LUTENGANO
LUTENGANO P/S Collector QUARTERS P/S
MAKANDANA P/S -
MALINDO WEO 48 4.8 MAKANDAN MALINDO
OFFICE. Collector AP/S WEO OFFICE.
Total Collector
MALINDO/MA NDEMBELA- 21 21
KANDANA IBUNGILA Collector NDEMBELA IBUNGILA
BUJINGA - NDOLA Collector 1.00 1.00] BUJINGA NDOLA
NDEMBELA-
KAGWINA Collector 5.00 500/ \DEMBELA KAGWINA
MAKANDANA 1 5 5iNGA - ISOKO Collector 2.40 2.40 BUJINGA ISOKO
IGAMBA - NDOLA Collector 2.4 2.4| IGAMBA NDOLA
Total
KAWETELE CHINI- 0.50 0.50| KAWETELE
IGAMBA Collector CHINI IGAMBA
KYELA ROAD - 1.0 1.30
MAGEREZA Collector : Y| KYELA ROAD | MAGEREZA
KIMEI(KAWETELE
WARD OFFICE) - 11 11| KIMEI(KAWE
BUJINGA SEC. : | TELE WARD BUJINGA
SCHOOL Collector OFFICE) SEC. SCHOOL
KAWETELE KIWIRA ROAD - 210 51| KIWIRA
NDEMBELA Collector : “| ROAD NDEMBELA
TUKUYU STENDI - 03 0.3| TUKUYU MACHINJION
MACHINJIONI Collector STENDI I
KYELA
DSO-KYELA ROAD Collector 030 03| pso ROAD
KYELA ROAD - PCCB Collector 1.00 1| KYELA PCCB
Total Collector
SABATO-TANDALE Collector 0.5 0.5| SABATO TANDALE
TANESCO-BOMANI Collector 0.1 0.1| TANESCO BOMAN
KEEPLEFT-TUKUYU 115 115
SIS Collector : 2| KEEPLEFT TUKUYU S/S
SOKOMJINGA- KATUMBA
MAFULA SOAP- 1.50 0.8 2.3 DISABLED
KATUMBA DISABLED CHILDREN
CHILDREN P/S Collector SOKOMJINGA | P/S
MADARAKA- 2 2 BULYAGA
BULYAGA KYARA Collector MADARAKA KYARA
BULYAGA
LANGIBOSS- MPINDO Collector 2.1 2.1| LANGIBOSS MPINDO
DC HOUSE GATE- 0.20 0.2| DC HOUSE
MSASANI Collector GATE MSASANI
DC OFFICE GATE- 0.50 05| DC OFFICE
MABONDE Collector GATE MABONDE
Total Collector
KEEPLEFT - SABATO Collector 0.32 0.32| KEEPLEFT SABATO
LUTHERANI - 03 0.3
SABATO Collector : °| LUTHERANI SABATO
Total
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BULYAGA/ITA 2.00 6.5 8.5
GATA/SUMA BULYAGA-NDITU Collector BULYAGA NDITU
Total
MASA - MASA CHINI Collector 3.2 3.2| MASA MASA CHINI
BUSONA P/S - SUMA Collector 3.3 3.3| BUSONA P/S SUMA
NDITU - KIPWA 31 31 KIPWA
BRIDGE Collector NDITU BRIDGE
SUMA ITENDE-MALAMBA 6.30 6.3 MALAMBA
P/S Collector ITENDE P/S
ITENDE-KABALE Collector 25 2.5| ITENDE KABALE
SUMA - KABALE Collector 1.63 1.63| SUMA IBALE
Total
SUMA-MBAFWA Collector 1.00 6.8 7.8/ SUMA MBAFWA
MWALE - KITULI Collector 1.00 4 5| MWALE KITULI
UKUKWE PJS - 21 21
MASEBE Collector : | UKUKWE P/S | IKAMA
MWALE - IKAMA Collector 2.00 3.3 5.3 MWALE IKAMA
MASEBE
35 35| UKUKWE
UKUKWE PRIMARY : | PRIMARY
SCHOOL-IPEMBE Collector SCHOO IPEMBE
MASEBE-LOTA- 27 27
KITULI 1 Collector : "1 MASEBE KITULI 1
Total Collector
USHIRIKA-PAKATI Collector 3.30 3.3| USHIRIKA PAKATI
KYIAMBELELE- 31 3.1| KILAMBALEL
USHIRIKA Collector E USHIRIKA
MASEBE DSP. -
MPUGUSO TTC - 2.00 3.2 5.2 BUGOBA
BUGOBA KIBAONI. Collector MASEBE DSP | KIBAONI.
KAY UKI
BUJELA - KAYUKI 4.8 4.8 GIRLS SEC
MPUGUSO GIRLS SEC SCHOOL Collector BUJELA SCHOOL
MPUGUSO
MORAVIANI - 0.50 15 2| MPUGUSO
MIBULA P/S Collector MORAVIANI MIBULA P/S
MPUMBULI - ’6 ’6
KIPYELA Collector : | MPUMBULI KIPYELA
KASYETO -
MPUMBULI - 1.00 2.2 3.2
USHIRIKA Collector KASYETO USHIRIKA
Total
STAMICO-NGUBATI 4.80 48
P/S Collector : °| sTAMICO NGUBATI P/S
KISONDELA - 2.00 2
BUGOBA Collector : KISONDELA BUGOBA
ILULWE - 3.70 37 KAPOLOGWE
KAPOLOGWE WATER : . WATER
KISONDELA FALLS Collector ILULWE FALLS
NDUBI - KISSA - 4.00 4
MAKETE Collector : NDUBI MAKETE
MPUGHA - ISUBA Collector 6 MPUGHA ISUBA
NDUBI-KIBATATA Collector 21 2.1| NDUBI KIBATATA
KIBATATA - KARA Collector 3 3| KIBATATA KARA
Total

109




Rungwe District Council, Socio-Economic Profile, 2015

BULONGWE (MBILA)- 180 18 BONDE
BONDE NYASA : °| BULONGWE NYASA
OFFICE Collector (MBILA) OFFICE
ILEMBULA(BULONG 2 2| ILEMBULA(B
WE) - MBILA Collector ULONGWE) MBILA
MABONDE -
ILEMBULA(KASYETO 3.6 3.6 ILEMBULA(K
) Collector MABONDE ASYETO)
MSASANI MPINDO - LUFUMBI Collector 1.00 1.6 2.6| MPINDO LUFUMBI
BOMANI-MABONDE Collector 2.5 2.5| BOMANI MABONDE
BOMANI-MSASANI Collector 1.70 1.7| BOMANI MSASANI
05 05 YOUTH
MSASANI-YOUTH : : CATHORIC
CATHORIC CENTRE Collector MSASANI CENTRE
KATUSYO-PAKATI P/S Collector 3.5 3.5| KATUSYO PAKATI P/S
Total
MSASANI/MAS | BUSISYA-LUFUMBI- 15.70 15.7| BUSISYA
OKO/KISIBA BULONGWE Collector BULONGWE
BUSISYA-BUSISYA- 1.00 6.1 71
ISABULA Collector NSYASYA ISABULA
LANDANI-ISABULA- 4.00 5 9
MASUKULU Collector LANDANI MASUKULU
KISIBA NSASYA - BUTUMBA- 55 55
BUSILYA Collector BUSISYA BUTUMBA
Collector
BULONGWE- 10.40 10.4
NGASEKE-IGEMBE Collector BULONGWE IGEMBE
Total Collector
BUJELA - MPOMBO Collector 5 5| BUJELA MPOMBO
BUJELA BUJELA - KILOBA Collector 11.00 11| BUJELA KILOBA
SEGERA - MASUKULU Collector 0.8 0.8| SEGERA MASUKULU
Total Collector
BUJELA/MASU | PAKATI-MASUKULU - 25.10 5.3 30.4
KULU MPAKANI Collector PAKATI MPAKANI
1JIGHA-KIGANGE- 35 35
BUJELA Collector . | IJIGHA BUJELA
MASUKULU NJUGILO-KIKOLE Collector 3.40 3.4\ NJUGILO KIKOLE
Total Collector
KIKOLE - NSANGA Collector 0.7 0.7| KIKOLE NSANGA
MATWEBE MASUKULU-KILOLE Collector 8.3 8.3| MASUKULU KILOLE
Total
ITETE - KAPUGI Feeder 4.00 ITETE KAPUGI
NDEMBELA - IBABU Feeder 5 NDEMBELA IBABU
IGEMBE - LUBIGA 2 2
DISP. - ITETE Feeder IGEMBE ITETE
LUFINGO NDULILO-ITETE Feeder 11.00 11| NDULILO ITETE
SIMIKE- NDEMBELA Feeder 7.80 7.8| SIMIKE NDEMBELA
IGEMBE - BUSANGO Feeder 4.1 4.1 |GEMBE BUSANGO
ITETE - BUJENDA Feeder 25 25| [TETE BUJENDA
Total Feeder
LUGOMBO-MASEBE Feeder 1.20 1.2| LucomMBO MASEBE
ILIMA MASEBE - 3.50 35
KISONDELA Feeder : | MASEBE KISONDELA
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MASEBE-BUGOBA-

LUTETE Feeder 4.00 6 10 vasEBE LUTETE
NGUJUBWAJE- 6.4 6.4 NGUNJUBWA
CHIVANJE-LUGOMBO Feeder JE LUGOMBO
ITULA - CHIVANJE - 5 5
LUGOMBO Feeder ITULA LUGOMBO
LUGOMBO- 5.40 5.4
KATUNDULU Feeder : “*| LUGOMBO KATUNDULU
KAFYOFYO- MASEBE Feeder 1.7 1.7| KAFYOFYO MASEBE
MASEBE DSP. - 14 14 KUYUKI
KUYUKI GIRLS SEC. : . GIRLS SEC.
SCHOOL. Feeder MASEBE DSP. | SCHOOL.
Total Feeder
NKUNGA-LUGOMBO Feeder 3.5 3.5| NKUNGA LUGOMBO
IBILILO - MPOMBO Feeder 5.3 5.3| IBILILO MPOMBO
IBILILO - MWATELI Feeder 4.1 4.1| BILILO MWATELI
NKUNGA NKUNGA SEC. - 6.3 6.3| NKUNGA
LUBWE Feeder . | SEC. LUBWE
IKAMA - NKUNGA Feeder 3.2 3.2| [KAMA NKUNGA
Total Feeder
IBUNGU-KYOBO JUU Feeder IBUNGU KYOBO JUU
IKUTI-LUMBE Feeder IKUTI LUMBE
IKUTI MAGEREZA - MBOYO 7 7

- IKUTI Feeder MAGEREZA IKUTI
IKUTI-LUMBE Feeder 6.2 6.2| |KUTI LUMBE
Total
IKAMA - ITAGATA - 76 76
LUFUMBI Feeder IKAMA LUFUMBI
LUFUMBI - 35 35 KAPANDAPA
KAPANDAPANDA Community LUFUMBI NDA
IKAMA - MAHENGE 3 3| MAHENGE

ITAGATA S/IM Community SIM IKAMA
IKAMA - ISANGA Community 3.3 3.3| IKAMA ISANGA
IPONJOLA-IPANDE Community 7.9 7.9] IPONJOLA IPANDE
IKATA (KYIMO) - 79 7.9| IKATA
IBAGA - LUGOMBO Community (KYIMO) LUGOMBO
Total

LUPEPO IBILILO - KILYOSA Community 8 8| IBILILO KILYOSA

Source:Rungwe District Council

4.1.4 Agricultural Productivity of the Road Network
Agricultural productivity road network gives an iodtion of intensity of road network into
agriculture development by establishing tonnageckfps per kilometre. Rungwe District
Council had agricultural production of total ton36,455.90 in the 2014/15 which covered
290.25 tonnes/km for both food and cash crops mtiatu (Table 4.9)

Table4. 9: Agricultural Productivity of the Road Network;Rungwe District Council; 2014/15

Total Road Length (km)

Agricultural Production (tonnes)

Food crops

Cash crops

Total

Tonnes/km

1,400.36

384,776.10

21,679.

30

406,455.9290.25
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Source:Rungwe District Council

4. 2 Railway Transport
Rungwe district council does not have a railway gasses through it.

4.3Air Services
Just like the railway network, Rungwe district does have air services.

4.4Telecommunication Service

Rungwe District Council enjoys internet and telepheervices (both cellular phone and land
line based telephone services) and postal servitdgaga Ward is the most privileged area in
the district councilas it is well accessed to theve mentioned telecommunications services.
However, there are no television stations but fasndanzania Local Television channels like
Independent Television (ITV), Channel Ten; Tanzawional Broadcasting Television (TBC)
can be accessed. Currently, there are two (2) rsidiions transmitting from Rungwe District
Council which are Rungwe Radio and Chai Fm.TheeeXinternet cafes in Council and the
number is increasing as time goes by. There arergle@xternal radio stations that are accessible
in the council. Postal services are confined tty&8ga Ward only.

Table 4.6: Telecommunications Services; Rungwe Digtt Council; 2015

Number of Number of Accessibility of Mobile Phone Services
Tel. Lines . Number of Number of .
(land lines) Telev_|5|on Radio Stations | Internet Centres | Phone company name Eslimatct
Stations Coverage (%)
1 2 5| Tigo -
Vodacom -
Airtel -
Zantel -
Halotel -
TTCL(Mobile) 50

Source:Rungwe District Council

4.5 Energy Sector Development
Energy is a prerequisite for proper functioningnefrly all sectors in the economy; hence the
importance of energy as a sector in the regionah@ay is a recognized fact. It is an important
input whose availability and quality determinescass or failure of development projects.

4.5.1 Electricity

Electricity supply helps to support and acceletaith social and economic development in any
country. It therefore contributes to improvementted quality of life as well as social wellbeing
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in rural areas. Rungwe District Council is similar other areas of the country, whereby
TANESCO is the sole supplier of electricity in t@uncil

Table 4.7 shows the total number of 58,259customsirsy electricity for institution, domestic
and commercial purposers from 2011 to 2015. The dhow number of customers using
electricity for institution are 69 with a propomiaf 0.1percent, followed by 54,694 customers
using electricity for domestic purposes which aeted for 93.9 percent and 3,496 customers
using electricity for commercial purposes with agmrtion of 6 percent.

Table 4.7: Number of Customers using/connected tol&ctricity in Rungwe District Council; 2011 - 2015

Year __ Number of C_ustomers -
Institution Domestic Commercial

2011 13 8342 652
2012 13 9652 682
2013 13 10,342 712
2014 14 12,008 720
2015 16 14,350 730
Total 69 54,694 3,496
Percent 0.1 93.9 6

Source: Rungwe District Council

4.5.2 Fuel wood (Firewood and Charcoal)

The results from 2012, Population and Housing Cershows that, 84.9 percent of the total
househols in Rungwe District Council (58,924 hoaddt)uses firewood as the main source of
energy for cooking whilecharcoal account for onB:9 percent. The results further show that
among the total households in Rungwe District Cduficl percent uses firewood as the main
source of energy for lighting.

4.5.3 Biogas and Solar Energy

The results from 2012 Population and Housing Cerstusv that, no household in Rungwe
District Council reports using either biogas orasotnergy as the main source of enerry for
cooking. The results further show that, out of th&al households in Rungwe District Council
(58,924), 1.1 percent of the households use sokngg as the main source of energy for lighting
and 0.06 uses biogas as a main source of lightihgs important for the district council to
continue encouraging people to use biogasas aeaifrenergy for cooking as alternatives to
fuel wood and charcoal in order to reduce the piresseing exerted on forests.

4.5.4 Fossil Fuel
The 2012 Population and Housing Census indicatetl 10 percent of the households in
Rungwe District Council (58,924 households) userbdene/paraffin for cooking. The results
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further revealed that majority of households in ua District Council uses Kerosene (Wick
lamps) and Kerosene (lantern/ Chimney) for lightwigich accounts for 62.6 percent and 15.2
percent respectively.

4.5.5 Policy Implication on Economic Infrastructure

Improvement of road infrastructures is highly recoemded. To improve roads will have
multiplier effect such as increase in transportattd goods and social services and improve
social welfare of the Rungwe District Council. Mover, as the majority of Rungwe District
Council population use firewood and charcoal fooking it is important for the district council
to continue encouraging people to use alternatoweces of energy instead of fuel wood and
charcoal in order to reduce the pressure beingteckem forests. Addition to that, electricity
costs have to be further reduced especially in areas to increase number of electricity users.
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CHAPTER FIVE
Social Services

5.0 Introduction

Social services are a range of public servicesigeavby government, private, and non-profit
organizations. These social services includes;tihealducation water supply and sanitation.
Effective access and well-equipped social servizesa prerequisite to improving the quality of
life and promoting the well-being for all. One dfet goals of Tanzania Vision 2025 is at
achieving a high quality livelihood for the peopfehigh quality livelihood for all Tanzanians is
expected to be attained through strategies whicirenthe realization of the following goals:
access to Universal Primary Education (UPE), tlaglieation of illiteracy, attainment of a level
of tertiary education and training that is commeata with a critical mass of high quality
human resources required to effectively respond raadter the development challenges at all
levels, access to quality primary health care fibr Access to quality reproductive health
services for all individuals of appropriate agesgRction in infant and maternal mortality rates
by three-quarters of current levels and universeéss to safe water.

Chapter five discusses the status of social sesvit&yela District Council. The chapter assess
the development of health sector in terms of abdity of health facilities, status of morbidity
and mortality cases, prevalence of HIV/AIDS andvprdgive measures, tuberculosis (TB) and
malaria prevalence, mother and Child Health Careluding; child nutrition and
immunization.Accessibility of water in Public HdaFacilities is also discussed in this chapter.

Education sector is also discussed in this chaptez.chapter highlights education performance
in Kyela District Council based on; available prayary, primary and secondary school;
students enrolment and completion rate; studerds e, status of school facilities including,
classroomspitlatrines,teacher houses, desks, libraries , laboratorigsyitiries, source of water
and source of electricity. Status of teachers ab#el and their qualification is also discussed
under education sector.

Moreover, Water supply and sanitation is also dised in this chapter. Performance of water
supply for both rural and urban areas of KyelafsCouncil is highlighted in terms of sources,
technology and capacity of water supply. StatusSahitation in the district is also briefly
explained.
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5.1 Health Sector

Rungwe District Council has managed to improve thefakilities through Health Sector Reform

Program whose main focus is:

. To create an enabling environment for encouragmg@fe sector investment;

. To give authority to district councils to run theiwvn district hospitals;

. To give priority to preventive services; and

. To strengthen community participation in the finagcof their own health care services
including cost sharing, establishment of commuhiggalth funds in various districts and
expanding the catchments area of the National Hé¢urance Fund.

The quality of both private and public health seegi delivered in any district can be determined
by the existing health infrastructure, availabiliyyd accessibility of medical supplies and
commitment of health practitioners. As a resultpliementation of preventive and curative
measures and availability of medicine supportethieypolitical will to improve the health status
of the people are important elements towards tlheess of the health sector. In response to this
ambitious goal, Rungwe District has managed tdoéistahealth infrastructure by including both
the government and non-government health facilitieall 29 wards, though some of them are
not in good condition due to lack of regular manatece. However, the district faces shortages
of health practitioners and medicine which in taause preventable loss of peoples’ lives from
common diseases most of which are preventable. mipr killer diseases in this district
include; clinical AIDS, UTI, malaria, tuberculoséd diarrhea, cardiovascular disorder among
others.

As Table 5.1 shows, the health facilities in th&trilit consist of 2 hospitals, 4 health centres and
37 dispensaries. The data reveals that most ofh#edth facilities are managed by the
government as an indication of the government'sreffto manage, support and strengthen
health services sustainably in collaboration withthbthe private sector and development
partners

5.1.1 Health Facilities

The status of health services in any district casilg be measured through the available health
facilities. Health facilities includes; dispensatidealth centers and hospitals. Dispensary is the
first health post in the district referral systeBy. national standards, a dispensary is supposed to
serve 10,000 people. Health centers is the fifetna centers for cases that cannot be handed by
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dispensaries. Thus, it is the second level of rafet the district. Health center by national
average standards, is supposed to serve 50,000epé&ngtrict hospital forms the apex of the
district referral system.

The National Health Policy of 2007 states thatrehghould be at least one dispensary within
five (5) square kilometers, one health center witten (10) square kilometer and at least one
hospital at district level. Furthermore the Natiokizalth Policy state that, there should be at
least one dispensary in each village, one healttecén each ward and at least one hospital at

the district level.

5.1.1.1 Availability of Health Facilities by Ownersip

Table 5.1 shows distribution of health facilitiey type and ward whereby, there are two
hospitals (one government owned, and one non-gowamh owned), two government owned
health centre and two non-government owned healtlre. In addition, there are 32 government

dispensaries and 5 non —government dispensaries.

Table 5.1: Availability of Health Facilities by Ownership and by ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Type of Facility
Ward Hospitals Health Centres Dispensaries
Govt | Non Govt Govt Non Govt Govt| Non Govt

Swaya
Masebe
Suma
Itagata
Lupepo
Masukulu
Ndanto
Kisiba
Masoko
Bujela
llima
Kisondela
Ikuti
Malindo
Mpuguso
Kikole
Lufingo
Nkunga
Kyimo
Kinyala
Kiwira
Isongole
Ikama
Ibighi
Bagamoyo
Kawetele
Bulyaga
Msasani

ololololClo|o|Clo|P|o|e|P|olo|ClolPlo|olo|ololololololo

o|o|ololClo|o|PlF|C|o|e|P|o|o|Plo|C|o|o|o|o|o|o|olo|o|o
o|o|o|olClo|o|Ple|C|o|CP|o|o|F | o|C|o|o|C|o|r|o|lolo|o|o
ololr|olClo|o|Clo|C|lo|e|P|o|o|P|r|Plololo|o|olololololo
o|olo|o|C|r|w|® P IPlwFP|Clo|R|F|w|[® kNP k| ok |k Nk -
olololo|Plo|o|F|oP|o|e|P|r|o|P|lolP|lo|o|o|r|ololololalo
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Makandana

1

Total

1

Source Rungwe District Council

Figure 5.1: Availability of Health Facilities by Ownership, Rungwe District

Council; 2011-2015
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Table 5.2a shows that in Rungwe District there isignificant shortage of health facilities

excluding dispensaries that are available in masta: The number of health facilities in 2002
was 43, out of which there were two hospitals omey&la Ward and the other in Makandana
Ward, four health centres spread in four wardsMakukulu, Kisondela, Ikuti and Kawetele.

Moreover, there were 37 dispensaries whereby &abte3 dispensaries were serving 13 wards,
8 dispensaries in 4 wards, 12 dispensaries in dsvand 4 dispensaries in one Kiwira Ward. On
the contrary, there were dispensaries in five wafdBagamoyo, Kawetele, Bulyaga, Msasani
and Makandama
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5.1.1.2 Growth Status of Health Facilities by Owneship and Ward

Table 5.2a: Growth Status and Distribution of Govenment Health Facilities by ward, Rungwe District
Council 2011 to 2015

Number of Hospitals

Number of Health Centers

Numbeiof Dispensaries

Ward

2011

2012

2013

2014

5

N
o
ey

2011

2012

2013

2014 7

01611

P 2012

2014

2015
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@

D

D

Masebe

D
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D
D
D

Itagata

Lupepo

Masukulu

o= TOTOTOTo

O TOToOOo[O
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Kisiba

Masoko

(=}

Slelsdienyiellellelle] i)

Bujela

llima

Kisondela

=)

NN ENE R RN

lkuti

Malindo

©

Mpuguso

Kikole
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Nkunga

Kyimo

Kinyala

Kiwira

N

Isongole

(=]

(=]

lkama

O

O

Ibighi

OlalalPlol9O|gloO|glolP I9lolalOlalklalala

Np pgPrPogPRPO LRrRP 0 RPN vORRNYR R

Bagamoyo

Kawetele

TERY

Bulyaga
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alololalPlolal®PP|Plolo|9alo|Pnl|Plolol9olololalalalo
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Source Rungwe District Council

Figure 5.2a: Distribution of Government Health Fadlities, Rungwe District Council 2011 to 2015
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Table 5.2b shows the growth status and distributionon-government health facilities by ward
in Rungwe District Council from 2011 2012, 2013120and 2015.According to the data there
were 9 non-government health facilities in theraist out of which there were two hospitals in
Kinyala Ward and Makandana Ward, two health centreKisondela and Kawetele wards and

five dispensaries in Ndato Ward, Mpuguso Ward ,

dispensaries.

ikawwVard and Ibighi Ward with two

Table 5.2b: Growth Status and Distribution of Non-Gvernment Health Facilities by ward, Rungwe Distri¢
Council; 2002, 2005, 2009, 2012 and 2015

ward

Number of Hospitals

Number of Health Centers

Numberof Dispensaries

2011

2012

2013

2014 2017

5 20

11 20

12 2

D13 2

14

o

20 1GEL

2 2012] 2013 2014 2015
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@
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o
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D
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O
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Figure 5.2b: Distribution of Non-Government Health Facilities, Rungwe District Council; 2011-2015
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In Rungwe District Council, available official h&alfacilities are not adequate to serve the ever
growing population. In response to this challentpe, District Authority established primary
rural health centers in all villages to complem#m existing facilities. These centers were
operated by Village Health Workers (VHWS) assidbgdTraditional Birth Attendants (TBAS)
under supervision of Village Health Committees (\4)IC

Table 5.3 shows distribution of 266 complementawdRHealth Service Providers by ward, in
Rungwe District Council in 2015whereby the district had 28 trained Traditional tiBir
Attendants, 230 Village Health Workers and 8 Tiadiél Medical Practitionerdt ward level,
Lufingo Ward has the largest number (16) VHWsas pfcomplementary Rural Health Service
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Providers, followed by Suma ,Kisiba ,Malindo, KikpINkunga and lkama wards each ward has

12 VHWs. Other wards have the number of VHWSs ragdiom 4 to 8 WHWSs.

Table 5.3: Distribution of Complementary Rural Heath Service Providers by Ward, Rungwe District

Council; 2015
Ward No. of No. of VHWSs No. of VHP No. of
TBAs(Trained) TMP(Registered)
Swaya 2 6 0 1
Masebe 0 8 0 0
Suma 1 12 0 0
Itagata 0 6 0 0
Lupepo 0 8 0 0
Masukulu 0 6 0 0
Ndanto 1 4 0 0
Kisiba 1 12 0 1
Masoko 3 6 0 0
Bujela 4 8 0 0
llima 0 4 0 0
Kisondela 0 6 0 0
Ikuti 0 8 0 2
Malindo 0 12 0 0
Mpuguso 1 8 0 0
Kikole 1 12 0 0
Lufingo 0 16 0 1
Nkunga 2 12 0 0
Kyimo 0 8 0 1
Kinyala 0 8 0 0
Kiwira 0 6 0 0
Isongole 0 10 0 0
lkama 0 12 0 0
Ibighi 1 8 0 0
Bagamoyo 2 4 0 1
Kawetele 2 4 0 0
Bulyaga 1 6 0 0
Msasani 1 6 0 0
Makandana 5 4 0 0
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| Total | 28 | 230 | 0 | 8
SourceRungwe District Council
Note: TBA: Traditional Birth Attendants VHP: VillagHealth Post, TMP: Traditional Medical Practitiome
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5.1.2 Morbidity

The main purpose of the health sector is to deliuality services to all people and this includes
controlling or reducing morbidity or sicknessesethger with mortality rates and these are the
key targets of any health service development &ffd?lanning and implementation of health
services is possible if the government takes amrate inventory of reported cases that are
routinely recorded at health facilities at ward arithge levels.

5.1.2.1 Out-patients and In-patients

Table 5.4 gives the number of In and Out Patiemid Boctors in both public and private
hospitals and health centres by Ward in Rungweribis€ouncil from 2002, 2005, 2012 and
2015 as well as the number of clinicians during shene period. There are 63,765 patients in
public hospitals and health centres and 6,712 fwilaaspitals and health centres. In addition to
that there were 162 clinicians in public hospit@hel health centres and 37 clinicians in private
hospitals and health centres.

At ward level the largest number of patients (28,44th one clinician in public and private
health facilities was reported in Kinyala Ward,ldeled by Kawetele Ward (3,412 with 2
clinicians), Kisondela Ward (2,810, with 4 clinio®), Kiwira Ward (1,496 with 3 clinicians),
Ndanto Ward (1,093 with 1 clinician ), Ibighi Wafd72 with 2 clinicians) and Mpuguso Ward
(724 with 2 clinicians).
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Table 5.4: Number of In and Out Patients and Docts by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2002, 2005, 202
and 2015

Number of In and Out patients in Hospitals and Heéth Centres

Number of Clinicians

Ward 2002 2005 2012 2015 2002 2005 2012 2015
Pub | Prv | Pub Prv Pub Prv Pub Pr Pub | Prv | Pub | Prv | Pub | Prv | Pub | Prv
Swaya 128 0 154 0 202 0 228 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Masebe 132 0 158 0 207 0 235 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Suma 156 0 187 0 241 0 276 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Itagata 192 0 230 0 292 0 338 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Lupepo 134 0 161 0 210 0 238 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Masukulu 248 0 298 0 370 0 434 0 3 0 2 0 2 0 2 0
Ndanto 99 78 119 101 161 122 178 235 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Kisiba 85 0 102 0 141 0 154 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Masoko 118 0 142 0 188 0 211 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Bujela 92 0 110 0 151 0 166 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
llima 219 0 263 0 329 0 384 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Kisondela 297 | 201| 356 261 439 314 518 605 1 2 1 3 2 1 2 2
Ikuti 321 0 385 0 473 0 559 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 3 0
Malindo 102 0 122 0 165 0 184 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Mpuguso 76 42 91 55 129 66 139 126 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Kikole 0 0 0 0 22 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lufingo 189 0 227 0 287 0 333 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Nkunga 202 0 242 0 306 0 355 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Kyimo 111 0 133 0 178 0 199 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Kinyala 4592 | O 5510 0 6469 0 7874 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
Kiwira 203 56 244 73 307 87 357 169 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Isongole 142 0 170 0 221 0 252 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 0
Ikama 95 0 114 0 155 0 172 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ibighi 0 108 0 140 22 168 9 325 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Bagamoyo 0 0 0 0 22 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Kawetele 0 492 0 640 22 768 9 1481 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2
Bulyaga 0 0 0 0 22 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Msasani 0 0 0 0 22 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Makandana 3892 | O 4670 0 5486 0 6675 0 14 0 14 0 13 0 16 0
Total 11,825| 977 | 14,188| 1,270| 17,239| 1,524| 20,513| 2,941 41 9 40 | 10 | 39 8 42 | 10

SourceRungwe District Council
Note:Doctors include: MO, AMO, ADO, DDS, Clinical Officand Specialist

Pub: Public, Prv: Private

In 2012, Table 5.5 also shows the distribution oftdrs in Rungwe District Council whereby
total population was 220,949 with 36 doctors, theeze 6,137 people per doctor, in 2012 there
were 242,809 people with 38 doctors, hence theme W90 persons per doctor. In 2015 the
total population was 236,396 and a total of 38 diaGttherefore the average population per
doctor is 6,931. The trend shows average populgtesrdoctor increased from 6137 in 2002 to
6,390 then in 2015 the average population per dacds 6,931. However, the WHO rcommends
one doctor must serve 1,000 people, thus Rungwieictisouncil is still below the WHO
standard. This suggests due to the rapidly inerggsopulation one doctor will continue to
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serve an increasing average population, unlesgdtiernment embarks on a special progamme
of training more doctors to fill in the wideningma

At ward level, in 2002 one doctor in Kiwira Wardrgad a heaviest burden of serving average
population of 20,119, in 2012 this average incrédse25,224 persons/doctor and in 2015 the
average population per doctor increased to 27,88teover, in 2015 other wards with large

average population per doctor was Lufingo Ward §28, persons /doctor), Nkunga (17,507
persons/doctor), Kyimo (15,223 persons/doctor), mo (15,153 persons/ doctor), Kinyala
(13,962 persons/doctor) and Kisondela (12,009 perdoctor). Other wards had average
populations per doctor ranging from 2,262 (Sumad)/tar 9,654 (Ibighi Ward).

Table 5.5: Distribution of Doctors (AMO, MO, DDS, ADO, CO and Specialist) among Population by ward;
Rungwe District Council; 2002, 2012 and 2015

2002 2012 2015
Total Average Total Average Total Average
Ward Population D-I(-)?:E[?)Irs Population | Population D-[)(t):tt?)lrs Population | Population D-I(-)?:E[?)Irs Population
(Census) Per Doctor | (Census) Per Doctor | (Census) Per Doctor

Swaya* - - - 7,555 1 7,555 8,196 1 8,196
Masebe* - - - 4,967 1 4,967 5,388 1 5,388
Suma 11,448 3 3,816 6,256 3 2,085 6,786 3 2,262
Masukulu 9,516 1 9,516 5,795 1 5,795 6,286 1 6,286
Kisiba 6,167 1 6,167 6,629 1 6,629 7,191 1 7,191
Masoko 8,224 1 8,224 6,136 1 6,136 6,656 1 6,656
Bujela 6,090 1 6,090 5,579 1 5,579 6,052 1 6,052
llima 7,779 1 7,779 6,737 1 6,737 7,308 1 7,308
Kisondela 11,858 1 11,858 11,07¢ 1 11,070 12,009 1 12,009
Ikuti 11,300 2 5,650 13,035 3 4,345 14,144 3 4,718
Malindo 12,832 15 855 5,960 1 5,960 6,465 1 6,465
Mpuguso 12,223 1 12,223 13,96¢ 1 13,969 15,153 1 15,153
Matwebe* - - - 3,303 0 - 3,583 0

Lufingo 16,689 1 16,689 17,166 1 17,166 18,621 18,621
Nkunga 14,685 1 14,685 16,13¢ 1 16,139 17,507 17,507
Kyimo 12,140 1 12,140 14,033 1 14,033 15,223 15,223
Kinyala 18,689 2 9,345 12,871 1 12,871 13,967 13,962
Kiwira 20,119 1 20,119 25,244 1 25,244 27,384 1 27,384
Isongole 14,284 2 7,142 18,689 2 9,345 20,274 . 10,137
Ikama/ltagata* - - - 3,766 0 - 4,085 0

Ibighi 10,965 1 10,965 8,899 1 8,899 9,654 1 9,654
Bagamoyo 8,072 0 - 3,207 0 - 3,479 0

Kawetele* - 0 - 5,506 0 - 5,973 0

Bulyaga 7,869 0 - 6,393 0 - 6,935 0

Msasani* - - - 6,292 0 - 6,825 0

Makandana* - - - 7,613 14 544 8,258 14 590
Iponjola* - - - - - - - - -
Lupepo* - - - - - - - - -
Ndanto* - - - - - - - - -
Total 220,949 36 6,137 242,809 38 6,390 263,396 38 6,931
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SourceRungwe District Council

Table 5.6 shows that over the period between 2002815 Rungwe District Council managed
to reduce infant mortality tremendously, from 9 tliegper 1,000 live births in 2002 to 7 deaths
in 2015. During the same period in 2002 child mapavas 4 deaths per 1,000 live births, in
2005 child mortality remained at the same leveallédths), then in 2009 dropped to 3 deaths per
1,000 live births, in 2012 increased to 5 deatbs 3000 live births and in 2015 decreased
further to 2 deaths per 1,000 live births. Likewise 2002 maternal mortality rates decreased
from 105 deaths per 100,000 live births to 10018¥,000 live-births, then in 2012 increased to
104 deaths. Furthermore, in dropped to 103 deathsl@0,000 live births in 2015. The table
further shows that in 2002 estimated prenatal riitytaate was 12 deaths of children that
occurred from 7 months of pregnancy up to deliviign in 2012 dropped to 7 deaths but
increased to 8 deaths in 2015.

Regarding estimated neonatal mortality which inekideaths of children that occur from day 0
after delivery up to 28 days, in 2002 a total ade@aths occurred then increased to 9 deaths in
2005, but dropped to 6 deaths in 2012, then ineck&s 7 deaths in 2015.Indeed, reduction of
deaths among children and their mothers among atb&sons is mainly due to the wide
coverage of immunization campaigns in the district.

The general observation on these results is thagng other reasons, were influenced by
availability of health facilities that are accessilo most people in several villages and wards
within the district and increased awareness of ebgme mothers on the need of being vaccinated
in order to protect their children.

Table 5.6: Estimates of Basic Health Indicators; Raogwe District Council; 2002, 2005, 2009 2012 an@25

Year Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Prenatal | Estimated Neonatal
IMR US5MR MMR Mortality Rate* Mortality Rate**

2002 9 4 105 12 8

2005 9 4 100 10 9

2009 8 3 102 9 8

2012 7 5 104 7 6

2015 7 2 103 8 7

Source Rungwe District Council

*Deaths of children which occur from 7 months pragey (28 weeks) up to delivery
**Deaths of children which occur from day 0 aftesligery up to 28 days
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Out-patients

Table 5.7 shows that in 2011 among the out-patigmsumonia illness ranked first with
2851cases (30.0 percent) of recorded 9,487 tosalscdt was followed by malaria (28.8 percent),
emergency surgical condition (15.3 percent), ramanal bites (9.1 percent), diarrhea diseases
(8.0 percent) and clinical AIDS (3.4 percent) falkd by cardiovascular disorders (2.1 percent)
and typhoid fever (1.5 percent), relatively fewesasf hypertension and diabetes mellitus were
reported. A similar trend is observed in 2015 whgr@,866 cases pneumonia (33.9 percent)
were reported out of 8453 thus continues to beilgadause of morbidity followed by 1987
cases of malaria ( 23.5 percent), emergency surgicalition (18.1 percent), rabid animal bites
(11.7 percent), diarrhea diseases (3.3 percent) dinccal AIDS (3.3 percent). However,
between 2011 and 2015, pneumonia increased byddemt, but malaria cases decreased by
27.3 percent, rabid animal bites increased by pér8ent, hypertension cases increased by 11.0
percent but diarrhea diseases decreased significayt 63.6 percent and clinical AIDS
decreased by 12.7 percent.The overall observatiowsthat in 2011 a total of 9,487 cases were
reported and in 2015 a total of 8453 cases werrtegppovhich is a decrease of 1,043 cases
(equivalent to -10.9 percent).

Table 5.7: Number of Occurrences of Ten Most Commdy Reported Causes of Morbidity (Out Patients
Only), Rungwe District Council; 2011 and 2015

S/No Disease 2011 2015 Change(Percent)
1 Pneumonia 2851 2866 0.5
2 Malaria 2734 1987 -27.3
3 Emergency Surgical Condition 1452 1533 5.6
4 Rabid Animal Bites 860 988 14.9
5 Diarrhea Diseases 756 275 -63.6
6 Clinical AIDS 322 281 -12.7
7 Cardiovascular Disorders 198 201 1.5
8 Typhoid fever 144 139 -3.5
9 Hypertension 91 101 11.0
10 Diabetes Melitus 79 82 3.8
Total 9487 8453 -10.9

Source:Rungwe District Council

In-patients

Table 5.8 indicates that in 2011 malaria was th& tause of morbidity for in - patients in
Rungwe District Council. It accounted for (38.7.@rgent) of all in-patients followed by
emergency surgical condition (24.6 percent), pneuan¢20.5 percent, diarrheal diseases (7.9
percent), cardiovascular disorders (2.9 percent) elimical AIDS (1.7 percent). Moreover,
relatively few cases of typhoid fever, hypertensidiabetes melitus and rabid animal bites were
reported (Table 5.8). In 2015 malaria (32.8 penceontinued to be the first cause of morbidity
for in patients followed by emergency surgicahdibion (27.6 percent), pneumonia (23.9
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percent), diarrhea diseases (5.4 percent), carsitodar disorders (3.2 percent) and clinical
AIDS (2.4 percent). Other cases of typhoid fevempdrtension, diabetes mellitus and animal
bites were also reported in the table.

However, between 2011 and 2015, diarrhea diseaseseased by 47.6 percent, malaria

decreased by 34.2 percent, cardiovascular disobareased by 14.4 percent but rabid animal
bites increased significantly by 45.5 percent, tyghfever increased by 17.9 percent, clinical

AIDS increased by 8.9 percent and diabetes meliieseased by 5.8 percent.The overall

observation shows that a total of 7,184 cases vegrerted in 2011 and in 2015 a total of 5,582

cases were reported which is a decrease of 1#&E5¢equivalent to -22.3 percent).

Table 5.8: Number of Occurrencesof Ten Most CommoglReported Causes of Morbidity (In Patients Only),
Rungwe District Council; 2011 and 2015

S/No | Disease 2011 2015 Change(Percent)
1. Malaria 2783 1832 -34.2
2. Pneumonia 1476 1333 -9.7
3 Emergency Surgical Condition 1766 1541 -12.7
4, Diarrhoea Diseases 571 299 -47.6
5. Cardiovascular Disoders 209 179 -14.4
6. Clinical AIDS 123 134 8.9
7. Typhoid fever 78 92 17.9
8. Hypertension 87 67 -2.3
9. Diabetes Melitus 69 73 5.8
10. Rabid Animal Bites 22 32 455
Total 7,184 5,582 -22.3

Source:Rungwe District Council

5.1.3 Mortality

In Rungwe District Council, mortality levels ancerids are established by observing death
records of in — patients at hospitals and othettihndacilities this includes those who die at
home. However, villageitaa registers are poorly managed and this has resuitethe
dependency on records of deaths occurring at hé&adtlities of in-patients. This merely helps,
among other causes, to give indicative causes ofafitg in the council.

Table 5.9 shows the main causes of mortality fgpatients in in the district whereby in 2011A
total of 535 occurrences of deaths that droppetbtbin 2015.Analysis by cause of death shows
in 2011, a total 192 deaths were caused by hypedenfollowed by 122 reported deaths caused
by clinical AIDS, 45 deaths due to diarrhoea, teh#rsis (38 deaths), soft injury (32 deaths),
cardiovascular disorders (31 deaths), diabetestusglBlpneumonia (17 deaths) and 9 deaths
due to malaria. Likewise, in 2015, hypertensiorontmued to be a leading cause of mortality
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that caused 192 deaths, followed by clinicial AID&hich caused 117 deaths, soft injury that
caused 49 deaths, tuberculosis (42), diarrhoea (BR)(31), cardiovascular disorders (25 ) and
pneumonia (20) and 9 deaths were caused by cortggdlicaalaria. These diseases can easily be
prevented if proper measures are adopted includimgcal AIDS, malaria, pneumonia and
tuberculosis among others.

Non Communicable Diseases (NCDs)-such as hypedensiiabetes mellitus (cancers) and
cardio vascular disorders are increasingly becomnegalent in Rungwe District Council being
among the top ten mostly reported causes of mtyrt@edentary life, eating too much refined
fast foods, oil, lack of exercise and excess alcoftulgence are amongst the major underlying
factors.

Apart from increased community awareness and peditealth seeking behaviors, availability of
trained personnel and improved diagnostic equipraadtreporting has contributed to increased
case detection. Moreover, under reporting is comatdrealth facilities, delayed access to health
services manifesting in diabetic complicationsislexpected in the future, the district council
will continue improve data management of other N&Ixh stroke, dementia, tumors and
neglected diseases as well scaling up of NCD dinec increase community awareness and
participation to control and or combat them.

Table 5.9: Number of Occurrencesof TenMost CommonhReported Causes of Mortality (In Patients Only)
Rungwe District Council; 2011 and 2015

S/No. Diseases 20111 Percent 2015 Percent
1 | Complicated Malaria 8 1.6 e) 2|0
2 | Clinical AIDS 122 22.8 117 254
3 | Diabetes Melitus 31 5.8 25 5.4
4 | Cardiovascular Disorders 31 5.8 25 5.4
5 | Pneumonia 17 3.2 20 4({3
6 | Hypertension 192 35.p 134 29.1
7 | Softinjury 32 6.0 49 10.7
8 | Diarrhoea 45 8.4 38 7.2
9| UTI 19 3.6 31 6.7

10 | Tuberculosis 38 7.1 4P 9|1
Total 535 100.0 46(Q 100.0

SourceRungwe District Council

5.1.4 HIV/AIDS Infections

For a number of years, HIV and AIDS have been enitlcrease thus recognized as a big threat
to the survival of human beings. At district lew®IDS has now caught up with malaria,
tuberculosis and diarrhoea being the main causegaths among in-patients. The problems of
malaria and tuberculosis are endemic whereas HIY ADS are on the increase. Therefore,
determination of HIV and AIDS prevalence along with control is probably the greatest
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challenge to the health delivery system in Runguwstriot. There are a number of methods used
for measuring the magnitude and trends of HIV an®3 prevalence in the population.
Commonly used methods in the district include testamily blood donors, prevalence among
VCT volunteers and expectant mothers participatmthe PMTCT Service. Table 5.10 shows
the number of blood donors by sex, family blood @srby HIV status and sex in, 2011, 2012,
2013, 2014 and 2015.

Table 5.10: HIV Infections among Family Blood Donos and New AIDS Cases,Rungwe District Council; 2011
— 2015

Year Family Blood Donors No. of New AIDS Cases
No. of Blood Donors No. of HIV+ Percent of HIV+
Male Female Male Female| Male Female Male Female

2011 33 22 1 0 3 0 1 0
2012 49 35 2 1 4 2 2 1
2013 31 42 0 1 0 2 0 1
2014 19 21 2 1 10 5 2 1
2015 29 18 1 1 3 5 1 1
Total 161 138 6 4 4 3 6 4

SourceRungwe District Council

5.1.5 TB Prevalence

Tuberculosis is among the leading HIV and AIDs apgpaistic infections and among the top ten
causes of mortality in Rungwe District Council. T8an endemic disease and normally remains
at a constant level in a particular area for consee years. In order to control the prevalence of
TB and emergence of new cases, there is an urgedtto make continuous efforts by involving
communities. This is achieved through post TB gsolp providing health education on prompt
recognition of Tuberculosis signs and symptoms amitlence positive health seeking
behavior.Likewise, to mitigate the impact of thisehse, patient tracking has to be strengthened
at health facility level as well as all sites hdneen oriented on developing and implementation
of TB Infection Prevention Plan. Additionally, igg@ation of TB/HIV initiatives has been
implemented in many health facilities in the didtio reduce the burden of these two diseases so
as to increase availability and accessibility ahdesvices provided at community level

Figure 5.11, Figure 5.11 and Figure 5.11a show Tiitlike other related diseases has been
increasing as a result of the impact of HIV/AIDSedital records show that TB cases decreased
from 107 (56 males and 51 females) in 2010 to & rivales and 41 females) cases in 2011,
decreased to 74 (34 males, 40 females) in 2012edsed further to 69 (31 males and 38

females) in 2013, then increased to 71 (31 males4énfemales) cases in 2014and increased
further to 95 (41 males and 54 females).
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Table 5.11: Number of TB Cases by Sex and ward Rumge District Council; 2010 — 2015

Hosp/Health 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
centre Male | Female | Male| Female| Male| Female Male¢e Female Mal | Female| Male| Female

Tukuyu 35 28 23 19 17 21 19 18 21 27 19 31

Igogwe 21 23 20 22 17 19 12 20 10 13 22 23

Total 56 51 43 41 34 40 31 38 31 40 41 54

Source Rungwe District Council

Figure 5.11: Number of TB Cases by Sex, Rungwe Digtt Council; 2010 — 2015
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5.1.6 HIV/ AIDS and PMTCT Services

The prevalence of HIV/AIDS can also be learnt fraeports of the PMTCT service. The report
from the District Medical Office reveals that outlal,446 expectant mothers who participated in
that service and hence screened, 72 were founce télll positive and all 72 were given
Niverapine. The results also show that at distieetel HIVpositive infection rate was 0.5
percent at ward level, the highest infection rates 3.1 percent reported at llundo Health
Facility, followed by 3.0 percent at Rungwe Missidh9 percent at Isongole, 2.6 percent at
Mpugha, 2.2 percent at Lutete, 2.1 percent Masyku® percent at both Kisa and Katundulu
facilities(Table 5.12). Also, all remaining facilities reped HIV positive rates ranging from 0.1
percent (Tukuyu Hospital) to 1.4 percent (llima Hedacility). Those on ARV have also been
increasing due to, increased awareness on the tamper ofHIV testing for determining their HIV
status followed by the gradual increase in male/slvement that has led to a tremendous increase.

Table 5.12a: Expectant Mothers who participated irthe PMTCT Service by Ward, Rungwe District
Council; 2015

Name of No. of AN No. No. Percent No. Of Percent of
Hospital/Health Attendants Screened HIV+ of HIV+ Given Given
Centre/Dispensary Niverapine Niverapine
Tukuyu Hosp. 8065 8065 12 0.1 12 100
Igogwe 635 635 1 1.1 7 100
Ikuti 318 318 4 1.3 4 100
Tukuyu Lutheran 274 274 P 0.7 2 100
Masukulu 190 190 4 2.1 4 100
Kisa 155 155 3 1.9 3 100
llima 70 70 1 14 1 100
Bujela 83 83 0 0.0 0 100
Masoko 158 158 y, 1.3 2 100
Katundulu 54 54 1 1.9 1 100
Masebe 147 147 L 0.7 1 100
Mpugha 76 76 2 2.6 2 100
Igalamu 35 35 Q 0.0 0 100
Kapughi 156 156 d 0.0 0 100
Kibwe 51 51 0 0.0 0 100
Lupepo 178 178 ( 0.0 0 100
Ibililo 311 311 1 0.3 1 100
Kiwira 542 542 2 0.4 2 100
Isongole 137 137 4 2.9 4 100
Ndaga 439 434 2 0.5 2 100
Lufingo 111 111 0 0.0 0 100
llundo 96 96 3 3.1 3 100
Rungwe Mission 33 33 L 3.0 1 100
llolo 102 102 0 0.0 0 100
Nditu 63 63 0 0.0 0 100
Suma 181 181 2 1.1 2 100
Itagata 88 88 1 1.1 1 100
Ngaseke 66 66 D 0.0 0 100
Lutete 89 89 2 2.2 2 100
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Tukuyu Magereza 85 8b il 1.2 1 100
Swaya 218 218 1 0.5 1 100
Kipande 213 213 3 1.4 3 100
Katumba | 105 105 2 1.9 2 100
Katumba Il 294 294 3 1.0 3 100
Lugombo 114 114 1 0.9 1 100
llalabwe 92 92 0 0.0 0 100
Ngumbulu 22 22 Q 0.0 0 100
Kyimo 243 243 3 1.2 3 100
Kyobo 157 157 1 0.6 1 100
Total 14,446 14,444 72 0.5 72

SourceRungwe District Council, 2016

Table 5.12b shows that not all children given bbyhinfected mothers are HIV+, all 12,232 infants
born to HIV+ women in 2015 in Rungwe District Counwere diagnosed to be HIV negative.
However, with regard to prevalence of HIV amonggmant mothers, 71 expectant mothers were
found to be HIV positive (0.5 percent) out of 14828

At health facility level, the largest number (12t @i 8, 065 equivalent to 0.1 percent) were HIV
positive as reported at Tukuyu Hospital, followadiggogwe Health Facility with 7 cases out of 635
expectant mothers, equivalent to 1.1 percent. Gtbaith facilities were lkuti (4 cases out of 318,
1.3 percent), Masukulu (4 cases out of 190, 2., Kisa (3 out of 155, 1.9 percent) and
Isongole (4 out of 137, 2.9 percent). The remairieglth facilities had 1 to 3 cases of expectant

mothers who were screened and found to be HIVigesit
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Table 5.12b: Number of Expectant Mothers infected wh HIV/AIDS with Respective HIV/AIDS status of
children born by ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Name of Total no. of Number of Percent of Number of children born

Hospital/Health Expectant | Expectant mothers | Expectant mothers | With Negative With Positive
Centre/Dispensary mothers with HIV+ with HIV+ HIV Status HIV Status
Tukuyu Hosp 8065 12 0.1 6780 0
Igogwe 635 7 1.1 473 D
Ikuti 318 4 1.3 279 (
Tukuyu Lutherani 274 2 0.7 189 0
Masukulu 190 4 2.1 155 D
Kisa 155 3 1.9 123 D
llima 70 1 1.4 67 Q
Bujela 83 0 0.0 81 (
Masoko 158 2 1.3 148 D
Katundulu 54 1 1.9 5 D
Masebe 147 ] 0.7 142 0
Mpugha 76 2 2.6 7( D
Igalamu 35 0 0.0 31 D
Kapughi 156 0 0.0 143 D
Kibwe 51 0 0.0 49 (
Lupepo 178 0 0.0 168 0]
Ibililo 311 1 0.3 300 0
Kiwira 542 2 0.4 459 (
Isongole 137 4 2.9 129 0
Ndaga 439 2 0.5 401 0
Lufingo 111 0 0.0 96 @
llundo 96 3 3.1 89 ¢
Rungwe Mission 33 1 3.0 25 0
llolo 102 0 0.0 89 Q
Nditu 63 0 0.0 51 (
Suma 181 2 1.1 169 0
Itagata 88 1 1.1 72 D
Ngaseke 66 @ 0.0 5[ 0
Lutete 89 2 2.2 78 D
Tukuyu Magereza 8% N 1.2 81 0
Swaya 218 1 0.5 201 0
Kipande 213 3 1.4 19y D
Katumba | 105 2 1.9 99 D
Katumba Il 294 3 1.0 281 D
Lugombo 114 1 0.9 101 D
llalabwe 92 0 0.0 89 D
Ngumbulu 22 0 0.0 2( D
Kyimo 243 3 1.2 211 @
Total 14,289 71 0.5 12,232 D

Source: Rungwe District Council
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5.1.7 HIV Positive and ARV Treatment

Those on ARV have also been increasing due toeasad awareness on the importance ofHIV
testing and gradual increase in male’s involvemd contributed to this achievement. In
Rungwe District Council as Table 5.13 shows theier of screened volunteers from 2011,
2013 and 2015 whereby 2011 the number of volusteecreased from 1667 ( 878 males, 789
females) to 1746 (811 males, 935 females) in 208 in 2015 the number of volunteers
increased to 1972 (971males, 1001 females). Moreav@011 the number of HIV positive was
25 (1.6 males, 1.4 females), in 2013 a total ov8Minteers were HIV positive (2.0 males, 1.9
females) and in 2015 a total of 40volunteers web¢ pbsitive (2.0 males, 2.1 females). At
district level a total of 5,385 volunteers wereesetred out of whom 99 were found to be HIV
positive ( equivalent to 1.9 percent), sexwise decent were males and 1.8 females.Likewise,
all volunteers who were HIV positive, were treatath ARV.

Table 5.13: VCT Volunteers who were screened for M and those subsequently treated with ARV by Sex
Rungwe District Council; 2011, 2013 and 2015

Year No. Screened No. of HIV+ Percent HIV+ No. Treed with ARV
Male Female Male Female Male Femalg Male Female
2011 878 789 14 11 1.6 1.4 14 11
2013 811 935 16 18 2.0 1.9 16 18
2015 971 1001 19 21 2.0 2.1 19 21
Total 2660 2725 49 50 1.8 1.8 49 50

Source Rungwe District Council

5.1.8 The impact of HIV/AIDS

The socio-economic assessment of Rungwe Distriain€ib shall be incomplete if the
challenges caused by the HIV and AIDS are not falliylressed and the adverse effects of
efforts so far made by the government and varitaisebolders in combating the epidemic. This
epidemic is described in this document, becauseaitmajor health problem and is among major
causes of mortality since it was reported for th& time in the country approximately 30 years
ago. Moreover, HIV/AIDS epidemic contributes to ihgrovishment of families leading to an
increased number of widows, orphans and vunerdléren following the death of the head of
the family. The epidemic is a serious threat to disrict’s social and economic development
and has negative consequences to the social ser¥iags a well-established fact that poverty
contributes to the spread of HIV and AIDs particiylaamong females who end up indulging
themselves in unprotected sex for earning income

i. Loss of economically active groups (15-64 years)
Admittedly, loss of economically active groups loé tsociety, leads to a reduction in income.
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In general, loss of human capital usually leadsié¢gative social and economic impacts at
district as well as other administrative levels.

ii. Increase in the number of Widows

The actual status of HIV and AIDS prevalence in u@ District Council cannot be understood
properly because some people die before reachmdndbpital. Lack of awareness and unsave
sex in most areas make it difficult for people ® tested in order to know their health status
exacerbates this problem. The fore, it is posshue there are people who live with the HIV and
AIDS virus without knowing that they have it.Onetb€ indications of a high prevalence rate in
the district is the increasing number of widows fagtunately, the district does not have current
information about percentage of widows and thearahteristics. There is a need to conduct a
special study or a detailed survey that will gatildormation of widows and their problems in
order to come up with appropriate measures andisofu

iii. The increase of orphaned children

Unreliable data on status of ophanhood in theididtas created a problem of not understanding
the trend and level of ophanhood. Orphans are remldged 0-17 years of certain ages whose
fathers are dead and mothers are alive, motherdemc and fathers are alive or both parents are
dead accordingto the 2012 Population and Housings@e in Rungwe District the total
population aged 0-17 was 114,367 out of whom 56,885 males and 57,372 are females.
Results show that 2.8 percent of children acadifior children whose fathers were alive but
dead mothers, 7.9 percent accounted for childrevse/ifiathers were dead and mothers alive and
2.7 percent of children accounted for both paremtendead. In addition to that, 13.4 percent of
children accounted for one or both parents are.dead

5.1.9 Mother and Child Health Care

The quality of social services delivered to varicosnmunities and their economic status of can
be assessed by the levels of both infant and chddality rates as well as maternal mortality
rates. Maternal mortality is one of the major Heatidicators of the population that is strongly
associated with complications of pregnancy andbilté process. Maternal deaths among other
reasons reflect how well medical management obtttha process is handled. The World Health
Organization defines maternal mortality as the liedta woman who is pregnant or dies within
42 days of ending her pregnancy, with no regartength of pregnancy or site of pregnancy.
Indeed, death of a mother from any cause relat@deignancy and or its management constitutes
maternal death. Protection of expectant/lactatingthers and children from measles,
tuberculosis, etc through immunization programm&RO) supported by the government in
collaboration with UNICEF has significantly reducie risk of infection.
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5.1.9.1 Vaccination

Reduction of deaths among children and their metherattributed to the wide coverage of
immunization campaigns in the district. Table Sré¢ealsexpectant mothers vaccinated with
TT2 health facilities either at hospitals, healdnites or at dispensaries in Rungwe District
Council.

The data show in 2011 a total of 14,012 expectarthers were targeted for vaccination, out of
whom 13,301 (95.0 percent) were vaccinated with,Tir2 2013, a total of 14,380 expectant
mothers were targeted for vaccination, out of wHBy600 (94.6 percent) were vaccinated with
TT2 and in 2015, the targeted population of expeataothers was 14,446 out of whom 14,205
(98.3 percent) were vaccinated with TT2.

At the health facility level, in 2011 Bujela Warddthe best coverage of 109 percent, followed
by Igogwe (99.0 percent), Masoko (99.0 percent) i (98.0 percent). Other facilites had
vaccination coverages ranging from 69 percent aigite Mission to 97 percent at Tukuyu
Hospital, Tukuyu Lutheran, Masukula, llima and Maséacilities.

In 2013 Tukuyu Hospital had the best coverage @ fpercent, followed by Igogwe (97.0
percent), Kiwira (96.0 percent) and Ndaga (95.&@et). Other health facilites had vaccination
coverages ranging from 39 percent at Rungwe Missid@# percent at Ikuti Health Facility.

In 2015 Tukuyu Hospital and Kiwira Health Faciliach had the best coverage of 100 percent,
followed by Suma (99.0 percent). Also, Tukuyu Lutre Ndaga, Bujela and Lupepo whereby
each health facility achieved the vaccination cagerof 98 percent.

The successes of immunization in Rungwe Districur@d was attributed to high level of
women awareness of its benefits, availability awmdeasibility of the service (Table 5.14).
Despite the success of immunization coverage, lac#horities should put more efforts on
sensitization campaigns aimed at motivating volgyntamunization of expectant mothers at all
health facilites in order to protect children andthers from preventable health problems.
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Table 5.14: Expectant Mothers Vaccinated TT2 by Hqgsital/Health Centre/ Dispensary, Rungwe District

Council
2011 2013 2015
Name of o} o 3 o @ o
Hospital/Health 2 IS £ & o 8 =8 o g £8
Centre/Dispensary I ‘é’, 88 g ’cT>) IS ﬂg’, s 8 g E;) B GEJ’ 8 g E
°ee 23 28] o8 o8 28] S8 23 &8
Tukuyu Hospital 7823 7589 97| 8049 8029 100, 8065| 8025 100
Igogwe 616 611 99 622 602 97 635 612 96
Ikuti 308 301 98 315 295 94 318 309 97
Tukuyu Lutheran 266 258 97 269 249 93 274 269 98
Masukulu 184 179 97 178 158 89 190 188 99
Kisa 150 143 95 149 129 87 155 150 97
llima 68 66 97 65 45 69 70 67 96
Bujela 81 88 109 79 59 75 83 81 98
Masoko 153 152 99 155 135 87 158 152 96
Katundulu 52 49 94 58 38 66 54 49 91
Masebe 143 138 97 149 129 87 147 141 96
Mpugha 74 61 83 71 51 72 76 72 95
Igalamu 34 29 85 35 15 43 35 33 94
Kapughi 151 142 94 156 136 87 156 154 99
Kibwe 49 39 79 51 31 61 51 48 94
Lupepo 173 165 96 178 158 89 178 175 98
Ibililo 302 277 92 311 291 94 311 309 99
Kiwira 526 500 95 542 522 96 542 541 100
Isongole 133 122 92 137 117 85 137 132 96
Ndaga 426 417 98 439 419 95 439 429 98
Lufingo 108 96 89 111 91 82 111 95 86
llundo 93 88 95 96 76 79 96 92 96
Rungwe Mission 32 22 69 33 13 39 33 29 88
llolo 99 83 84 102 82 80 102 99 97
Nditu 61 54 88 63 43 68 63 61 97
Suma 176 167 95 181 161 89 181 179 99
Itagata 85 81 95 88 68 77 88 84 95
Ngaseke 64 59 92 66 46 70 66 61 92
Lutete 86 80 93 89 69 78 89 81 91
Tukuyu Magereza 82 79 96 85 65 76 85 80 94
Swaya 211 160 76 218 198 91 218 209 96
Kipande 207 178 86 213 193 91 213 202 95
Katumba | 102 89 87 105 85 81 105 101 96
Katumba Il 285 209 73 294 274 93 294 289 98
Lugombo 111 89 80 114 94 82 114 109 96
llalabwe 89 78 87 92 72 78 92 89 97
Ngumbulu 21 19 89 22 2 9 22 18 82
Kyimo 236 201 85 243 223 92 243 240 99
Kyobo 152 143 94 157 137 87 157 151 96
14,012 | 13,301 | 95.0 | 14,380 | 13,600 | 94.6 | 14,446 | 14,205 | 98.3
Total

Source Rungwe District Council
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Figure 5.14: Expectant MothersTargeted and Vaccinad TT2 by Hospital/Health Centre
/ Dispensary, from 2011, 2013 and 2015; Rungwe Dist Council
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Source Rungwe District Council

Table 5.15 shows In Rungwe District Council, thieas been a steady growth in the number of
children under one year who have received BCG waticn in the district. In 2011 the total
targeted children were 73,717 but children vaceidavere 71,117 equivalents to 97 percent. In
2013, 98 percent of the targeted children wereimated and in 2015, 88 percent of the targeted
children were vaccinated.At ward level, in 2011 KavWard had the leading percent (99
percent) of targeted children who were vaccinatedpwed by Mpuguso Ward, Lufingo
Nkunga, Kyimo and Isungole wards each with 98 paroé targeted children.Other wards had
percentages ranging from 90 (Bagamoyo and Kikoledg)ao 97 percent (Kisondela, lkuti and
Kinyala wards). In 2013, leading percentage coweré@® percent) of vaccinated targeted
children included Kisondela, Ikuti, Mpuguso, LufmgNkunga, Kyimo, Kinyala, Kiwira and
Kisongole. The rest had percentage coverages mnfiom 95 percent to 98 percent.
Furthermore, in 2015 the ward with the leading waaiton coverage of 99 percent was
Masukulu, followed by Suma and llima Wards (98 pety. Others were lbighi and Malindo
wards (97 percent), Bagamoyo (96 percent). Theh@gt percentages ranging from 78 percent
(Makandama) to 94 percent (Lufingo Ward) (Tableb}.1
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Table 5.15: Children under one year vaccinated BC®y ward, Rungwe District Council: 2011, 2013 and
2015

2011 2013 2015
o @ o 3 gl @ o g gl D = 2
wad | TS| ©f| 8| ©f| mE | 8Y| mE | wmE | 8E
o D ° 5 = 9 °o D ° 5 = 9 oD ° 5 = 9
F © = o v 3 F < = o v 35 F © = o I
- g ) [ g 80 [ g )
Swaya 2,294 2,194 96 2,374 2,324 98 2,493 2,219 89
Masebe 1,508 1,408 93 1,588 1,538 97 1,639 1,492 91
Suma 1,899 1,799 95 1,979 1,929 97 2,064 2,023 98
Masukulu 1,759 1,659 94 1,839 1,789 97 1,912 1,893 99
Kisiba 2,013 1,913 95 2,093 2,043 98 2,188 1,925 88
Masoko 1,863 1,763 95 1,943 1,893 97 2,025 1,863 92
Bujela 1,694 1,594 94 1,774 1,724 97 1,841 1,510 82
llima 2,045 1,945 95 2,125 2,075 98 2,223 2,179 98
Kisondela 3,361 3,261 97 3,441 3,391 99 3,653 2,886 79
Ikuti 3,957 3,857 97 4,037 3,987 99 4,302 3,742 87
Malindo 1,809 1,709 94 1,889 1,839 97 1,967 1,908 97
Mpuguso 4,241 4,141 98 4,321 4,271 99 4,610 4,103 89
Kikole 1,003 903 90 1,083 1,033 95 1,090 839 77
Lufingo 5,212 5,112 98 5,292 5,242 99 5,665 5,325 94
Nkunga 4,900 4,800 98 4,980 4,930 99 5,326 4,687 88
Kyimo 4,260 4,160 98 4,340 4,290 99 4,631 3,983 86
Kinyala 3,908 3,808 97 3,988 3,938 99 4,247 3,908 92
Kiwira 7,664 7,564 99 7,744 7,694 99 8,331 6,748 81
Isongole 5,674 5,574 98 5,754 5,704 99 6,167 4,872 79
Ilkama 1,143 1,043 91 1,223 1,173 96 1,243 1,081 87
Ibighi 2,702 2,602 96 2,782 2,732 98 2,937 2,849 97
Bagamoyo 974 874 90 1,054 1,004 95 1,058 1,016 96
Kawetele 1,672 1,572 94 1,752 1,702 97 1,817 1,544 85
Bulyaga 1,941 1,841 95 2,021 1,971 98 2,110 1,983 94
Msasani 1,910 1,810 95 1,990 1,940 97 2,076 1,827 88
Makandana 2,311 2,211 96 2,391 2,341 98 2,512 1,960 78
Total 73,717 | 71,117 97 | 75,797 | 74,497 98 | 80,127 | 70,365 88

SourceRungwe District Council

Table 5.16 shows in Rungwe District Council, thees been a steady growth in the number of
children under one year who have received DPT3/M&8Xination in the district. In 2011 the total
targeted children were 72,980 but the children weted were 72,330 equivalent to 99.1 percent. In
2013, the total targeted children were 74,150 batahildren vaccinated were 73,130 equivalent to
98.6 percent furthermore in 2015 the total targetattiren were 74,280 but the children vaccinated
73,578 equivalent to 99.1 percent.At ward leveR011 Kiwira, Isongole, Lufingo, Nkunga, Kyimo,
Mpuguso, Ikuti, Kinyala, Kisondela and Ibighi warsd the leading percent (99 percent) of targeted
children who were vaccinated. Other wards had mages of vaccinated children ranging from 97
to 98. In 2013, the caverage decreased by 0.7 pesEgaccinated targeted children.
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The coverages ranged from 96 percent to 99 perdamthermore, in 2015 the caverage
increased from 98.6 percentage to 99.1 percenfiajed 5.16).

Table 5.16: Children under one year vaccinated DPTBIB3 by ward, Rungwe District Council: 2011, 2013
and 2015

2011 2013 2015
Ward Ts% Ts.gc gg Ts% Ts.g.c gg Ts% Ts.g.c gg
SS|CE°% 28| 25| RE° 85| °F|°E° 23
= > l®) = > l®) = > =l ®)
Swaya 2,271 2,246 98.9 2,316 2,262 97.7 2,321 2,294 98.8
Masebe 1,493 1,468 98.3 1,538 1,498 97.4 1,543 1,516 98.3
Suma 1,88Q 1,855 98.7 1,925 1,891 98.2 1,930 1,903 98.6
Masukulu 1,744 1,717 98.6 1,787 1,742 97.5 1,792 1,765 98.5
Kisiba 1,992 1,967 98.7 2,037 1,999 98.1 2,042 2,015 98.7
Masoko 1,844 1,819 98.6 1,889 1,832 97.0 1,894 1,867 98.6
Bujela 1,677 1,652 98.5 1,722 1,674 97.2 1,727 1,700 98.4
llima 2,025 2,000 98.8 2,070 2,019 97.5 2,075 2,048 98.7
Kisondela 3,320 3,302 99.2 3,372 3,327 98.7 3,377 3,350 99.2
Ikuti 3,918| 3,893 99.41 3,963 3,923 99.0| 3,968 3,941 99.3
Malindo 1,791 1,766 98.6 1,836 1,801 98.1 1,841 1,814 98.5
Mpuguso 4,199 4,174 99.4 4,244 4,209 99.2 4,249 4,222 99.4
Kikole 993 968 97.5 1,038 998 96.1 1,043 1,016 97.4
Lufingo 5159 5,134 99.5 5,204 5,162 99.2 5,209 5,182 99.5
Nkunga 4,851 4,826 99.5| 4,896 4,856 99.2| 4,901 4,874 99.4
Kyimo 4,218 4,193 99.4| 4,263 4,215 98.9| 4,268 4,241 99.4
Kinyala 3,869 3,844 99.4 3,914 3,871 98.9 3,919 3,892 99.3
Kiwira 7,587 7,562 99.7 7,632 7,594 99.5 7,637 7,610 99.6
Isongole 56119 5,592 99.6 5,662 5,621 99.3 5,667 5,640 99.5
lkama 1,134 1,107 97.8 1,177 1,161 98.6 1,182 1,155 97.7
Ibighi 2,675 2,650 99.1 2,720 2,665 98.0 2,725 2,698 99.0
Bagamoyo 964 939 97.4 1,009 1001 99.2 1,014 987 97.3
Kawetele 1,654 1,630 98.5 1,700 1,687 99.2 1,705 1,678 98.4
Bulyaga 1,922 1,897 98.7 1,967 1,927 98.0 1,972 1,945 98.6
Msasani 1,891 1,866 98.7 1,936 1,901 98.2 1,941 1,914 98.6
Makandang 2,288 2,263 98.9 2,333 2,294 98.3 2,338 2,311 98.8
Total 72,980 | 72,330 99.1| 74,150 | 73,130 98.6| 74,280 | 73,578 99.1

SourceRungwe District Council

Similarly, Table 5.17 shows in Rungwe District Coilinthere has been a steady growth in the
number of children under one year who have rece@B¥3 vaccination in the district. In 2011

142



Rungwe District Council, Socio-Economic Profile, 2015

the total targeted children were 72,980 but thédotm vaccinated were 72,330 equivalents to 99
percent. In 2013, 94 percent of the targeted afildvere vaccinated and in 2015, 93 percent of
the targeted children were vaccinated.

At ward level, in 2011 Kiwira, Lufingo and IsongoWards were leading by 100 percent of
targeted children who were vaccinated; other wdrald vaccination coverages rates ranging
from 97 percent to 99 percent of the targeted obildIn 2013, Kiwira Ward had a leading
vaccination coverage (98 percent) The rest hadepéage coverages ranging from 91 percent to
97 percent.Furthermore, in 2015 both Kiwira and Isongole waldsl a leading vaccination
coverage (97 percent) The rest have percentagesngafrom 70 percent (Swaya Ward) to 96
percent (Makandana, Mpuguso, Lufingo, Nkunga anindywards. (Table 5.17).

Table 5.17: Children under one year vaccinated OPVBy ward, Rungwe District Council: 2011, 2013 and
2015

2011 o 2013 o 2015 o
o] o] o]
Ward ng T\s% g% =3 < & g% =3 - g%
) c c = T © © = cC = T O T = c o
5> |53 g e 52 |23 82 c2 |83 S 2
& = o = O F © = o = O F © = o = O
= g §o = g o = g g o
Swaya 2,271 2,246 99 2,471 2,294 93 3,311 2,3|72 7l
Masebe 1,493 1,468 98 1,693 1,51p 90 1,793 1,994 s
Suma 1,880 1,855 99 2,080 1,908 91 2,180 1,981 9
Masukulu 1,742 1,717 99 1,942 1,76% 91 2,042 1,843 90
Kisiba 1,992 1,967 99 2,192 2,015 92 2,292 2,093 9
Masoko 1,844 1,819 99 2,044 1,867 91 2,144 1,945 9
Bujela 1,677 1,652 99 1,877 1,70( 91 1,977 1,778 9
llima 2,025 2,000 99 2,225 2,048 92 2,32p 2,136 9]
Kisondela 3,327 3,302 99 3,527 3,350 95 3,647 3,4P8 95
Ikuti 3,918 3,893 99 4,118 3,941 96 4,218 4,019 99
Malindo 1,791 1,766 99 1,991 1,814 91 2,091 1,892 0 9
Mpuguso 4,199 4,174 99 4,399 4,22 96 4,499 4,30 6 9
Kikole 993 968 97 1,193 1,016 85 1,29 1,094 89
Lufingo 5,159 5,134 100 5,359 5,187 97 5,459 5,260 96
Nkunga 4,851 4,826 99 5,051 4,874 96 5,141 4,9p2 9
Kyimo 4,218 4,193 99 4,418 4,241 96 4,518 4,319 94
Kinyala 3,869 3,844 99 4,069 3,894 96 4,169 3910 5 9
Kiwira 7,587 7,562 100 7,787 7,610 98 7,88y 7,688 7 9
Isongole 5,617 5,592 100 5,817 5,640 97 5,917 5718 97
Ikama 1,132 1,107 98 1,332 1,151 87 1,432 1,283
Ibighi 2,675 2,650 99 2,875 2,698 94 2,97p 2,716 93
Bagamoyo 964 939 97 1,164 987 85 1,264 1,065 8
Kawetele 1,655 1,630 98 1,855 1,678 90 1,985 1,766 90
Bulyaga 1,922 1,897 99 2,122 1,94% 92 2,232 20p3 1 9
Msasani 1,891 1,866 99 2,091 1,914 92 2,191 1992 1 9
Makandana 2,288 2,263 99 2,488 2,311 93 2,488 2,389 96
Total 72,980 72,330 99 78,18 73,57 94 81,480 0%, 93
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Source:Rungwe District Council
Vaccination of children for measles under one yedRungwe District, like other district in the

country, was done to protect them against meabte2011 the total targeted children were
72,980 but the children vaccinated were 71,680vedemt to 98.2 percent. In 2013, 94.8 percent
of the targeted children were vaccinated and irb288.0 percent of the targeted children were
vaccinated.At ward level, in 2011 Lufingo, Nkund&yimo, Kinyara, Kiwira and Isongole
achieved vaccination coverage of 99 percent. Otfs@rds had vaccination coverages ranging
from 95 percent in Kiwira to 98 percent in Swayané, Kisondela, Ibighi and Makandana.
Whereas, in 2013 the best ward in vaccination @ayewas Nkunga ward, Lufingo and Isongole
each with a coverage of 97 percent. Other wards Jzdination coverages of 85 percent
(Bagamoyo) to 96 percent (Kisongela, Kikuti, Kyirand Kinyala). In 2015, Kiwira Ward has
the highest vaccination coverage of 95 percenipu@d by Isongole ward with 94 percent and
Nkunga and Lufingo (93 percent). Other wards hadcweation coverages ranging from 69
percent in Kikole Ward to 92 percent in Mpuguso &iytmo wards. (Table 5.18)

Table 5.18: Children under one year vaccinated Medss by ward, Rungwe District Council: 2011, 2013 ah
2015

Ward 2011 2013 2015
Swaya 2,271 2,221 98 2,336 2,186 94 2,891 2041 85
Masebe 1,493 1,448 97 1,558 1,408 90 1,613 1,263 78
Suma 1,880 1,830 o7 1,945 1,705 92 2,000 1,650 83
Masukulu 1,742 1,692 9r 1,807 1,657 92 1,862 1512 81
Kisiba 1,992 1,942 97 2,057 1,907 D3 2,112 1,762 83
Masoko 1,844 1,794 9y 1,909 1,759 92 1,964 1)614 82
Bujela 1,677 1,627 97 1,742 1,592 01 1,197 1,447 81
llima 2,025 1,975 98 2,090 1,940 93 2,145 1,795 84
Kisondela 3,327 3,277 98 3,392 3,242 96 3,447 3,097 90
Ikuti 3,918 3,868 99 3,988 3,833 96 4,088 3,688 91
Malindo 1,791 1,741 97 1,856 1,706 D2 1,911 1661 2|8
Mpuguso 4,199 4,149 99 4,264 4,114 96 4,819 3969 2| 9
Kikole 993 943 95 1,058 908 86 1,113 763 69
Lufingo 5,159 5,109 99 5,224 5,074 D7 5,279 4,929 3|9
Nkunga 4,851 4,801 99 4,916 4,766 97 4,971 4,621 93
Kyimo 4,218 4,168 99 4,288 4,133 96 4,338 3,988 92
Kinyala 3,869 3,819 99 3,934 3,784 D6 3,989 3639 1|9
Kiwira 7,587 7,537 99 7,652 7,502 98 7,707 7,357 95
Isongole 5,617 5,567 99 5,682 5,582 97 5,Y37 5/387 94
Ikama 1,132 1,082 9% 1,197 1,047 87 1,252 002 72
Ibighi 2,675 2,625 98 2,740 2,590 95 2,795 2,445 87
Bagamoyo 964 914 95 1,029 879 85 1,084 734 68
Kawetele 1,655 1,60% o7 1,720 1,50 91 1,¥75 1,425 80
Bulyaga 1,922 1,872 9r 1,987 1,837 92 2,042 1692 3| 8
Msasani 1,891 1,841 97 1,956 1,806 92 2,011 1661 3| 8
Makandana 2,288 2,238 98 2,3b3 2,203 94 2,408 2,058 85
Total 72,980 71,680 | 98.2 74,670 | 70,770 | 94.8 76,100 67,000 88.0

SourceRungwe District Council
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Vaccination of children for measles of children @@eto 15 years in Rungwe District was done

under emergency campaigns in 2010 and 2012. In,20tdial of 102,563 children aged 0 to 15

years were vaccinated, wheras in 2012, a total 0&f,4D9 children of the same age were

vaccinated. This is an increase of 3,846 (equivateB.7 percent). At ward level, between 2010

and 2012 all wards have percentage changes rafrgimg3.7 to 3.8 percent as shown in Table

5.19. In 2012, wards with percentage changes &faB Swaya, Masebe, Masukulu, Kisiba,

Kikole, Lufingo, Nkunga, Kinyala, Kiwira, Ibighi ahBulyaga, the other wards had percentage
changes of 3.7.

Table 5.19; Distribution of Measles Vaccination forEmergency Campaigns by Ward; Rungwe District
Council; 2010 and 2012

0 to 15 years 0 to 15 years children | Change

Ward Ward (Emergency) | iion i 2010 in 2012 (Percgnt)
Swaya Swaya 3,191 3,311 3.8
Masebe Masebe 2,098 2,177 3.8
Suma Suma 2,643 2,742 3.7
Masukulu Masukulu 2,448 2,540 3.8
Kisiba Kisiba 2,800 2,905 3.8
Masoko Masoko 2,592 2,689 3.7
Bujela Bujela 2,357 2,445 3.7
llima llima 2,846 2,952 3.7
Kisondela Kisondela 4,676 4,851 3.7
Ikuti Ikuti 5,506 5,712 3.7
Malindo Malindo 2,518 2,612 3.7
Mpuguso Mpuguso 5,901 6,122 3.7
Kikole Kikole 1,395 1,448 3.8
Lufingo Lufingo 7,251 7,523 3.8
Nkunga Nkunga 6,817 7,073 3.8
Kyimo Kyimo 5,928 6,150 3.7
Kinyala Kinyala 5,437 5,641 3.8
Kiwira Kiwira 10,663 11,063 3.8
Isongole Isongole 7,894 8,190 3.7
lkama lkama 1,591 1,650 3.7
Ibighi Ibighi 3,759 3,900 3.8
Bagamoyo Bagamoyo 1,355 1,405 3.7
Kawetele Kawetele 2,326 2,413 3.7
Bulyaga Bulyaga 2,700 2,802 3.8
Msasani Msasani 2,658 2,757 3.7
Makandana Makandana 3,216 3,336 3.7
Total 102,563 106,409 3.7

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.1.6 Child Nutrition

Medical practice supported by statistical evidesicew that children, from the stage of foetuses
to under-five years and their mothers are the nvodterable group in the society. Thus,
strengthening reproductive and child health sewin the district is essential for proper growth
and survival of children. Besides vaccination pamgme, children are also weighed to
determine their health status with regard to unedeght and the extent of child
malnutrition.These measures must be carried outisably for improving both child and
maternal health. In general, nutritional food irta& associated with child health and therefore,
poor diet can result into severe malnutrition whéchong other causes often leads to high infant
and child mortality rates.

In Rungwe District Council, in 2011 a total of 9437children were measured, out of whom 98
percent were moderately underweight, and 6 pemerg severely underweight. In 2013, a total
of 104,173 children were measured, out of whom &tgnt were moderately underweight, and
7 percent were severely underweight. In 2015, & tt124,998 children were measured, out of
whom 100 percent were moderately underweight, anchridren were severely underweight
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Table 5.20: Severe Malnutrition for Children Under One Year by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2011,
2013 and 2015

2011 2013 2015
) ) )
[} (8] ()

8 - | &= |8 - 8. | B =] 8+
Ward ) ->5 25 |5 ->5125 |5 ->5| 2%

© 253 ST | ©S23| %% | @ ©C279| S0

= ESz |£2 |3 ESz|cg: |3 ESs| g3

2 g5 [ &5 |8 £s5|85 [ 8 gs5[85
Swaya 2,947 96 4 3,241 95 5 3,889 98 2
Masebe 1,937 97 3 2,131 96 4 2,557 99 1
Suma 2,440 94 2 2,684 97 3 3,20 100 0
Masukulu 2,260 99 1 2,486 98 2 2,983 101 0
Kisiba 2,586 99 1 2,844 9B 2 3,412 101 0
Masoko 2,393 9§ 2 2,633 97 3 3,159 100 0
Bujela 2,176 95 5 2,394 M 6 2,872 o7 3
llima 2,628 98 2 2,89( oy 3 3,468 100 0
Kisondela 4,318 99 | 4,749 98 2 5,609 101 0
Ikuti 5,084 98 2 5,597 oY 3 6,711 100 0
Malindo 2,325 99 1 2,557 9B 2 3,068 101 0
Mpuguso 5,448 100 D 5,993 99 2 7,191 102 0
Kikole 1,288 99 1 1,417 98 P 1,700 101 0
Lufingo 6,695 92 8 7,365 9L e) 8,837 D4 6
Nkunga 6,295 10( 0 6,924 99 1 8,309 102 0
Kyimo 5,473 100 0 6,021 99 il 7,224 1p2 0
Kinyala 5,020 99 1 5,522 9B 2 6,626 101 0
Kiwira 9,846 96 4 10,831 95 5 12,997 D8 2
Isongole 7,289 92 8 8,018 91 9 9,6R1 94 6
Ikama 1,469 97 3 1,616 96 4 1,988 99 1
Ibighi 3,471 99 1 3,818 98 P 4,582 101 0
Bagamoyo 1,251 98 D 1,376 97 3 1,651 100 0
Kawetele 2,148 99 1 2,362 98 2 2,885 101 0
Bulyaga 2,493 97 K 2,743 96 4 3,2p1 99 1
Msasani 2,454 99 L 2,700 98 2 3,239 101 0
Makandana 2,969 9P 8 3,266 D1 9 3,919 94 6

Total 94,703 98 6| 104,173 97 7| 124,998 10Q 0

SourceRungwe District Council

5.1.7 Reportable Communicable Diseases

In Rungwe District Council, reportable communicabiseases occur as epidemics occasionally
particularly during rainy seasons. In 2013, TébR2l shows that malaria had the largest number
of cases in 2013 was 5898 that increased to 1128ds in 2015, which is an increase of 5393
cases ( 91.4 percent) .In 2013, it was followedliayrhea 2671 cases that increased to 4211 in
2015, this is an increase of 1540 cases (57.&pbtc

In 2013, other cases of reported communicable siéseare pelvic inflammatory diseases (135
cases), clinical AIDS (132 cases), dysentery (122s and typhoid (25 cases). Compared to
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2013, in 2015 pelvic inflammatory diseases de@@ds 132 cases ( decrease of 19.3 percent),
clinical AIDS decreased to 117 cases ( a decrehdé.4 percent), dysentery decreased to 89
cases ( a decrease of 29.0 percent) but typlncietased to 61 cases ( and increase of 144
percent) (Table 5.21).

Table 5.21: Number of Reported Cases of CommunicablDiseases Rungwe District Council; 2013 and 2015

No. Diseases Number of Cases
2013 2015
1 | Malaria 5,898 11,291
2 | Diarrhoea 2,671 4,211
3 | Pelvic Inflamatory Diseases 135 109
4 | Clinical AIDS 132 117
5 | Dysentery 122 89
6 | Typhoid 25 61
Total
8,983 15,878

SourceRungwe District Council

5.1.8 Health Personnel

Rungwe District Council continues to provide heaftarvices, despite having significant
shortages of health personnel in all health faediat district, ward and village levels. The cadre
most affected by this shortage are specialist dsctpharmacists, radiographers, chemists,
assistant medical officers, specialist dental stmgeand dental surgeons, physiotherapists among
others. Moreover, the available personnel are wehly distributed in the district. Table 5.22a
shows that out of 469 personnel deployed in théricis 214 males (45.6 percent) and 256
females (54.6 percent).

Distribution of health personnel is as follows; 1880.0 percent) of whom are trained
nurses/nurse-midwives and public health nursedpwed by 155 (33.0 percent) medical
attendants, clinical officers were 34 (7.2 perce2®) (5.5 percent) laboratory assistants, 12 (2.6
percent) assistant medical officers and 12 (2.6qy#) assistant environmental health officers. In
addition to that there are 8 medical doctors whmant for 1.7 percent of health personnel, 10
(2.1 percent) assistant clinical Officers but témaining cadres were recruited in small numbers
in order to serve as supporting staff in variougastaments.
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Table 5.22a: Type and Number of Medical PersonneRungwe District Council; 2015

. Number of Medical Personnel

Medical Personnel
Male Female Total

Specialist Doctor 0 0 0
Medical Doctor 7 1 8
Ass. Medical Officer 5 7 12
Clinical Officers 15 19 34
Ass. Clinical Officers 5 6 10
Dental Surgeon 0 0 0
Ass. Dental Officers 0 0 0
Ophthalmology 0 1 1
Dental Therapist 1 2 3
Pharmacists 1 1 2
Pharmaceutical Technician 0 1 1
Pharmaceutical Assistants 0 0 0
Laboratory Technician 1 il P
Laboratory Ass. 12 14 26
Radiologist 0 1 1
Radiographer 0 0 0
Radiographic Assistant 0 0 0
Nursing Officers 1 2 3
Trained Nurse/NM/PHN 8% 108 188
MCHA 0 0 0
Medical Attendants 70 85 155
Health Officers 1 0 1
Assistant Environmental Health Officer 5 7 12
Health Assistants 1 2 3
Health Secretaries 2 0 2
Nutritionist 0 1 1
Physiotherapist 1 1 2
Social Welfare Officer 1 1 2
Total 214 256 469

SourceRungwe District Council

5.1.9 Accessibility of Water in Public Health Facities

The provision of water in health care facilitiesv&s to prevent infections and spread of disease
for staff and patients, as result lack of accessdter and sanitation in health care facilities may

prevent women from giving birth in these facilities cause delays in care-seeking. On the
contrary, availability of water in health facilisenelps staff to deliver quality health services to

patients, and thus encourages expectant mothesgdk prenatal care and deliver at health

facilities. Generally, quality health services I&etp reduce the risk of occurrence of both infant

and maternal deaths at hospitals.
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Table 5.22b provides information in 2013 and 20h5tlee availability of water in 30 public
health facilities by ward in Rungwe District Coundihe main source of water used in the health
facilities in this district council are from impred drinking water sources which comprise water
tanks that have 25 water tanks andfour water wil#s are distributed in several wards.Seven
wards of Masukulu, Mpuguso, Kikole, Ibighi, BagamgyBulyaga and Msasani do not have
water tanks, on the contrary, 4 water wells ar&ritliged in Masukulu (1), lkuti (2) and Kinyala

(1) wards.

Table 5.22b: Accessibility of Water in Public Healh Facilities by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2013 and

2015

Ward

2013

2015

Total no. of
Heath
facilities

No. of Health Facilities with working

Water
Tanks

Water
wells

Tape
water

Total no. of
Health
Facilities

No. of Health Facilities with working

Water
Tanks

Water

wells

Tape
water

Swaya

Masebe

Suma

Masukulu

Kisiba

Masoko

Bujela

llima

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
3

Kisondela

Ikuti

Malindo

Mpuguso

Kikole

Lufingo

Nkunga

Kyimo

Kinyala

Kiwira

Isongole

lkama

Ibighi
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Source:Rungwe District Council
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Table 5.22c shows the number of registered phassasid chemistry shops by ward inRungwe
District Council in 2015. According to the datarere 35 pharmacies with 35 attendants, but
there are neither chemistry shops nor attendargsniimber of pharmacies is distributed in
several wards except Swaya, Bujela, llima, Kisoad&ikole, Ikama, Ibighi and Masasani
where there are no such pharmacies.

Table 5.22c: Number of Registered Pharmacies and @mistry shops by ward;Rungwe District Council; 2015

Ward Number of | Number of | Number of | Number of
Pharmacies Attendants Chemistry Shops | Attendants

Swaya 0 0 0 0
Masebe 1 1 0 0
Suma 2 2 0 0
Masukulu 1 1 0 0
Kisiba 1 1 0 0
Masoko 1 1 0 0
Bujela 0 0 0 0
llima 0 0 0 0
Kisondela 0 0 0 0
Ikuti 1 1 0 0
Malindo 3 3 0 0
Mpuguso 4 4 0 C
Kikole 0 0 0 0
Lufingo 1 1 0 0
Nkunga 1 1 0 0
Kyimo 2 2 0 0
Kinyala 1 1 0 0
Kiwira 4 4 0 0
Isongole 2 2 0 0
lkama 0 0 0 0
Ibighi 0 0 0 0
Bagamoyo 2 2 0 0
Kawetele 2 2 0 0
Bulyaga 3 3 0 0
Msasani 0 0 0 0
Makandana 3 3 0 0
Total 35 35 0 0

SourceRungwe District Council

5.1.10 Policy Implication on Health sector

Delivery of health services in Rungwe District Coilins still below the nation and WHO
standards. The district has inadequate number ofodg health infrastructure and facilities.
Moreover, inadequate number of doctors constraiogigion of curative and preventive health
services such as operations, professional assestamt advice as well as provision mother and
child health care.In addition to that, diagnosigiisieases is not possible due to shortage or lack
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of medical machines and equipment. These are emédeby high rates of infant and child
mortality as well as maternal mortality rate.

However, health services can be improved througmuiéating policies that will enable doctors
and other health workers to perform their dutidigeintly.

5.1.11 Investment Opportunities in the Health Sul&ector.

This sub-sector faces many problems and challemgésding prevalence of common diseases
such as pneumonia, malaria, diarrhoea, clinical&Hdnong others, and shortage of workers and
drugs. Further investment is needed in the consdruof more health facilities and provision of
instruments or drugs and training of health and icadoersonnel. Likewise, the policy of
constructing dispensaries in each villagemdaaand one health centre in every ward by both
public and private sectors should be adhered teease accessibility of health services to the
population
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Education Sector

5.2.0 An Overview

This descriptive report on Education Sector covath formal and informal education. Formal
education includes pre-primary, primary and secondgahool education. Informal education
coversbothcolleges and vocational education. Thezefthe development of the sector in
Rungwe District Council involves making improveneit all the above mentioned areas.

In this regard, development of education examihesquantity and quality of entire education
system in Tanzania Mainland covering pre-primargimpry, secondary, tertiary education
which includes vocational education, colleges, higher learning institutions as well as adult
education. This understanding has been evidencestemg so far taken by individuals and the
local government authorities to increase the intafechildren in pre-primary, primary,
secondary and tertiary schools in recent years.

5.2.1 Pre-Primary Education

The availability of nursery schools in the distristyet another feature depicting the level of
development of education system. Pre-Schools aemiier children aged 5-6 years. According
to the policy formulated by the Ministry of Eduaatiand Vocational Training all children who
start standard one must have undergone pre-prigdugation.As a result, this has set in motion
the establishment of pre-primary schools all over ¢ountry includingRugwe District Council
most of which are annexed to government primarpskcbompounds.

As Table 5.23 shows in 2011 the council had a witd¥1 of pre-primary schools/classes, which
remained the same in subsequent years up to 20EseTschools are distributed in all wards
according to the criterion agreed by local autlhesitwhereby Kiwira Ward has the largest
number (10) of such schools, followed by 9 schawol&inyala.The other wards had a total of
schools ranging from 3 to 5 schools. However rithigtion of pre-primary schools by ownership
shows that all pre-primary classes or schools abéigly owned.
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Table 5.23: Number of Pre-Primary School classes l®wnership and by ward, Rungwe District

Council; 2011-2015

Ward

N
o
iy
[N

2012

2013

2014

2015

Pub

Pri

Pub Pri

Pub Pub

o
c

Pri

U
[
(on
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Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Malindo

Makandana

Itagata

Ibighi

Swaya

Kinyala

Masebe

Suma

Kawetele

Bulyaga

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Kyimo

Lufingo

llima

Ndanto

Isongole

Kisondela

Mpuguso

Kisiba

Msasani

Ikuti

Kiwira
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Total

141

141

141

141

141

SourceRungwe District Council

Note; Pub = Public

Pri = Private

5.2.2 Enrolment in Pre-Primary Schools
The motive behind introducing pre-primary schodlsses in government primary schools all

over the country was to prepare children at anaideto 6 years to be able to count, read and

write before joining primary school education. Inrigwe District Council enrolment in public
pre-primary schools increased from 6598 pupilsQf12to 6662 in 2012 then increasedb 821
in 2013 dropped slightly to 6644 in 2014 furthermore 013 enrolment of children increased to

6927 (Table 5.24).
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With regard to ownership, all children in the coliadl children were enrolled in public primary

schools from 2011 to 2014. However, in 2015 a totdl24 pupils were enrolled in private pre-

primary schools which accounted for about 1.0 parcé all 6927 children enrolled in both

public and private schools.The magnitude in enrolnté pupils is attributed to the increase in
the number of eligible pupils to join pre-primarmghsols and parent’'s awareness to support the

policy of the current education system.

Table 5.24:Pre-Primary Schools Total Enrolment by @vnership and by Ward, Rungwe District Council;

2011 - 2016
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Ward Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri
Ikuti 337 - 451 - 521 - 337 - 490 -
Iponjola 203 - 262 - 212 - 195 - 217 37
Nkunga 392 - 329 - 357 - 286 - 349 -
Lupepo 174 - 150 - 133 - 134 - 109 -
Kyimo 494 - 378 - 432 - 418 - 380 -
Lufingo 249 - 291 - 338 - 318 - 284 -
Matwebe 45 - 86 - 21 - 35 - 69 -
Masukulu 334 - 248 - 238 - 155 - 150 -
Bujela 128 - 124 - 123 - 135 - 125 -
Masoko 120 - 107 - 162 - 155 - 142 -
Malindo 187 - 179 - 178 - 160 - 166 -
Makandana 131 - 143 - 144 - 127 - 128 -
Itagata 64 - 90 - 60 - 45 - 69 -
Ibighi 191 - 196 - 145 - 199 - 280 -
Swaya 92 - 142 - 167 - 154 - 157 -
Kinyala 382 - 417 - 385 - 343 - 357 -
Masebe 122 - 143 - 120 - 117 - 127 -
Suma 204 - 139 - 171 - 214 - 220 -
Kawetele 125 129 124 124 116 -
Bulyaga 186 177 202 233 211 -
Ndanto 375 372 430 488 518 -
Isongole 108 140 168 160 152 -
Kisondela 341 64 324 110 355 116 321 102 343 87
Mpuguso 275 364 407 354 346 -
Kisiba 125 102 47 74 87 -
Msasani 146 181 209 207 156 -
Kiwira 852 788 775 804 838 -
Bagamoyo | 216 210 297 352 341 -
Total 6598 64 6662 110 6921 116 6644 102 6927 124

SourceRungwe District Council

Note; Pub = Public

Pri = Private
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5.2.3 Primary Education

Primary school education is a basic right of eveayzanian child of school going age (7-13).
Therefore, the Government of Tanzania put in pldee Universal Primary Education (UPE)

policy in 1974 making education compulsory and isetmotion the process that enables it
accessible to every child. To achieve this goad, filst task was to have a reliable number of
primary schools which would make enrolment incrgasssible.

According to Table 5.25, the majority of the primachools in Rungwe District Council are
owned and managed by the government.However, thiauof primary schools in 2011 was
141 but remained the same in 2015 .These schoats digtributed in all wards with the largest
(10) number of schools established in Kiwira Wandl dhe smallest (2) number of schools in
Kawetele and Bulyaga wards with three schoolsaghevard. Looking at ownership, Table 5.25
shows that all schools were publicly owned.

Table 5.25: Number of Primary Schools by Ownershiand by ward; Rungwe District Council; 2011 — 2015

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Ward Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri
Ikuti 8 - 8 - 8 - 8 - 8 -
Iponjola 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 -
Nkunga 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 -
Lupepo 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Kyimo 8 - 8 - 8 - 8 - 8 -
Matwebe 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 -
Masukulu 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Bujela 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Masoko 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 -
Malindo 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 -
Makandana 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 -
Itagata 3 - 5 - 3 - 3 - 3 -
Swaya 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 -
Kinyala 9 - 9 - 9 - 9 - 9 -
Masebe 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 R
Suma 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Kawetele 2 - 2 - 2 - 2 - 2 -
Bulyaga 2 - 2 - 2 - 2 - 2 -
Iponjola 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 -
Nkunga 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 -
Lupepo 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Kyimo 8 - 8 - 8 - 8 - 8 -
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Lufingo 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 -
llima 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Ndanto 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 - 4 Z
Isongole 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Kisondela 7 - 7 - 7 - 7 - 7 -
Mpuguso 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 -
Kisiba 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 - 6 -
Msasani 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 -
Kiwira 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 - 10 -
Bagamoyo 3 3 3 3 3

Total 141 0 141 0 141 0 141 0 141 0

SourceRungwe District Council

Note; Pub = Public

Pri = Private

5. 2.3.1 Standard One Enrolment

Over the period of five years 2011-2015, RungwadrizisCouncil implemented successfully the
call of the government to increase enrolment impriy schools. As Table 5.26 shows that, in
2011 standard one enrolment increased at a ra®/@f from 8278 to 8305 in 2012, then
increased to 8330 in 2013, then increased furth&564 in 2014, but dropped to 8295 in 2015.
In general, Table 5.26 shows standard one enrolingniblic primary schools increased by 6.6
percent in the last four years, between 2011 art¥l.2Blowever, between 2014 and 2015
enrolment dropped by 5.7 percent from 8554 to 828pectively. In 2015 a total of 36 children
were enrolled in standard 1 in private primary sd8.0

At Ward level, in 2015 and previous years (201149®iwira Ward is leading in enrolment in
public schools with 931 pupils, followed by lkuthéh Nkunga wards each has an enrolment of
496 pupils and Swaya Ward with 393 pupils.Otherdsdrave enrolment of pupils ranging from
a minimum of 103 pupils (Itagata Ward) to 415 psiil Kyimo Ward. From 2011 to 2015 most
wards have shown a fluctuating trend on enrolmémhddren in standard one. The change of
enrolment from one year to another in some wargwabably attributed to the fact that some
households prefer to enroll their children or tfansheir children to other schools established in
other wards in favour of their choice.

Standard | Enrolment

Table 5.26: Standard | Enrolment by School Ownershi and by Ward; Rungwe District Council; 2011-
2015

Ward 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri
Ikuti 470 - 568 - 627 - 557 - 513 -
Iponjola 246 - 254 - 269 - 277 - 284 36
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Nkunga 448 - 449 - 407 - 427 - 496 -
Lupepo 140 - 138 - 145 - 141 - 126 -
Kyimo 389 - 485 - 431 - 470 - 415 -
Matwebe 94 - 134 - 103 - 92 - 114 -
Masukulu 205 - 201 - 201 - 258 - 229 -
Bujela 225 - 190 - 182 - 199 - 176 -
Masoko 239 - 224 - 210 - 243 - 211 -
Malindo 201 - 163 - 200 - 178 - 163 -
Makandana 159 - 148 - 177 - 171 - 159 -
Itagata 139 - 110 - 127 - 119 - 103 -
Ibigi 346 - 328 - 370 - 398 - 286 -
Swaya 300 - 253 - 339 - 342 - 393 -
Kinyala 489 - 498 - 460 - 505 - 496 -
Masebe 146 - 196 - 135 - 137 - 120 -
Suma 239 - 243 - 284 - 278 - 236 -
Kawetele 289 262 275 230 241
Bulyaga 189 169 166 163 185
Lufingo 210 187 177 210 122
llima 179 158 172 160 131
Ndanto 164 214 183 327 390
Isongole 491 429 425 381 464
Kisondela 365 371 386 64 378| 110 354
Mpuguso 374 364 334 393 338
Kisiba 294 263 269 243 226
Msasani 192 166 155 174 169
Kiwira 868 945 910 884 931
Bagamoyo 188 195 211 219 224

Total 8278 8305 8330 64 8554 110 8295 36

SourceRungwe District Council
Note; Pub = Public, Pri = Private

According to Universal Primary Education (UPE) pwli official school going age is seven
years.Table 5.27 shows according to the 2012Rtpualand Housing Census, results revealed
that NER for Mbeya Region for both sexes was §7/85.5 males; 88.4 females), Rural Both
sexes 84.9 (83.6 males; 86.2 females) and Urbam #mtes 91.9 (91.8 males;92.1 females),
whereas in Rungwe District NER for both sexes id 992.3 males; 93.9 females), Rural NER
for both sexes is 92.2 (91.2 males; 93.2 femaled)@rban NER both sexes 97.0 (96.8 males;
97.2 females).
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Table 5.27: Net Enrolment Rates in Primary Schooldy Sex, Region, Rural and Urban; Mbeya
Region, 2012 Census

Total Rural Urban
District
Both Male | Female Both Male | Female Both Male Female
Sexes Sexes Sexes
Mbeya Region 87.5 86.5 88.4 84.9 83.b 86(2 91.9 91.8 9r.1
Rungwe _ 93.1 92.3 939 922 91.p 93[2  97.0 96.8 97.2

Source: Tanzania 2012 Population and Housing Census, National Bureau of Statistics

Results based on Table 5.27a, in 2011 a totaD@42 children enrolled in standard one, out of
whom 11,456 children at the age of 7 years accduftte 56.3 percent of the total enrolment
while children at an age of 8 years and more aaeoufor 43.7 percent. At the age of 7 years
11,456 children were enrolled out of whom 5693 b@&7 percent) were enrolled compared to
5,763 girls (50.3 percent).This shows more girlsengnrolled into standards one than boys at an
age of 7 years. The table also reveals that agarof8 -10 years a total of 8,886 children were
enrolled into Standard 1,out of whom 4,338 weresb(8.8 percent) and 4,548 girls (51.2
percent).This suggests more girls than boys weagstezed into Standard 1 at the age of eight
years and more.The table further shows from 201204b there is a consistent variation among
boys and girls in all years whereby more girls thags were registered in Standard 1.

Focusing on a total of 173,120 registered pupilaratge of 7 years and those aged 8 or more,
from 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2015 more 108,8Q06 (percent) girls than 64,920 (37.5
percent ) boys were registeredinto Standard 1kibgoat older ages by sex, Table 5.27 also
shows that, more girls than boys were enrolled f&0t1 to 2015 consecutively. The analysis
has shown 173,120 total registered pupils, out lodbrw 46,412 (26.8 percent) children were 7
years old and those at an age of 8-10 years we@8@3vho accounted for 25 percent. This
achievement, among other reasons, has been infddncthe increased awareness of parents or
guardians on the importance of educating both laogksgirls without any form of discrimination
based on sex or gender characteristics.
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Table 5.27a: Standard | Registered by Age Group ifPublic Primary Schools, Rungwe District Council; 2Q.1-
2015

Year | Age Seven expected Age Seven Registered Age 8-10 Registered Total Registered
Population children children

B G T B G T B G T B G T

2,011 | 5,242 | 5,086 | 10,3285,693 | 5,763 | 11,4564,338 | 4,548 | 8,886| 13,434 22,320| 35,754
2,012| 4582 | 4536 | 9,118 5,900 5,63 11,539,836 | 4,660 | 9,496 14,156 23,652 37,808

!]

2,013| 3,031 | 3,114 | 6,145 2,994 3,078 6,042 4,853 7824,| 9,635 | 14,417 24,052| 38,469
1
b

2,014 | 4539 | 4,291 | 8,830 4,545 4,29 8,839 4,582 5364,| 9,118 | 13,654 22,772| 36,426
2,015| 3,451 | 3,388 | 6,839 4,371 4,13 8,506  3,0B1 1148,| 6,145 9,259 15,404| 24,663
Total | 20,845| 20,415 41,260| 23,503| 22,909 | 46,412| 21,640| 21,640| 43,280 | 64,920| 108,200| 173,120

Source:SourceRungwe District Council
Note:B=Boys, G=Girls, T=Total

Similarly, Table 5.28 shows that, the proportiontatl enrolment for girls was slightly higher

than that of boys in all referred years, althoulgeré were some variations among wards. In
2011, 19,333 (50.4 percent girls) out of 38,36altpupils in the council were girls. In 2012, a

total of 37,238 were registered, out of whom 18,8&8e girls who accounted for 50.7 percent,
also in 2013, a total of 36,236 pupils were regete out of whom 18,500 girls (50.1 percent
girls ). Likewise, in 2014, out of a total of 36@L@egistered pupils the proportion of girls who

were registered in standard one was 51.2 percehina®015, a total of 35,258 registered, girls
accounted for 50.9 percent. The data shows fronl 204 proportion of girls was 50.4 percent,

in 2012 (50.7 percent), in 2013 (50.1 percent)20i4 (51.2 percent girls) and in 2015 (50.9
percent girls). This suggests the proportion ofsdgirom 2011 to 2015 was consistently higher
than that of boys as a result of the district'sogff to implement the national objective of

ensuring girls get equal opportunity as boys impry school education.

At ward level, from 2011 to 2015, Table 5.25 shatet 11 wards out of 19 wards had higher
proportion of boys than girls, whereas 7wardshkdger number of girls than that of boys, these
wards include Iponjola, Nkunga, Lupepo, Lufingo, &ya, Kinyala and Makandara (except in
2013 where boys accounted for 46.8 percent ansl B&I2 percent).
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Table 5.28: Total (Std | - VII) Enrolment by Sex amd Ward in Public Primary Schools; Rungwe District
Council; 2011 — 2015

Ward 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Gls
Ikuti 1,638 1,701 1,622 1,560 1,669 1,695 1,687 1,943| 1,667 1,753
Iponjola 886 916 818 858 751 850 761 821 815 823
Nkunga 1,267 1,388 1,285 1,452 1,286 1,445 1,338 1,462 1,218| 1,406
Lupepo 676 676 522 602 505 539 496 565 435 419
Kyimo 1,603| 1,619 1,539 1,528 1,445 1,474 1,415| 1,489 1,423| 1,506
Lufingo 1,298| 1,324| 1,226 1,343 1,093 1,187 1,070 1,227| 1,090, 1,166
Kiwira 2,648 2,683| 2,634 2,740 2,725 2,760| 2,768 2,758| 2,764| 2,953
Matwebe 424 398 425 425 342 337 346 316 330 311
Masukulu 726 738 713 729 682 664 632 651 1,221 505
Bujela 699 675 686 661 608 585 594 590 531 550
Masoko 82(Q 795 781 782 725 706 695 685 604 463
Malindo 648 601 582 562 594 607 597 576 532 488
Makandana 432 450 400 426 384 437 396 449 431 404
Itagata 523 484 493 453 417 434 377 381 357 351
Ibigi 1,020 1,042 1,036 1,028 962 1,014 923 965 970| 1,023
Swaya 719 825 726 852 781 992 788 864 961| 1,016
Kinyala 1,599 1,642 1,477 1,531 1,429 1,497 1,409 1,450 1,509| 1,525
Masebe 582 574 573 582 545 505 551 548 515 542
Suma 824 802 812 774 793 772 773 750 781 756
Kawetele 960 1019 918 976 1010 1083 10p5 1047 977 966
Bulyaga 664 688 654 68( 624 622 602 608 591 630
llima 706 711 644 682 581 605 521 545 463 505
Ndanto 547 621 614 644 551 580 591 6p1 1199 1218
Isongole 1527 1496 1521 148p 1460 1445 1293 1375 771 749
Kisondela 1403 1391 1341 138b 1346 1309 1293 1280 1087 1052
Mpuguso 1271 1257 1181 1224 11584 1188 1135 1203 1155 1209
Kisiba 864 880 843 857 87y 849 868 804 885 804
Msasani 668 640 612 543 575 531 482 499 464 493
Kiwira 2648 2683 2634 2740 2725 2760 2768 2758 659 669
Bagamoyo 589 490 524 586 536 509 566 606 1,667 1,753
Total

30,881 31,209 29,836 30,695 29,175 29,981 28,760 29,816 | 26,405 26,255

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.3.2 Completion Rate
The completion rate serves as an indicator oktheiency of the school system that shows the
extent to which a cohort of pupils admitted in slasme completes the primary education cycle
irrespective of whether they sit for the final exaation or not. According to analysis, the
Rungwe District Council has not yet managed to rargupils drop outs caused by different
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reasons, therefore there is a need to find oubfa@mong pupils and parents as whole in order
to come up with feasible solutions.

In 2014, another interesting scenario from the yaislis the completion rates for girls because
out of 3,144 enrolled, 2,555 completed schoolegant to 81.3 percent, this was higher than
completion rate of that of boys since out of 3,&3rolled, 2,261 completed equivalent to 66.8
percent.Likewise, in 2015 completionrate for ginlas 85.3 percent due to the fact that out of
2,928 enrolled girls, 2,497 completed school, wasreut of 2,985 enrolled boys, 2,497
completed school equivalent to 69.9 percent.Thiswsh completion rates for girls was
significantly higher than that of boys in 2014 aimd 2015. The council should raise the
completion rates of boys as they are significalatiyer than that of girls by 14.5 percent in 2014
and by 15.4 percent in 2015.

Table 5.29: Number of Pupils Enrolled Std | in 2007and Completed Std VII in 2013 and those enrolledni
2008 and completed Std VII in 2014 by ward; Rungw®istrict Council

2008 to 2014 2009 to 2015
Enrolled 2007 Completed 2013 Enrolled 2008 Complede2014

Ward Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls
Ikuti 255 223 187 212 249 275 174 238
Iponjola 123 106 110 119 82 117 68 123
Nkunga 204 215 124 181 189 170 141 183
Lupepo 96 118 68 84 69 84 57 85
Kyimo 226 230 192 189 191 224 168 212
Lufingo 195 206 165 182 192 199 127 170
Kiwira 528 461 351 388 455 422 349 332
Matwebe 64 60 61 58 64 48 52 46
Masukulu 124 93 97 90 85 104 78 85
Bujela 138 101 76 77 120 103 91 90
Masoko 165 140 112 102 135 115 101 102
Malindo 94 98 64 80 111 86 75 75
Makandana 103 100 65 46 103 107 44 68
Itagata 87 60 32 51 101 78 63 61
Ibigi 254 227 146 150 164 166 94 126
Swaya 108 129 85 114 116 123 80 106
Kinyala 288 280 185 245 303 272 170 229
Masebe 225 181 75 69 127 104 72 68
Suma 107 116 66 118 129 131 82 98
Kawetele 106 130 113 142 108 114 103 124
Bulyaga 105 114 87 108 104 98 96 80
llima 115 122 90 101 81 67 92 85
Ndanto 89 82 54 75 76 73 54 73
Isongole 253 241 196 201 240 278 168 217
Kisondela 212 229 160 189 226 210 178 170
Mpuguso 198 204 150 176 202 195 155 174
Kisiba 130 132 101 111 144 138 98 106
Msasani 96 98 53 56 64 57 91 88
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Bagamoyo 84 88 61 71 66 74 67 71

Total 4772 4584 3326 3785 4296 4232 3188 3685

SourceRungwe District Council

Table 5.29a shows that in Rungwe District Courtti§ overall completion rate has increased
from 73.8 percent (4,816 pupils completed out 628,enrolled) in 2014 to 77.5 percent (4,583
pupils completed out of 5,913 enrolled) in 2015.wetrd level, in 2014 Iponjola Ward had the
largest proportion (100.0 percent) of pupils whanpteted primary school education cycle
followed by Matwebe Ward with completion rate of.@@ercent and Lufingo Ward ( 86.5
percent), whereas was Masebe Ward with completitmaf 35.5 percent as the least ward in the
council (Table 5.29a).

Moreover, in 2015 Iponjola Ward had the largestpprton (96.0 percent) of pupils who
completed primary school education cycle followsdUnpepo Ward with completion rate of
92.8 percent, Kyimo Ward (91.6 percent) and Nkuimgard (90.3 percent), whereas was
Makandana Ward with completion rate of 53.3 per@nthe least ward in the Council (Table
5.29a). Comparatively, in the average completida cd pupils increased from 73.8 percent in
2014 to 77.5 percent in 2015. However, efforts nbestmade to raise the average completion
rates.

Table 5.29a: Number of Pupils Enrolled Std. | in 207 and Completed Std VII in 2013 and those Enrolleéh
2008 and completed Std VII in 2014 by ward; Rungw®istrict Council

2008 to 2014 2009 to 2015
Completion
Enrolled Completed Rate Enrolled Completion
2007 2013 (Percent) 2008 Completed 2014 Rate (Percent)
Total Total
Total(Boys) | (Boys and | Boys and (Boys and | Total (Boys and | Boys and
Ward and Girls Girls) Girls Girls) Girls) Girls
Ikuti 478 399 83.5 524 412 78.6
Iponjola 229 229 100.0 199 191 96.0
Nkunga 419 305 72.8 359 324 90.3
Lupepo 214 152 71.0 153 142 92.8
Kyimo 456 381 83.6 415 380 91.6
Lufingo 401 347 86.5 391 297 76.0
Kiwira 989 739 74.7 877 681 77.7
Matwebe 124 119 96.0 112 98 87.5
Masukulu 217 187 86.2 189 163 86.2
Bujela 239 153 64.0 223 181 81.2
Masoko 305 214 70.2 250 203 81.2
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Malindo 192 144 75.0 197 150 76.1
Makandana 203 111 54.7 210 112 53.3
Itagata 147 83 56.5 179 124 69.3
Ibigi 481 296 61.5 330 220 66.7
Swaya 237 199 83.3 239 186 77.8
Kinyala 568 430 75.7 575 399 69.4
Masebe 406 144 35.5 231 140 60.6
Suma 223 184 82.5 260 180 69.2
Kawetele 236 255 108 222 227 102.2
Bulyaga 219 195 89 202 176 87.1
llima 237 191 80.5 148 177 119.5
Ndanto 171 129 75.4 149 127 85.2
Isongole 494 397 80.3 518 385 74.3
Kisondela 441 349 79.1 436 348 79.8
Mpuguso 402 326 81 397 329 82.8
Kisiba 262 212 80.9 282 204 72.3
Msasani 194 109 56.1 121 179 147.9
Bagamoyo 172 132 76.7 140 138 98.5
Total 9356 7111 2220.2 8528 6873 2431.1

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.2.3 Primary School Dropout Rate

Table 5.30gives a summary of reasons of primarpacpupil’s dropouts in four consecutive
years; 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2015 in Rungwe Dis@aincil. In 2012, out of the total 11,539
pupils enrolled into primary school education 233hem could not able to accomplish primary
education circle with more so on for girls (124anhboys (110). In 2013, out of 6,072 pupils
enrolled, a total of 32 pupils could not finish,thv28 boys and 4 were girls. In 2014 however,
the number of dropouts increased significantly@pdut of which boys were 11 while girls were
8 whereas in 2015, a total of dropouts were 190buthom 11boys and 9 girls. Main causes of
dropouts were truancy that stands out as the neostus problem for primary school pupils in
completing standard seven in all referred yearbov@d by deaths. Few cases of pregnancy
among two girls were reported during the same pef@her reasons including transfers outside
the council boundaries, poverty and long illnessey be contributing factors to the increase of
dropouts.

Table 5.30: Drop Outs by Reasons in Public PrimarySchools; Rungwe District Council; 2012 —
2015

Reason 2012 2013 2014 2015
Boys Girls Total Boys | Girls | Total | Boys | Girls | Total | Boys | Girls | Total
1 2 4 10 6 4 10
Truancy 87 93 80 6 3 29 6
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1
ey I - | -

3 4 7 3 4 7
Death 16 21 7 2 0 2 3

1 0 2 2 0 2
Other 7 9 6 0 1 1 2
Total 110 124 233 28 4 32 11 8 19 11 9 19
dropouts
Total 5,900 5,639 11,539 2,994 3,018 6,072 4,545 4294839, 4,371| 4,133 8,506
Enrolment
Percent 1.9 2.2 2.0 0.9 0.1 0/5 0.2 0.1 D.2 0.3 0.20.2

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.2.4 Pass Rate

Pass rate refers to the percentage of pupils wheeplastandard seven examinations out of the
total pupils who sat for the examinations. The allgrass rate for standard seven pupils in 2011
was 61.4 percent, in 2013 was 52.4 percent an@1b #vas 58.9 percent.From 2011, 2013 2015
out of a total of 14,744 pupilswho sat for Std 7amnations, 8,536 pupils passed, hence
cumulative pass rate for three years (2011, 20132815) is 57.9 percent(Table 5.31). Looking

at individual years, the pass rate decreased frbmh percent in 2011 to 52.4 percent in 2013

then rose to 58.9 percent in 2015.

The table further shows variations in pass ratesngniboys and girls whereby, in 2011,2013 and
2015 out of 6,856 boys who sat for Std 7 Exams44t¥ssed and the pass rate was 59.6 percent,
compared to the pass rate of 56.4 percent of 7g#&8who sat for Std 7 Examination, out of
whom 4,452 passed. This shows boys had a higherrpesby 3.2 percent than girls. Therefore,
to improve the pass rate of girls the district leire the Local Government Authority in
collaboration with other stakeholders are urgetiutd dormitories for both boys and girls that
would give them enough time for self-study.
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Table 5.31: Number of Pupils who Sat and Passed STVl Examinations by Ward; Public Primary Schools, Rungwe District Council;
2011, 2013 and 2015

Pupils Sat for STD VII Examinations

Pupils Passed STD VII Examinations

2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015
Ward B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T

Ikuti 226 244 470 185 212 397 150 224| 374 129 97 226 57 52 109 65 75 140
Iponjola 179 166 344 110 119 229 73 88 161 88 66 154 48 52 100 46 51 97
Nkunga 172 219 391 12D 195 315 98 148| 246 111 120 231 46 78 124 76 87 163
Lupepo 79 98 177 67 84 151 46 69 115 71 88 159 42 47 89 37 63 100
Kyimo 253 218 471 193 198 391 156 200| 356 168 155 323 122 117 239 | 103 130 233
Lufingo 204 225 429 142 176 317 138 194| 332 111 138 249 68 73 141 55 102 157
Kiwira 403 421 824 346 382 728 313 390, 703 278 285 563 225 222 447 | 200 247 447
Matwebe 64 63 127 66 57 123 41 51 92 24 31 55 26 12 38 25 19 44
Masukulu 122 127 249 98 90 188 81 108| 189 40 36 76 42 42 84 37 42 79
Bujela 106 114 22( 76 80 156 84 84 168 93 94 187 51 39 90 39 46 85
Masoko 99 129 224 98 93 186 80 85 165 50 66 116 58 51 109 33 37 70
Malindo 102 93 195 64 80 144 56 70 126 68 60 128 53 70 123 40 62 102
Makandana 64 8¢ 15p 64 44 108 45 50 95 60 86 146 47 36 83 36 30 66
Itagata 79 70 149 32 50 82 47 47 94 45 38 83 10 15 25 19 21 40
Ibigi 122 151 273 143 150 293 116 122| 238 103 132 235 88 94 182 68 95 163
Swaya 87 110 197 59 88 147 65 58 123 37 32 69 29 38 67 50 28 78
Kinyala 236 274 510 176 240 417 179 201 380 148 163 311 95 121 216 | 104 104 208
Masebe 102 97 194 54 77 131 60 74 134 61 41 102 47 49 96 46 60 106
Suma 112 105 21y 6B 114 177 66 89 155 77 84 161 39 60 99 50 73 123
Kawetele 109 168 277 112 142 254 120 113 233 108 166 274 101119 220 118 106 22
Bulyaga 82 100 182 87 104 19p 98 96 194 Bl 93 174 79 100 9 (17 93 89 182
llima 136 113 249 84 9¢ 18p 61 14 185 7 63 140 46 45 9143 42 85
Ndanto 84 125 209 54 73 12y 52 11 123 38 51 89 33 29 62 3340 73
Isongole 204 207 411 197 190 387 119 197 316 100 108 210 65 65 130 49 77 126
Kisondela 226 200 426 157 18y 344 177 197 374 133 132 265 90116 206 99 97 19¢
Mpuguso 208 202 410 150 191 341 115 144 259 194 185 381 137170 307 99 139 23
Kisiba 126 156 282 101 10y 208 105 106 211 100 89 189 61 9| 4 110 48 72 120
Msasani 98 93 191 52 55 107 a1 81 122 Vi 79 150 45 a7 92 4076 116
Bagamoyo 65 83 148 61 71 132 48 4 122 52 72 134 58 65 123 4| 4 67 111
Total 4149 | 4454 | 8603 | 3206 | 3746 | 6952 | 2830 | 3505 | 6335 | 2726 | 2850 5580 | 1908 2073 3981 | 1795 | 2177 | 3972

SourceRungwe District Council
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Table 5.31a shows from 2011, 2013, and 2015 aodtbd, 744 pupils sat for Std 7 Examination,
out of whom 8,536 passed, equivalent to 57.9 pércekt ward level, the table shows that
Makandana Ward had the highest pass rate of 83cemefollowed by Lupepo Ward (78.6
percent), Malindo Ward (75.9 percent), Ibigi Wait®.(L percent), Suma Ward (69.8 percent),
Bujela Ward (66.5 percent) and Masebe Ward (62:2go¢) with higher pass rates. Other wards
are reported to lie within the range of 38.2 pet@nthe lowest pass rate for Masukulu Ward to

56.2 percent for Kinyala Ward.

Table 5.31a: Number of Pupils Who Sat and Passed B1VII Examinations and Cumulative Pass Rates by
Ward; Public Primary Schools, Rungwe District Council; 2011,2013 and 2015

Pupils Sat for STD 7 Total Sat Pupils Passed STD VII Total Cumulative
Examinations for the Examinations Passed Pass Rate
Ward 2011 2013 2015 Exam 2011 2013 2015 (Percent)
Ikuti 470 397 374 1,241 226 109 140 475 38.3
Iponjola 345 229 161 735 154 100 97 351 47.8
Nkunga 391 315 246 95p 231 124 163 518 54.4
Lupepo 177 151 115 443 159 89 100 348 78.6
Kyimo 471 391 356 1,218 323 239 233 795 65.3
Lufingo 429 317 332 1,078 249 141 157 547 50.7
Kiwira 824 728 703 2,25% 563 447 447 1457 64.6
Matwebe 127 123 92 34p 55 38 44 137 40.1
Masukulu 249 188 189 626 76 84 79 239 38.2
Bujela 220 156 168 544 187 90 85 362 66.5
Masoko 228 186 165 579 116 109 70 295 50.9
Malindo 195 144 126 465 128 123 102 353 75.9
Makandana 152 108 95 355 146 83 66 295 83.1
Itagata 149 82 94 326 83 25 40 148 455
Ibigi 273 293 238 804 235 182 163 580 72.1
Swaya 197 147 123 467 69 67 78 214 45.8
Kinyala 510 417 380 1,30y 311 214 208 735 56.2
Masebe 194 131 134 459 102 96 106 304 66.2
Suma 217 177 155 549 161 99 123 383 69.8
Kawetele 277 254 233 764 274 220 224 718 93.9
Bulyaga 182 192 194 568 174 179 182 535 94.1
llima 249 180 135 564 140 91 85 316 56
Ndanto 209 187 201 597 89 62 73 224 37.5
Isongole 411 387 316 1114 210 130 126 466 41.8
Kisondela 426 344 374 1144 265 206 196 667 58.3
Mpuguso 410 341 259 1010 381 307 238 926 91.6
Kisiba 282 208 211 701 189 110 120 419 59.7
Msasani 191 107 122 420 150 92 116 358 85.2
Bagamoyo 148 132 122 402 134 123 111 368 91.5
Total 8603 7012 6413 | 22,028 5580 | 3981 3972 13533 1819.6

SourceRungwe District Council

In table 5.31b an attempt is made to make a cosgaf pass rates by sex and ward between
2011 and 2015 in Rungwe District Council. At calitevel, in 2011 the total pass rate was 61.4
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percent among pupils who sat for Std 7 Examinadiod passed, out of whom the pass rate for
girls was 60.3 percent lower than that of boys th&2.7. In 2015 the overall pass rate of both
boys and girls was 58.9 percent, wherby the passafagirls was 58.3 percent lower than 59.6
percent being the pass rate for boys.

Observations reveal that between 2011 and 201ftakpass rate decreased from 61.4 percent
in 2011 to 58.9 percent in 2015.

Pass rate variations at ward level, are observ@&®ii, whereby the highest pass rate of 94.1
percent is observed in Makandara Ward, followed.bgepo Ward (89.8 percent), Ibigi Ward
(86.1 percent) and Bujela Ward (85.0 percent). Harein 2015 the highest pass rate was
reported in Lupepo Ward (87.0 percent), followedvbglindo Ward (81.0 percent), Suma Ward
(79.4 percent), Masebe (79.1 percent) Other waadispgass rates ranging from 41.8 percent in
Masukulu Ward to Makandana Ward (69.5 percent).

Variation by sex in 2011 show that the highest pass for girls was 97.7 percent observed in
Makandana Ward, followed by 89.8 percent in Lupéfard and Ibigi Ward (86.1 percent). The
lowest pass rate among girls was observed in Magukiard (28.3 percent).On the other hand
the highest pass rates for boys was observed ifkaMiana Ward (93.8 percent), followed by
Lupepo Ward (89.9), Bujela (87.7 percent) and Kam69.0 percent). The lowest pass rate
among boys was reported in Masukulu (32.8 percent).

Likewise, in 2015 variation by sex shows that tighest pass rate for girls was 91.3 percent
observed in Lupepo Ward, followed by 88.6 percentMalindo Ward, Suma Ward (82.0
percent)and Masebe Ward (81.1 percent). The lopaesst rate among girls was observed in Ikuti
Ward (33.5 percent). On the other hand, the higbhass$ rates for boys was observed in Lupepo
Ward (80.4 percent), followed by Makandana Ward.{80ONkunga Ward (77.6 percent) and
Masebe (76.7 percent). The lowest pass rate amoysg Wwas reported in Lufingo Ward (39.9
percent).
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Table 5.31b: Number of Pupils Who Sat and Passed 81VII Examinations by Ward; Public Primary Schools, Rungwe District Council,
2011,2013 and 2015

Pupils Sat and Passed for STD VIl Examinations,2011 Pupils Sat and Passed STD VII Examinations,2015
Pass Rate in 2011 Pass Rate in 2015
Satin 2011 Passed in 2011 (Percent) Satin 2015 Passed in 2015 (Percent)
Ward B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T

Ikuti 226 244 470 129 97 22p 5711 39.8 48.1 150 P24 374 65 75 140 43. 33p 3714
Iponjola 179 166 344 88 6p 194 49.2 39.8 44.6 713 88161 46 51 97 63. 58.p 60]2
Nkunga 172 219 391 11p 140 281 64.5 5.8 59.1 D8 8 |14 246 76 87 163 77.9 588 66[3
Lupepo 79 98 177 71 8B 199 89.9 89.8 8P.8 46 69 1137 63 100 80.4 91.8 870
Kyimo 253 218 471 164 15 323 664 71.1 68.6 156 0 PO 356 103 130 233 66.p 65|0 69.4
Lufingo 204 225 429 111 13B 249 544 61.3 58.0 188 194 332 55 102 157 39.9 5216 47.3
Kiwira 403 421 824 279 28% 5613 69]0 64.7 68.3 313 90B 703 200 247 447 639 63]3 63.6
Matwebe 64 63 12] 24 31 95 37.5 49.2 43.3 41 51 925 19 44 61.0 37.3 47.B
Masukulu 122 127 24 4D 36 16 32.8 28.3 30.5 81 108189 37 42 79 45.] 38.p 41(8
Bujela 106 114 22 98 on 187 87.7 82.5 8b.0 84 84 68 |1 39 46 85 46.4 54.8 5046
Masoko 99 129 224 50 6p 116 50.5 51.2 50.9 80 85 5 (1633 37 70 41.3 43.% 424
Malindo 102 93 195 64 6 128 66}7 64.5 65.6 56 70 26 1 40 62 102 71.4 88.p 810
Makandana 64 8§ 15p q0 g6 146 98.8 qr.7 96.1 15 50 95 36 30 66 80.( 60.0 69J5
Itagata 79 70 144 45 3B g3 57.0 54.3 5p.7 47 47 949 21 40 40.4 447 42.6
Ibigi 122 151 273 103 132 23b 8414 81.4 86.1 116 2 12 238 68 95 163 58.6 779 685
Swaya 87 110 191 3y 3P q9 42.5 29.1 35.0 65 58 1230 28 78 76.9 48.] 63.4
Kinyala 236 274 51( 148 168 311 64.7 59.5 6[1.0 179 201 380 104 104 208 581 5117 54.7
Masebe 102 93 19 6L 41 102 59.8 41.6 52.6 60 74 411346 60 106 76.7 81.1 7941
Suma 112 104 21 i g4 161 684.8 8pD.0 14.2 66 89 1550 73 123 75.9 82. 794
Kawetele | 109 [ 168 [ 277[ | . | 274 % 0 | sos | 120 | 113 | 233| 118] 106 224 8y ... %
Bu|yaga 82 100 182 81 93 174 98.7 98.8 | 98.7 98 96 194 93 89 182 948 9.7 93.7
llima 136 113 249 77 63 140 56.6 93 74.8 61 74 135 43 42 85 704 56.7 63.5
Ndanto 84 125 209 | 38 51 89 452 | 55.7 | 50.4 52 71 123 33 40 73 63.4| 563 59.8
Isongole 204 207 411 | 100 108 210 49 4208 | 449 119 197 316 49 77 126 41.1 39 40
Kisondela| 226 | 200 426 | 133 132 265 58.8 | 521 | 554 | 177 197 374 99 97 196| 559 49.2 52.5
Mpuguso | 208 202 410 | 194 185 381 93.2 66 79.6 115 144 259 99 139 238 86| o965 91.2
Kisiba 126 | 156 282 | 100 89 189 793 | 915 | 854 | 105 106 211 48 72 120 45.7 67.9 56.8
Msasani 98 93 191 71 79 150 72.4 57 | 647 41 81 122 40 76 116 97.5| 93.8 95.6
Bagamoyo| 65 83 148 62 72 134 95.3 84.9 | 90.1 48 74 122 44 67 111 91.6] 90.5 91
Tatal 1872.

4149 4454 8603 2726 2850 5580 1942.2 4 1 1906 2830 3505 6335 1795 2177 3972 | 1911.1 1867.7 | 1888.1

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.2.2.5 Transition to Secondary Education

Transition rate refers to the proportion of pupiho graduated primary education joined
secondary education. It also reflects the avaitgbhind capacity of secondary education
provided in the region or council. According to Talb.31a, from 2011, 2013 and 2015 a
cumulative total of 14,744 pupils sat for Stand@rBixamination, among those who completed
primary education, out of whom 8,536 passed (5e@gnt). Furthermore, Table 5.31a shows
from 2011, 2013, 2013 among those pupils who pag&8&86) the examination, a total of 7,463
(87.4 percent) were selected to join secondary aducin public schools thereafter, a total of
7,450 (99.8 percent) pupils joined Form 1.

Alternatively, from 2011, 2013, and 2015 pupils wjoined secondary education in public
schools were 7,450 (50.5 percent) of 14,744 pwpiie sat for Standard7 examination. Looking
at sex difference, out of 7,450 pupils who joinemiri |, a total of 3,902 (52.4 percent) girls
joined Form I. This reflects transition rates finggwere higher than boys in all three years. One
general observation from these results is thatcthencil should improve its transition rate in
order to reduce number of children who enter ldbeur market (49.5 percent) at the age of 14
years after completing primary school eduction.Aravlevel, Table 5.31a also shows variations
of pupils selected and those who joined Form | agnwards, this was attributed to among other
reasons, performance level of standard seven essioms and poverty from which
parents/guardians suffer. As a result some studamésforced by their parents/guardians to
participate in income generating activities in ortte raise income of their families, although
were selected to join form one.
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Table 5.31a: Number of Pupils Selected and Join For | in Public Secondary Schools by Ward;Rungwe Disict Council; 2011, 2013, and 2015

Number of Pupils Selected to Join Form | Pupils Joined Form |
2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015

Ward B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T
Ikuti 124 92 221 56 51 107 61 67 128 124 92 216 56 51 107 61 67 128
Nkunga 78 99 177 37 62 99 60 69 129 68 99 177 37 72 91 59 69 129
Lupepo 68 78 146 30 37 67 22 36 58 68 78 146 30 37 67 22 36 58
Kyimo 152 148 300 113 103 215 88 113 201 152 148 300 113 103 215 88 113 201
Lufingo 111 138 249 68 73 141 55 102 157 111 138 249 68 73 141 55 102 157
Kiwira 255 263 518 208 198 406 176 213 389 255 263 518 208 198 406 176 213 389
Matwebe 24 31 55 25 12 37 25 19 44 24 31 55 25 12 37 25 19 44
Masukulu 40 36 76 42 42 84 37 42 79 40 36 76 42 42 84 37 42 79
Bujela 93 94 187 51 39 90 39 46 85 93 94 187 51 39 90 39 46 85
Masoko 49 53 102 58 51 109 33 37 70 49 53 102 58 51 109 33 37 70
Malindo 68 60 128 40 54 94 39 61 100 68 60 128 40 54 94 39 61 100
Makandana 179 83 143 39 30 69 35 27 62 179 83 143 39 30 69 35 27 62
Itagata 40 36 75 10 15 25 19 21 40 40 36 75 10 15 25 19 21 40
Ibigi 94 127 221 109 122 231 91 101 192 94 127 221 109 122 231 91 101 192
Swaya 37 32 69 29 38 67 50 28 78 37 32 69 29 38 67 50 28 78
Kinyala 117 122 239 81 94 175 95 97 192 117 122 239 81 94 175 95 97 192
Masebe 61 41 102 47 49 96 46 60 106 61 41 102 47 49 96 46 60 106
Suma 32 50 82 20 39 59 31 61 92 32 50 82 20 39 59 31 61 92
Kawetele 108 166 274 101 119 22( 118 106 224 108 166 274 10319 311 118 106 224
Bulyaga 81 83 174 79 100 178 93 89 18p 81 9B 1y4 79 100 17893 89 182
llima 77 63 140 46 45 91 42 43 85 71 63 140 46 45 D1 43 2 |4 85
Ndanto 38 51 89 33 29 62 33 40 73 38 51 8l 3B 29 62 33 4073
Isongole 102 108 210 65 65 130 54 77 126 102 108 210 55 6530 L 49 77 126
Kisondela 97 87 194 64 102 156 93 82 175 97 8|7 194 64 02 15603 82 175
Mpuguso 188 183 371 135 170 305 99 138 237 188 183 371 13370 305 99 138 267
Kisiba 94 79 173 39 30 69 37 52 89 94 79 165 39 30 b9 37 2 |5 89
Msasani 68 77 145 45 47 92 39 73 112 64 77 145 45 47 02 3973 112
Bagamoyo 62 72 134 58 65 128 44 6} 111 62 ¥2 134 5865 123 44 67 111

Total 2537 | 2552 | 4994 | 1728 | 1881 | 3597 | 1654 | 1967 | 3616 | 2527 | 2562 | 4973 | 1730 | 1881 | 3680 | 1649 | 1966 | 3646

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.2.2.5 Primary School Facilities
The main task of educational authorities such as\timistry of Education is to formulated good

educational policies then collaborate with the Logavernment authorities, stakeholders the
community to ensure that teachers and basic educkcilities such as classrooms, toilets, staff
houses, furniture,laboratories,libraries, sportslifees, bookstores and textbooks are in place.
The available facilities must be accessible, sidfitand user friendly and in terms of quantity
and quality in order to create an enabling envirentrfor delivering quality education to all

pupils.

(1) Classrooms

According to Tanzania education system, the useach classroom in primary and secondary
schools should comply with the national standarda@fommodating 45 pupils/students only.
However, due to inadequate educational facilifiesng a common problem to most of councils
in the country. Table 5.32 reveals that RungwerigtsCouncil still faces a challenge to meet
the requirement of pupils classroom ratio of onesstoom per 45 pupils/students (i.e. CPR
1:45). At an average CPR of 1:59 in 2015, the cibuexperienced a serious shortage of
classrooms in primary schools which led to theaie@f 722 classrooms (47.0 percent) out of
the required 1,608 classrooms.

The most negatively affected primary schools aos¢Hocated in Kiwira Ward (63.1 percent),
Iponjola Ward (61.2 percent), Kyimo Ward (59.4 @i, Ikuti (58.4 percent) and Nkunga (50.7
percent). Other wards faced a shortage of desksnnatrange of 12.5 percent (Makandana) to
43.8 percent (Matwebe). Masukulu Ward was the onls which met the national standard at
CPR of 1:45. Other wards had CPRs of 24 (BujekMasoko), 35 (Itagata) and 36 Matwebe).
Wards with significantly high CPRs are lkuti (1:8@onjola Ward (1:86), Nkunga Ward (1:71),
Kyimo Ward (1:75), Kiwira (1:83) ,Suma (1:61),Swala99), Malindo(1:60), Kinyala (1:58)
and Masebe (1:53) and Lufingo (1:52).The councistao more to increase the number of
classrooms in those wards with large deficts adsri@oms in order to enable pupils listen
carefully to their teachers, read and write conafiolgt.
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Primary schools Facilities

Table 5.32: Availability of Classrooms in Public Pimary Schools by Ward; Rungwe District Council; 205

Number . Classroom . Deficit of
Ward of JS;TS CAI\;/SaSlI%t:)Iﬁ]S Pupils Ratio CT;sqsl:gggns Classrooms
Schools (CPR) Number | Percent
Ikuti 8 3,420 42 81 86 44 51.2
Iponjola 3 1,638 19 86 41 22 53.7
Nkunga 6 2,624 37 71 66 29 43.9
Lupepo 3 854 18 47 21 3 14.3
Kyimo 8 2,929 39 75 73 34 46.6
Lufingo 6 2,256 43 52 56 13 23.2
Kiwira 10 5,717 69 83 143 74 51.7
Matwebe 4 641 18 36 16 -2 -12.5
Masukulu 5 1,726 27 64 43 16 37.2
Bujela 5 1,081 46 24 27 -19 -70.4
Masoko 6 1,067 36 30 27 -9 -33.3
Malindo 3 1,020 17 60 26 9 34.6
Makandana 3 835 21 40 21 0.0
Itagata 3 708 20 35 18 -2 -11.1
Ibigi 4 1,993 38 52 50 12 24.0
Swaya 4 1,977 20 99 49 29 59.2
Kinyala 9 3,034 52 58 76 24 31.6
Masebe 4 1,057 20 53 26 6 23.1
Suma 5 1,537 25 61 38 13 34.2
Kawetele 2 1,943 23 84 49 26 53.1
Bulyaga 2 1,221 14 87 31 17 54.8
llima 5 968 25 39 24 -1 -4.2
Ndanto 4 2,417 38 64 60 22 36.7
Isongole 5 1,520 29 52 38 9 23.7
Kisondela 7 2,139 45 48 53 8 15.1
Mpuguso 5 2,364 39 61 59 20 33.9
Kisiba 6 1,689 31 54 42 11 26.2
Msasani 3 957 21 46 24 3 12.5
Bagamoyo 3 1,328 25 53 33 8 24.2
Total 141 52,660 897 1755 1317 419 23.4

SourceRungwe District Council

(ii).

Pitlatrine

Basing on the standard set by the Government odraa, the established standard of pupils pit
latrine ratio is 1:20 for girls and (1:25) for baysRungwe District Council as Table 5.33 shows,
all primary schools in the district had a totall356 pit latrines in 2015 indicates that there was
a serious shortage of pit latrines in primary sé¢b@s one pit latrine was used by 42 boy pupils
and 41 girl pupils, this has resulted to a critishbrtage of 468 pit latrines and 646 toilets for
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boys and girl pupils respectively. The highesticaitshortage of pupils’ toilets were recorded at
Kiwira Ward (163; boys 63: girls100) followed Ikutl18; boys 51: girls 67) and Kinyala (83;
boys 31:52 girls).

The only wards in the council that managed to aehibe national standard of 25 boys per pit
and 20 girls per pit are; Matwebe (19 boys: 18sgyirBujela (20 boys: 23 girls),Msasani
(21boys:21 girls) and Masoko (21 boys: 16 girisylude Census Data

Table 5.33: Availability of Pit Latrine in Public Primary Schools by Ward, Rungwe District Council, 2A5

Available Pit Pit Latrine Required Pit Deficit of Pit
Ward Total Pupils Latrine Pupils Ratio Latrine Latrine for
Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Gis

Ikuti 1,667 1,753 30 30 56 58 81 97 51 67
Iponjola 815 823 11 12 74 69 33 43 22 31
Nkunga 1,218 1,406 30 31 41 45 47 66 17 35
Lupepo 435 419 11 11 40 38 21 19 10 8
Kyimo 1,423 1,506 46 42 31 36 51 70 5 28
Lufingo 1,090 1,166 33 35 33 33 48 58 15 23
Kiwira 2,764 2,953 50 56 55 53 113 156 63 100
Matwebe 330 311 17 17 19 18 15 17 -2 0
Masukulu 1,221 505 20 21 61 24 33 36 13 15
Bujela 531 550 27 24 20 23 27 23 0 -1
Masoko 604 463 29 29 21 16 37 37 8 8
Malindo 532 488 14 16 38 31 22 27 8 11
Makandana 431 404 13 13 33 31 16 17 3 4
Itagata 357 351 5 6 71 59 13 15 5 9
Ibigi 970 1,023 12 13 81 79 39 51 27 38
Swaya 961 1,016 25 32 38 32 31 48 6 16
Kinyala 1,509 1,525 38 28 40 54 69 80 31 52
Masebe 515 542 9 9 57 60 31 32 22 23
Suma 781 756 17 17 46 44 35 38 18 21
Kawetele 977 966 24 24 41 40 39 42 15 18
Bulyaga 591 630 16 20 37 32 283 33 7 13
llima 463 505 17 1§ 27 20 18 20 3 3
Ndanto 1199 1218 40 43 30 2B 57 61 21 P5
Isongole 771 749 16 16 48 4y 35 39 19 P3
Kisondela 1087 1052 33 31 38 34 47 50 16 1
Mpuguso 1155 1209 26 28 44 43 54 69 8 81
Kisiba 885 804 15 21 59 38 70 32 25 17
Msasani 464 493 22 23 21 21 20 30 7 7
Bagamoyo 659 669 21 23 31 29 34 37 5 10
Total 26,405 26,255 667 689 | 1226 | 1135 | 1168 | 1343 468 646

SourceRungwe District Council
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(iii.) Staff Houses
As far as the various teaching incentives are aorck provision of staff quarters is very crucial

as it facilitates the retention of teachers an@ giomotes teaching morale. Table 5.34 shows
that Rungwe District Municipal had a total of 99&athers’ houses compared to actual
requirement of 1,226 houses. Focusing on the reduwfficial House Teacher Ratio (HTR) of

1:1, this council had a deficit of 1,040 housesu{egjent to about 85 percent deficit) based on
HTR. At ward level, Table 5.34 shows that all wafased a critical shortage of houses with a
deficit of more than 50 percent. The most outstagpdivards are Kiwira (96.0 percent, 15.6

percent), Makandana (95.0 percent, 3.8 percentim&y93.0 percent, 9.4 percent), Nkunga
(91.0 percent, 6.9 percent) and Ibigi (90.0 percért percent). The rest have deficits ranging

from 62.0 percent for Matwebe Ward to 79.0 perdentkuti Ward.

Table 5.34: Availability of Primary School TeachersHouses by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Actual

Deficit of Houses

Surplus/Defi

d Required | Number of ; Available : q Percent of
War Teachers | Available ReduIement | Houses | No. | Percent | 522964 " Defict Based
eachers on

Ikuti 101 57 101 21 80 79 80 7.7
Iponjola 45 36 45 6 39 87 39 3.8
Nkunga 79 65 79 7 72 91 72 6.9
Lupepo 34 23 34 12 22 65 22 2.1
Kyimo 105 101 105 7 98 93 98 9.4
Lufingo 69 55 69 8 61 88 61 5.9
Kiwira 169 160 169 7 162 96 162 15.6
Matwebe 34 25 34 13 21 62 21 2.0
Masukulu 42 34 42 8 34 81 34 2.8
Bujela 51 36 51 10 41 80 41 4.1
Masoko 56 38 56 9 47 84 47 4.5
Malindo 32 29 32 4 28 88 28 2.7
Makandana 42 36 42 2 40 95 40 3.8
Itagata 34 25 34 4 30 88 30 2.9
Ibigi 85 86 85 8 77 91 77 7.4
Swaya 55 38 55 8 47 85 47 4.5
Kinyala 102 84 102 29 73 72 73 7.0
Masebe 38 25 38 7 31 82 31 3.0
Suma 50 38 50 10 40 80 40 3.8
Kawetele 49 50 49 5 44 90 44

Bulyaga 41 47 41 5 36 88 36
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llima 50 44 50 12 38 76 38
Ndanto 41 28 41 6 35 85 35

Isongole 82 59 82 15 67 82 67

Kisondela 83 60 83 15 68 82 68

Mpuguso 108 107 108 11 97| 90 97

Kisiba 64 41 64 14 50 78 50

Msasani 32 48 32 2 30 94 30

Bagamoyo 39 50 39 1 38 97 38

Total 1812 1525 1812 180 1546 | 84.4 1546 100.0

SourceRungwe District Council

(iv). Furniture (Desks)

The average number of pupils per desk is an impbitalicator of the provision of favorable
and conducive learning environment for pupils. Dil2, Table 5.35 gives a total of 52,291
registered pupils in Rungwe District Council whaedel 8,439 desks in order to comply with the
official Desk Pupils Ratio of 1:3. However, the oo has 20,402 desks or 1,963 extra desks

(16.1 percent).

Table 5.35: Availability of Desks in Public Primary Schools Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Total Available | Desk Pupils | Required Deficit of Desks Deficit Pe_rt_:ent of
Ward Pupils Desks Ratio Desks Based on| Deficit Based
No. Percent DPR on DPR

Ikuti 3,420 1,280 1:03 1,124 0 0 0 0
Iponjola 1,638 603 1:03 490 0 0 0 0
Nkunga 2,624 977 1:03 875 0 0 0 0
Lupepo 854 422 1:02 285 0 0 0 0
Kyimo 2,929 1,161 1:03 994 0 0 0 0
Lufingo 2,256 1,090 1:02 875 0 0 0 0
Kiwira 5,717 2,168 1:03 2,055 0 0 0 0

Matwebe 641 265 1:02 212 0 0 0 0
Masukulu 1,726 479 1:03 431 0 0 0 0
Bujela 1,081 449 1:02 363 0 0 0 0
Masoko 1,067 623 1:02 435 0 0 0 0
Malindo 1,020 432 1.02 366 0 0 0 0
Makandana 835 331 1:03 295 0 0 0 0
Itagata 708 278 1.03 236 0 0 0 0
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Ibigi 1,993 749 1:03 670 0 0 0 0
Swaya 1,977 673 1:03 651 0 0 0 0
Kinyala 3,034 1,087 1:03 975 0 0 0 0
Masebe 1,057 408 1:03 336 0 0 0 0
Suma 1,537 512 1:03 765 0 0 0 0
Kawetele 1943 | 718 1:03 639 0 0 0 0
Bulyaga 1,221 448 1:03 405 0 0 0 0
llima 968 441 1:03 358 0 0 0 0
Ndanto 2,417 989 1:03 927 0 0 0 0
Isongole 1,520 506 1:03 646 0 0 0 0
Kisondela 2,139 725 1:03 647 0 0 0 0
Mpuguso 2,364 931 1:03 816 0 0 0 0
Kisiba 1,689 627 1:03 565 0 0 0 0
Msasani 957 533 1:03 503 0 0 0 0
Bagamoyo 1,328 497 1:03 500 0 0 0 0
Total 52,660 20,402 06:21 18,439 0 0 0 0

SourceRungwe District Council

0-stands for no deficit in these wards there areaedesks due to the fact that the total of
required desks is less than the available deskbally due to thr response of councils to the
national directive produce enough desks for mupil

(V) Accessibility of Water

Rungwe District Council has managed to supply waiesome of its primary schools through
water tanks, water wells and tap water. Table St&8vs that water wells were the major source
of water supply in primary schools with a total&f wells in 2013 but reduced to 83 wells in
2015, followed by tape water 24 sources in 2018 tieeluced to 14 sources in 2015, while there
were four water tanks for both 2013 and 2014 béegleast common source water in primary
schools in the council. However, not all schoolsthe council had water facilities in their
compounds. The council must make sure that accltysds water supply in its primary schools
as pre-condition of reducing the prevalence of enémg waterborne diseases and preventing
people from contracting such diseases. This watléo reduction of pupils’ drop outs, among
other reasons, caused by illnesses and or deaths.
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Table 5.36: Accessibility of Water in Public Primaly Schools by Ward, Rungwe District Council, 2013 ah
2015

Ward 2013 2015

Total Total

No. of Primary Schools with working

No. of Primary Schools with working
No. of No. of
Water Water Tape Water Water Tape
Schools Schools
Tanks wells water Tanks wells water
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=
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SourceRungwe District Council

Vi. Teachers

The teacher to pupil ratio is an important indicagbows the ability of the council to provide
quality education in schools. The standard requérns that one teacher should serve a class of
45 pupils (1:45). Rungwe District Council has aerage 36 pupils per teacher (TPR of 1:36) in
2015. Therefore, the council does not have an ahddage of teachers in 2015 (Table 5.37).
The table also shows that, with the exception amary schools in lkuti (CPR;1:60) and
Iponjola (1:49) wards, all other primary schoolghe remaining wards fall below the Tanzania
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National Primary Standard of TPR of 1:45 in 201bisTsuggests, these councils do not have an
accute shortage of teachers.

Table 5.37: Availability of Public Primary School's Teachers (Grade IlIB/C, IlIA, Diploma and Degree,

Masters) by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

Totql Teachers Available Deficit Perce_n_t Tgacher_ Deficit Based | Percent Deficit
Ward Pupils | Required | Teachers of Deficit | Pupils Ratio on TPR Based on TPR
Ikuti 3,420 101 57 44 43.6 1:60 19 18.8
Iponjola 1,638 45 36 9 20.0 1:46 0 0
Nkunga 2,624 79 65 14 17.7 1:40 -7 -8.9
Lupepo 854 34 23 11 32.4 1:37 -4 -11.8
Lupepo 2,929 105 101 4 3.8 1:29 -36 -34.3
Lufingo 2,256 69 55 14 20.3 1:41 -5 -7.2
Kiwira 5,717 169 160 9 5.3 1:36 -33 -19.5
Matwebe 641 34 25 9 26.5 1:26 -11 -32.4
Masukulu 1,726 42 34 8 19.0 1:51 -7 -16.7
Bujela 1,081 51 36 15 29.4 1:30 -12 -23.5
Masoko 1,067 56 38 18 32.1 1:28 -17 -30.4
Malindo 1,020 32 29 3 9.4 1:35 -6 -18.8
Makandana 835 42 36 6 14.3 1:23 -17 -40.5
ltagata 708 34 25 9 26.5 1:28 -9 -26.5
Ibigi 1,993 85 86 -1 -1.2 1:23 -42 -49.4
Swaya 1,977 55 38 17 30.9 1:52 6 10.9
Kinyala 3,034 102 84 18 17.6 1:36 -17 -16.7
Masebe 1,057 38 25 13 34.2 1:42 -1 -2.6
Suma 1,537 50 38 12 24.0 1:40 '4 '80
Kawetele 1,943 49 50 -1 -2.0 1:39 3 12
Bulyaga 1,221 41 47 -6 -14.6 1:26 1 4
llima 968 50 44 6 12.0 1:22 6 71
Ndanto 2,417 41 28 13 31.7 1:86 21 137
Isongole 1,520 82 59 23 28.0 1:26 15 119
Kisondela 2,139 83 60 23 27.7 1:36 23 160
Mpuguso 2,364 108 107 1 0.9 1:22 0 0
Kisiba 1,689 64 41 23 35.9 1:41 23 202
Msasani 957 32 48 -16 -50.0 1:20 2 17
Bagamoyo 1,328 39 50 -11 -28.2 1:27 0 0
Total 52,660 1,812 1525 287 447.3 -203 -16.6

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.2.2.6 Adult Education

Along with the expansion of primary and secondadyoation, the council has also been
conducting adult education using primary schoolseagres with head teachers being in charge
of adult education campaigns through MUKEJA and MBVA programs. Table 5.55 shows
that in 2013 the council had 8 centres as wellna®015 there were 8 centres for MUKEJA
programmes with enrolments of 152 pupils in 2018 &R6 pupils in 2015.Also the council had
2 centres of MEMKWA at Bulyaga and Ibighi ward wihrolment of 34 pupils in 2013 and 18
pupils in 2015. Lack of sensitization campaignsathults is the main reason for having few
adults who joined these programs in the Council.rédwer, all wards should have regular
sensitization campaigns for sustainability of twe programsCensus data

Table 5.55: Number of Adult Education Centers and Brolments by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2013
and 2015

Number of centres Centres Enrolment MEMKWA (Colbert)
Ward (MUKEJA) — ICBAE (MUKEJA) — ICBAE enrolment

2013 2015 2013 2015 2013 2015
Ikuti 1 1 25 18 0 0
Iponjola 1 1 14 10 0 0
Bulyaga - - - - 22 15
Bujela 1 1 23 15 - -
Kyimo 2 2 49 49 - -
Ndanto 1 1 16 10 - -
Ibighi 1 1 13 15 12 3
llima 1 1 12 9 - -
Total 8 8 152 126 34 18

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.2.8 Special Education

The issue of disability of late has been gainingogmition both at national and international

levels. This is due to the fact that the level ability appears to be on the increase in most
societies due to various factors related to biltereditary, accidents, aging, and morbidity

among others. Hence, it is important to prepargnammes for enabling disabled pupils to get
special education according to their type of immaint. Table 5.55a shows that the number of
pupils enrolled in special education has decre&eed 130 in 2013 to 120 in 2015 and number
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of boys was 133 (53.2 percent) higher than 118 (6.8 percent) in both referred years. Most
of the enrolled pupils had problems of physicahHisty that accounted for 43.2 percent (67 in
2013 and 41 in 2015) followed by intellectual inrpeent that accounted for 32.0 percent (30 in
2013 and 50 in 2015). Whereas, visual impairmeotaated for 15.2 percent (15 girls, 23 boys)
and albinism accounted for the smallest numbewpflg with disability by 9.6 percent (14 girls,
10 boys) in both years.

Table 55a: Number of Pupils enrolled with their Type of impairment in Rungwe District Council, 2013 ad
2015.

Ward Type of Number of Pupils Enrolled

Impairment 2013 2015

Male Female | Total Male Female | Total

Katumba Il Visual 11 10 21 12 5 17
(Ibigi Ward) disability

Albino 4 8 12 6 6 12

Intelectual 16 14 30 24 26 50

impairment

Physical 38 29 67 22 19 41

disability

Total 69 61 130 64 56 120

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.3 Secondary Education

The development of secondary education in Rungvetribi Council is being implemented in
response to the government’s policy of having ast@ne public secondary school in each ward.
Consequently, in 2011, the district had 24 pubkcomdary schools and the number has
remained the same from 2011 to 2015 (Table 5.38)th@ other hand, in 2011 and 2012 there
were only three private secondary schools in thectand from 2013, 2014 and 2015 the
number of private secondary schools increased Ruictity now should be to establish a
secondary school in Masebe Wardin order to fuli# government’s policy of having a public
secondary school in each ward.However, Masebe Weae$ not have any public secondary
school.

Table 5.38: Number of Secondary Schools Ownershimd Ward in Rungwe District Council; 2011 — 2015

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Ward Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri Pub Pri
Matwebe 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 -
Masukulu 1 - 1 1 1 1
Bujela 1 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Masoko 1 - 1 1 1 - 1 -
Ikuti 1 - 1 1 1 - 1 -
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5.2.3.2 Secondary School Enrolment

The enrolment of students in Rungwe District Coumuireased with the increase of school
infrastructures constructed through people’s pi@diton and increase of parents’ awareness on
construction of education facilities to their chédd. Table 5.39 shows that student’s enrolment
of Form One reached 91.9 percent (93.0 percent laogks 91.6 percent girls) of allocated
students from all wards from 2011, 2013 and 2015.

Comparing enrolment between sexes in the samedpéhie selection of boy students was more
than that of girl students in 2011, 2013 and 2012011, out of 3,574 allocated students, 3,452
were enrolled were enrolled in Form 1, boys acoedirfor 99.8 percent compared to 96.3
percent for girls. Similarly in 2013 boys’ enrolmerccounted for 89.6 percent higher than 88.7
percent of girls. But in 2015, enrolment of girlscaunted for 90.9 percent which was higher
than 90.0 percent for boys. The increase of gelsolment and decrease of boys’ enrollment
conforms to the aim of reaching gender balance:bfbl the year 2015 as stipulated in the
education policy.

Table 5.39: Total (Form | — IV) Enrolment by Sex, Ringwe District Council 2011, 2013 and 2015

Year Allocated Students Enrolled Form | Enrolment Rate (Percent)
Boys | Girls | Total Boys | Girls | Total Boys Girls | Total
2011 1,684 1,840 3,574 1,681 1,771 3,452 99.8 96.3 96.
2013 2,106 | 2,479 4,585 1,886 2,199 4,085 89.6 88.7 89.1
2015 1,414 | 1,668 3,082 1,273 1,517 2,790 90.0 90.9 90.5
Total 5,204 5,987 11,241 4,840 | 5,487 10,327 93.0 91.6 91.9

SourceRungwe District Council

At ward level, Table 5.39a also shows variationsenfolment among wards, among others
reasons were caused by poor performances of sthsédaen examinations experienced in the
given period of 2011, 2013 and 2015. In some cdymmverty at household level may be a

contributing factor that compels students enroite@orm 1 to participate in income generating

activities in order to raise income of their famdi However, Masebe Ward has one new public
secondary school which have started enrollmenbmwhfone students on 2017.
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Table 5.39a: Total Form 1 Enrolment in Public Secodary Schools by Sex and Ward; Rungwe District Counk; 2011, 2013 and 2015

No. of Allocated students

Number of Enrolled students

2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015

Ward B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T
Matwebe 30 23 53 26 24 50 30 27 5 30 43 %3 26 240 |5 8 13 21
Masukulu 44 54 98 61 59 12( 24 28 54 44 54 98 651 58119 26 28 54
Bujela 29 38 117 66 48 114 30 3( 60 79 38 17 56 48114 30 30 60
Masoko 75 71 146 97 89 186 47 40 8|7 74 65 139 87 7862 39 34 73
Ikuti 72 89 161 83 127 210 61 73 134 54 58 112 76 20 1 196 59 66 125
Iponjola 75 79 154 98 96 194 24 59 88 7B 19 154 D8 96 194 24 59 83
Nkunga 100 77 177 111 136 2417 6V 66 183 83 59 1423 |9122 215 52 53 105
Swaya 20 48 68 49 49 98 40 45 8b 20 47 67 42 a7 83 40 83
Kinyala 91 60 151 62 99 161 77 92 169 o 60 151 62 99 161 77 92 169
Suma 54 72 126 100 92 192 47 61 108 48 b4 112 68 7139 33 47 80
Mpuguso 161 154 315 184 18y 375 150 143 293 156 13293 188 157 345 124 138 26
Kisondela 66 81 147 130 157 287 68 6R 180 60 79 13908 131 239 68 47 115
Kisiba 46 41 87 59 79 138 33 33 66 46 41 q7 59 /9381 33 33 66
Bagamoyo 118 136 254 137 156 293 119 111 230 110 5 12235 125 143 268 108§ 107 21
llima 45 142 187 73 230 303 49 188 23 79 217 296 9 5 231 290 43 184| 227
Malindo 37 56 93 38 52 90 40 56 96 538 37 90 42 40 2 B 26 42 68
Ibighi 123 113 236 158 160 318 89 140 22 113 11225 2 131 125 256 72 121 19
Lufingo 61 58 119 126 141 261 36 56 9 60 48 108 2 10126 228 26 42 68
Kiwira 237 249 486 | 252 337 58¢ 18y 191 3] 211 228139 228 273 501 180 164 34
Makandana 60 69 129 72 61 133 34 47 & b5 64 119 654 119 32 47 79
Bulyaga 140 130 270 12( 100 220 160 120 280 140 13876 100 80 180 170 13( 30
Isongole 160 160 320 15§ 158 316 180 180 360 79 8d65 117 115 232 76 82 15
Kyimo 110 110 220 124 160 284 8( 80 16 103 100 20323 115 238 57 59 116
Total 1,684| 1,840 3,574 2,106 2,479 4585 1,41468,63,082] 1,681 1,771 3,452 1,886 2,799 4,085 1|2r317| 2,790

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.2.3.3 Completion Rates

The completion rate is an indicator of the effiagmf the school system that shows the extent to
which a cohort of students enrolled in form one ptate the secondary education cycle
irrespective of whether they sit for the final exaation or not. Analysis of data shows that the
rate of completion of the secondary education cyald&Rungwe District Council, improved
slightly due to the improvement of school envirommguch as provision of meals and parent’s
involvement through school committees.

Table 5.40 shows a total of 2,995 students enrdhecn | in 2011, in 2013 enrolled students
were 3,198 and and a total of 3,220 students wan@led in 2015. On the other hand, in 2011 a
total of 2,881students completed Form IV (1,5444)ady,337 girls or 46.4 percent), in 2013 a
total of 2,941 students completed Form IV (1,4799d470 girls or about 50.0 percent) and in
2015 a total of 3,148 (1402 boys, and 1,746 girlS®5 percent) completed Form IV. The data
shows in 2011, out of all pupils who completed Fdinin 2011, girls accounted for 46.4
percent, in 2013 girls accounted for 50.0 percedtia 2015 girls accounted for 55.5 percent. In
2013 and in 2014 more girls than boys completeani-dnis reflects a significant improvement
has been made in raising the educational statgs|ef

At ward level, Table 5.40 also shows in 2015, Kawkard has the leading total of students (364
out of whom 184 boys, 180 girls or 49.5 percentpwbmpleted Form IV, followed by Bulyaga
Ward with 353 students (159 boys, 194 girls eqeintto 55.0 percent) and Mpuguso Ward with
289 students (132 boys, 157 girls equivalent t@® Ppercent). Other wards have students who
completed Form IV within the range of 29 studedt3 Ifoys, 16 girls’equivalent to 55.2 percent)
in Matwebe Ward and 234 students (54 boys, 183 @duivalent to 76.9 percent) in llima
Ward. The data show that out of 22 wards, 15 wés8< percent) has more girls than boys who
completed Form IV. However, Masebe Ward does net laay public secondary school.
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Table 5.40: Number of Students Registered and Cortgged Form IV by Sex and Ward in Public Secondary &hools, Rungwe District Council;
2011, 2013 and 2015

Registered Students Students Completed Form IV
2011 2013 2015 2011 2013 2015

Ward B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T B G T
Matwebe 30 23 53 26 24 50 8 13 21 18 12 30 16 6 r213 16 29
Masukulu 44 54 98 61 58 119 26 28 54 3% 61 95 28 P351 23 42 65
Bujela 60 28 88 41 37 78 40 43 83 50 18 63 31 24 55 40 43 83
Masoko 72 50 122 42 49 91 31 52 83 R 49 1p1 B6 16 82 31 50 81
Ikuti 79 29 108 73 61 134 70 55 125 77 28 105 11 56127 69 55 124
Iponjola 57 51 108 38 44 82 53 53 106 5y 51 108 B8 44 82 53 53 106
Nkunga 94 55 149 51 63 114 44 84 128 93 55 148 78 7 |5 135 42 83 125
Swaya - - - 33 29 62 16 12 28 - - - 3( 21 51 14 10 24
Kinyala 74 36 110 55 81 136 12( 120 240 62 30 92 b0 71 121 105 118 223
Suma 61 45 106 36 42 78 19 26 45 60 45 105 B85 39 7419 25 44
Mpuguso 83 80 163 129 127 256 135 161 296 83 80 16321 123 244 132 157, 289
Kisondela 86 49 135 67 50 117 53 61 114 86 49 135 7 B 50 117 53 61 114
Kisiba 46 20 66 29 26 55 41 26 67 4% 20 65 28 25 3 b 41 26 67
Bagamoyo 89 92 181 124 115 23P 101 188 239 B9 92 1 18121 111 232 98 133 231
llima 73 168 241 78 176 254 54 184 238 73 164 237 4 7 169 243 54 180 234
Malindo 43 24 67 39 35 74 35 23 58 2] 44 6|7 39 32 1 ¥ 34 23 57
Ibighi 88 93 181 99 91 190 71 101 17p 88 9D 173 90 82 172 68 94 162
Lufingo 76 79 155 74 54 128 48 65 1183 76 7n 147 71 53 124 43 63 106
Kiwira 154 113 267 170 151 321 188 18)7 375 150 113263 164 149 313 184 180 364
Makandana 64 57 121 57 50 107 40 53 93 64 b6 120 5649 105 39 51 90
Bulyaga 166 164 330 172 191 363 162 203 3p5 161 15818 148 176 324 159 194 353
Kyimo 89 57 146 86 64 150 88 89 17y 88 5f 145 19 54143 88 89 177
Isongole 60 30 90 70 55 125 41 31 7 60 30 90 69 55124 41 31 72

Total 1,628 | 1,367| 2,995 1580 1,618 3,198 1443 71,7 3,220| 1,544 1,337 2,881 1471 1,470 2,941 1/4aZ746]| 3,148

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.2.3.4 Drop-Outs

Table 5.40a indicates the magnitude with regarthéoproblem of school drop outs in Rungwe
District Council from 2011- 2014 and 2012- 2015.2D14 the total of 1,608 were dropouts, out
of whom 820 boys who accounted for 51.0 percent 88l girls (49.0 percent). Moreover, in
2015 the number of drop outs decreased to 1,36ilspoyt of whom 717 boys (52.7 percent)
and 644 girls (47.3 percent). At ward level, in 2@lleading total of 150 dropouts were reported
in Kiwira Ward (76 boys and 74 girls equivalené®.3 percent), followed by Ibighi Ward with
118 dropouts (34 boys and 84 girls equivalent t@ fkrcent), Suma Ward with 108 dropouts
(57 boys and 51 girls equivalent to 47.2 percdfigiba Ward with 105 (56 boys and 49 girls
equivalent to 46.7 percent), Bulyaga Ward with 82pduts (42 boys, 50 girls equivalent to 54.3
percent) and Bujela Ward with 83 dropouts (48 b@,girls or equivalent to 42.2 percent).
Other wards with relatively few dropouts were witlihe range of 3 dropouts in Kyimo Ward (3
girls) to 77 dropouts in Iponjola Ward (42 girl§ 8irls equivalent to 45.5 percent).Out of 22
wards, 7 wards (31.8 percent) had more girl drapthan boys.However, Masebe Ward does not
have any public secondary school.
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Table 5.40a: Dropouts of students in Public SecondaSchools by Sex and WardRungwe District Council; 2011-2014 and 2012 - 2015

Ward Enrolled in 2011 Completed in 2014 Not(;:LcJ)trQ/pilr(]etzeg{IZrop Enrolled in 2012 Completed in 2015 Not (C)Strgri):]etzeodllsDrop
Boys | Girls | Total | Boys | Girls | Total | Boys| Girls| Total | Boys | Girls | Total | Boys | Girls | Total | Boys| Girls| Total
Matwebe 30 23 53 12 18 25 18 10 P8 26 33 59 13 16 9| 213 17 30
Masukulu 44 54 98 22 20 42 22 34 56 70 59 129 23 4265 47 17 64
Bujela 79 38 117 22 19 41 57 19 V6 98 78 176 40 4383 48 35 83
Masoko 74 65 139 22 16 38 52 419 101 65 89 154 31 5081 34 39 73
Ikuti 72 89 161 44 44 90 28 43 11 83 62 145 69 552411 14 7 21
Iponjola 75 79 154 22 38 60 53 41 D4 100 83 183 5848 106 42 35 71
Nkunga 94 55 149 92 54 146 2 1 3 a4 84 128 42 83 5|12 2 1 3
Swaya 48 20 64 15 1 26 33 9 A2 33 27 60 14 10 243 | 213 36
Kinyala 91 60 151 74 36 115 12 24 36 120 120 240 510118 223 15 2 17
Suma 54 72 126 20 25 45 34 A7 81 76 70 146 19 26 457 51 108
Mpuguso 161 154 315 63 70 133 08 84 182 185 169 35432 157 289 53 12 6
Kisondela 60 79 139 3V 46 83 23 33 56 90 86 76 5361 114 37 25 62
Kisiba 46 41 87 26 1% 41 20 26 46 D7 75 172 41 26 7| 656 49 105
Bagamoyo 110 12% 235 93 17 170 17 48 65 130 170 30098 133 231 32 37 6
llima 79 217 296 37 169 206 42 48 D0 67 187 254 54180 234 13 9 22
Malindo 53 37 90 24 14 38 29 23 52 61 37 98 34 23 7|5 27 14 41
Ibighi 113 112 225 38 45 83 75 67 142 116 152 P68 2|8 68 150 34 84 11
Lufingo 60 48 108 26 19 45 34 29 63 74 105 179 43 3| 6106 31 42 73
Kiwira 575 228 803 133 13b 268 18 93 171 250 256 6 H0 184 182 366 76 74 15
Makandana 55 64 119 35 41 V6 20 2 22 60 79 139 391 590 21 28 49
Bulyaga 217 220 437 16)7 162 329 23 12 35 240 295 5 (53198 245 443 42 50 o
Kyimo 103 100 203 53 54 107 50 46 D6 78 92 170 88 9| 8177 - 3 3
Isongole 79 86 165 49 63 112 B0 P23 53 80 80 240 4131 72 39 49 88
Total 2,293| 1,980, 4,273 1,082 1,125 2,207 8§20 y88608| 2,163 2,408 4,570 1,460 1,769 3,229 V17 [648611

SourceRungwe District Council
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5.2.3.5 Pass Rates

Pass rate reflects the quality of secondary edutagirovided in the region and is divided into
divisions with division | being the highest pasidaed by division two, three and four while
division zero is considered as absolute fail. Thenulative performances of Form [V
examinations in Public Secondary Schools as TaMleshows, in Rungwe District Council from
2011 to 2015 consecutively. This shows, out of talt®6,056 students who sat for Form IV
examinations in Rungwe District Council, 1445 studgabout 9.0 percent) got Division | (77.9
percent boys, 22.1 percent girls), 1,378 (8.6 pejctained Division Il (54.1 boys, 45.9 percent
girls), 1776 (11.1 percent) got Division IIl (57pgrcent boys, 42.5 percent girls), 5,710 (35.6
percent) attained division IV (58.1 percent bayk.9 percent girls) while 5,747 (35.8 percent)
48.1 failed their examinations and attained divisiero (45.9 percent boys, 54.1 percent girls).

Furthermore, The analysis of these data showsottigitstudents who attained divisions | and Il
were selected to join Form V and a few who got S 11, while those got Division IV were
able to join various institutions within and outsithe region. It is important for the Local
Government Authorities to take this performance ahallenge and then design strategies that
will improve examination performances in their resfive councils.

Looking at performance or distribution of gradeshivi the same sex from 2011-201be data
provided by the Department of Education shows @hatmulative total of boys and girls who sat
for Form IV examination were 8,887 and 7,209 retipely. The results of these examinations
shows that among 8,887 boys who sat the Form Feamihation, the proportion of boys’
students who passed their examinations were bitder that of 7,209 girls. The table further
shows that girl’s performances were lower with gt of Division 1l (8.4 percent boys, 8.8
percent girls), that shows the performance of guds higher than that of boys by 0.4 percent.
The performance in other divisions was as follo@sjision | (12.6 percent boys, 4.4 percent
girls), Division lIl (11.5 percent boys, 10.5 pentairls), Division IV (37.5 percent boys, 33.2
percent girls), and Division O (29.8 percent bey&2 percent girls).

Likewise, Table 5.41 shows the performance of DiwisOne among boys in 2011 was 7.0
percent, in 2013 increased to 24.3 percent themppaid to 11.4 percent in 2015. The
performance among girls in 2011 who attained DorisDne was 4.4 percent, in 2013 increased
to 6.5 percent, then dropped to 1.6 percent in 201&ddition to that, the proportion of boy
students who failed their examinations decreasewh #7.0 percent in 2011 to 14.5 percent in
2013 but increased to 22.3 percent in 2015, whegets performances deteriorated in recent
years by increasing those who failed their exanonarom 66.7 percent in 2011 to 30.2 percent
in 2013 then increased slightly to 30.3 percerdm5.
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It is obvious, girls’ performance compared to therfprmance of boys, narrowed down their

chances to join higher levels of education, inaligdhigh secondary schools and institutions. The

council, therefore, should develop strategies deoto improve girls’ performance in the future.

Table 5.41: Students Performance (Number and Pern§ in Form IV Examinations in Public Secondary
Schools by Sex, Rungwe District Council; 2011 — 281

Boys Girls Total
Year Division Division Both
I 1] Il v 0 Total | | Il 1 V 0 Total | Sexes
2011 182 100 163 889 1,182 2,515 83 70 64 456 1,32816| 4,531
2012 175 166 147 596 739 1,823 55 83 135 423 1284241, 3,247
2013 351 116 269 500 21( 1,446 81 1r2 185 429 3752421 2,688
2014 265 192 249 806 204 1,716 78 150 144 527 2471461 2,862
2015 153 171 193 530 30( 1,347 22 168 227 555 4193811 2,728
Total | 1,126 | 745| 1,021 3,320 2,635 8,847 319 683 155390| 3,112 7,209 16,05
Percent
2011 7.0 4.0 6.7 35.3 47.0 100.0 41 3.5 3.2 2P.66.7 6 100.0| 28.2
2012 9.6 9.1 8.1 32.7 405 100.0 3|9 5.8 9.5 29.71.15 100.0f 20.2
2013 24.3 8.0 18.60 34.6 145 100.0 65 13.8 149 .53430.2| 100.0 16.7
2014 154| 11.2 145 470 119 1000 6.8 18.1 126.04 21.6| 100.0 17.8
2015 11.4| 127 143 393 228 100.0 16 1p.4 16.40.24 30.3| 100.0 17.0
Total 12.7 8.4 115 37.5 29.8 1000 44 8/8 10.5 .238 43.2 | 100.00 100.0

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.3.6 Form V Enrolment

In Rungwe District Council as Table 5.42 shows sti@ enrolment in Form V increased from

531 in 2011, increased to 732 in 2013 and reacH&dir® 2015 .This resulted to an increase in
enrolment from 37.9 percent in 2011, then decre&s@9.5 percent in 2015. Analysis based on
sex reveals that in 2011, a total of 531 were é&dloin form V (3.0 percent girls), in 2013,
enrolled students were 732 (3.0 percent girls)iar2D15, a total of 948 students were enrolled,

girls accounted for 3.7 percent.More importantlye tata reveals that the proportion of girls

joining Form V is too small compared to the proportof boys joining high school.

Table 5.42: Total Form V Enrolment by Sex and Wardn Public High Schools, Rungwe District Council;
2011, 2013 and 2015

SourceRungwe District Council
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Ward School No. of Allocated students Number of Erolled students
2011 2013 2014 2011 2013 2015
B G| T B G| T B G| T B G| T B G| T B G T
Isongole| Isongole 76 + 76 52 (- 52 314 |- 314 |64 | - |644| -| 44| 279 - 279
Bulyaga| Tukuyu| 118 21 13p 187 25 212 122 |39 [61 |108| 125| 175 22 197 116 35 151
Kiwira | Rungwe| 398 - 398 428 |- 428 514 |- 514 342 423 491| -| 491] 519 518
Total 592 | 21| 613| 667 2% 692 950 39 989 515 |16 5310(722| 732| 913 3% 948
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Table 5.43 shows students completed Form VI inecddsom 505 in 2011, increased to 633 in
2013 then dropped to 618 in 2015 .This resultedrtancrease in completion by 25.3 percent
between 2011 and 2013, then decreased by 2.4 pdregmeen 2013 and 2015. Analysis based
on sex reveals that in 2011, a total of 505 comepldbrm VI (6.1 percent girls), in 2013,
students who completed Form VI were 633 (2.8 perggs) and in 2015, a total of 618
students completed Form VI out of whom girls acdednfor 3.6 percent.Moreover, the data
shows that the proportion of girls who completedni&/| during the specified period is by far
less than the proportion of boys who completed Fgrm

Table 5.43: Number of Students Enrolled and Completd High School Education by Sex and Ward, Rungwe
District Council; 2011, 2013 and 2015

Enrolled students Students Completed Form VI

Ward

School

2011

2013

2015

2011

2013

2015

B

G

T

B

G

T B |G

T

G

T

B

G

T

B

G

T

Isongole

Isongole

64

1

64

4

4

44 2§79

2

79

55

583

43

40

40Q

Bulyaga

Tukuyu

109

16

125

175

22

197 | 116| 35

151

86

31

117

125

18

143

116

22

198

Kiwira

Rungwe

342 | -

342

491

491 518

51

8 33

3

3

33 4

47

4

147

380

380

Total

515

16

531

710

22

732 913

35 9

48 4

74

31

5035

618

633

5364

22

61

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.3.7 Pass Rates in Form Six Examinations

Table 5.44 shows student’s performance in FormXéngnations in Rungwe District Council,
from 2011 to 2015. Out of 3,313 students who didnexations between 2011 and 2015, only
127(3.8 percent) failed their examinations or gotiglon Zero, and 582 (17.6 percent) attained
Division IV. The table also shows that majoritly sbudents attained Division Il were 1,644
(49.6 percent) followed by those attained Divisibrwere 717 (21.6 percent) and Division |
were 243 (7.3 percent). One general observatiorerebd from these data is that, the
performance of advanced level students for thefilestyears was normally distributed with very
few students attained both divisions one and Zssbdives an indication of quality high school
education delivered in the council.

Looking at sex difference, the data shows simitand in performance was recorded by both
sexes. The performance among the boys (2,526) ighsrithan that of girls (787) who attained
Division | (boys 8.7 percent, girls 3.0 percentddnivision Il (boys 55.5 percent, girls 30.9
percent), whereas the proportions of girls whoirth Division Il (girls 23.4 percent,boys 21.1
percent), Division IV (girls 34.3 percent,boys 12pércent) and Division Zero(girls 8.4
percent,boys 2.4 percent). Results show that antlbedgoys (2,526 ) who sat for Form Six
Examination the majority (55.5 percent ) attainedigion Il followed by 21.1 percent who
attained Division Il whereas among the girls (7&ho sat Form Six Examination the majority
(34.3 percent) attained Division IV followed by 80percent who attained Division Ill. This
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suggests 76.6 percent of boys attained Divisioandl Ill and 65.2 percent of girls attained
Division Il and IV.
Table 5.44: Students Performance (Number and Percénn Form VI Examinations in Public
Secondary Schools by Sex, Rungwe District Counc2011- 2015

Boys Girls Total

Year Division Division Both
I 1] Il v Total | | Il 1} V 0 Total | Sexes
2011 24 76 161 46 17 324 1 21 51 61 10| 144 468
2012 24 99 241 52 20| 436 5 30 41 80 26| 182 618
2013 40 36 394 51 15 536 9 41 47 36 5| 138 674
2014 55| 149| 269 86 5 564 1 41 49 54 18| 163 727
2015 76| 173| 336 77 4 666 8 51 55 39 7 160 826
Total 219| 533|1,401| 312 61| 2526| 24| 184| 243| 270 66| 787| 3,313

Percent

2011 7.4 23.5| 49.7 14.2 5.2 1000 07 146 354 442.6.9 | 100.0f 14.1
2012 5.5 22.7] 55.3 11.9 4.6 100.0 2|7 165 225 044143 | 100.00 18.7
2013 7.5 6.7 73.5 9.5 2.8 100(0 65 29.7 341 26.B.6 | 100.0f 20.3
2014 9.8 26.4) 47.7 15.2 0.9 1000 0|6 252 30.1 133.11.0| 100.00 21.9
2015 11.4| 26.00 50.5 11.6 0.4 100.0 50 319 344 .424 44 | 100.00 249
Total 8.7 21.1| 55.5 12.4 2.4 1000 3.0 234 30.9 .334 8.4 | 100.0 100

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.3.7Special Education

This section focuses data that deal with speciata&iibn by type of disability. This emanates
from the fact that the issue of disability of l&t@s been gaining recognition both at national and
international levels. The main categories of disgbmay be classified according to various
sources and causes mainly at birth, aging, illnesg,or accidents. In Tanzania Mainland people
with disability are given the deserving attentiathe level of disability appears to be on the
increase as a result of aging, morbidity, accidasta/ell as other unspecified causes. Hence, it is
important to prepare programmes for enabling deshplupils to get special education by type of

impairmentHowever in Rungwe District Council, Table 5.45 slsaivat there are no secondary school
students with any type of disability in 2013 and. 20

Table5. 45: Number of Students enrolled in SecondaSchools with their Type of impairment,
Rungwe District Council; 2013 and 2015

Type of Impairment Number of Students enrolled
2013 2015
Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total
Nil 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0

SourceRungwe District Council
5.2.3.8 Quantity and State of School Facilities

The quantity and quality of facilities among somnee@dary schools in Rungwe District Council
are operating below the standards set by the e@dunehtauthorities Indeed, giving incentives to
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teachers, students morale to work hard in conjanctwith availability of essential school

facilities do play a significant role in improvirguality of education in any council. The most
common facilities that play major role on improvitig quality of education include availability

of adequate classrooms, toilets, staff quartetsadies, laboratories, dormitories, teachers’
houses, sports facilities, furniture and teachexsilability of electricity and clean and safe
water.

0] Teachers

Expansion of secondary education is directly relatethe increase in the number of teaching
staff and other school facilities. This is essdrfta the sustainable improvement of the quality
of education. Table 5.46 shows that the council¥&&Iteachers evenly distributed in each ward
in 2015. This gives an average School TeachersoR#ti1:37. As a result, the Council
experienced a shortage of 127 teachers, equiviaetit.6 percent of the required 1,096 teachers
in 2015. At ward level, Kiwira Ward has the largés®) deficit of teachers followed by Ibighi
Ward (16 ), Bulyaga and Suma wards each with acidedf 13 teachers and Kyimo Ward
(10).Other wards had a shortage of teachers wihinge of 2 (Makandara Ward) to 9 (Swaya
Ward) teachers.Matwebe Ward has an excess of tBdesaand Iponjola Ward with an excess of
11 teachers.However, Masebe Ward does not haveemmndary school.

Table 5.46: Availability of Public Secondary Schoad Teachers by Ward, Rungwe District Council;
2015

Ward No. of Schools | Requirement of teachers| Available Teachers | Deficit of Teachers
Matwebe 1 10 22 -12
Masukulu 1 31 28 3
Bujela 1 35 27 8
Masoko 1 29 23 6
Ikuti 1 40 35 5
Iponjola 1 22 33 -11
Nkunga 1 32 28 4
Swaya 1 34 25 9
Kinyala 1 48 40 8
Suma 1 36 33 3
Mpuguso 1 68 54 13
Kisondela 1 43 35 8
Kisiba 1 30 22 8
Bagamoyo 1 62 59 6
llima 2 72 71 1
Malindo 1 36 33 3
Ibighi 1 64 48 16
Lufingo 1 32 27 5
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Kiwira 4 165 96 19
Makandana 1 45 43 2
Bulyaga 2 106 82 13
Kyimo 1 56 47 10
Isongole 1 60 53 7
Total 28 1096 964 127

SourceRungwe District Council

Table 5.47 shows that, out of 911 available pubéicondary school teachers in the council by

2015, 27.9 percent had a diploma certificate, fpke&ent degree holders and only 0.3 percent
masters’ holders. Looking at sex difference, ou®bt teachers, there were more male teachers
than female teachers in all three levels of gualtions.Distribution of teachers by qualification

is as follows: 254 diploma teachers (63.0 perceates) 37.0 percent females), 652 degree
teachers (65.6 percent males, 34.4 percent fem@asple teachers with master degree and 2
teachers with Other qualifications, one male and temale. One general observation from
these data is sex differences widen at higher le¥etjualifications, especially degree and
masters levels.

Table 5.47: Availability of Public Secondary Schodé Teachers by Qualification and Ward, Rungwe Distict

Council; 2015
Ward Number of Teachers with
Diploma Degree Masters Others
Male | Female| Total| Male | Female| Total| Male| Female Tal | Male | Female| Total
Matwebe 9 3 12 8 2 10 - . 1
Masukulu 7 3 10 15 3 18
Bujela 7 3 10 12 5 17
Masoko 3 1 4 16 3 19 -
Ikuti 11 3 14 13 8 21
Iponjola 4 3 7 16 10 26
Nkunga 4 2 6 20 2 22 .
Swaya 7 1 8 12 5 17 .
Kinyala 10 2 12 22 6 2§
Suma 7 1 8 21 4 25 . .
Mpuguso 7 2 9 25 18 42 2 Y -
Kisondela 12 1 13 17 5 22
Kisiba 4 2 6 13 3 16 - 1
Bagamoyo 2 14 16 21 21 42 ] L -
llima 10 7 17 32 22 54
Malindo 4 2 6 18 9 27 -
Ibighi 6 3 9 26 13 39
Lufingo 6 4 10 11 6 17
Kiwira 12 10 22 48 26 74 L
Makandana| 8 4 12 19 12 31
Bulyaga 12 13 25 29 28 57 -
Kyimo 8 10 18 14 14 29 L
Isongole 5 5 10 29 14 43
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Total | 160| 94| 254| 428| 225| e652| 3| | 3] 1] 1|

2|

SourceRungwe District Council

Efforts aimed at increasing the number of Scieneachers in the council should be monitored,
supervised and coordinated bythe Local Governmeniakity in collaboration with the Sector
Ministry, because among the 903 available teachmilj14.1 percent were Science teachers
whereby males accounted for 77.2 percent compar2@.8 percent females while 85.9 percent
were arts’ teachers (Table 5.48). At ward leveg thble shows, the largest number (138) of
teachers were allocated in Kiwira Ward (16 sciedd® arts), followed by Ilima Ward with 70
teachers (13 science, 57 arts), Bagamoyo Ward %6theachers (11 science, 45 arts) and
Mpuguso Ward with 55 teachers (8 science, 47 arSther wards are lbighi Ward 48 teachers
(40 arts, 8 sciences), Makandana Ward 43 teachersciences, 33 arts).

Analysis of teachers on the basis of sex showsahatal of 776 teachers are working in the

council, out of whom 319 are female teachers whmaeted for 41.1 percent and 58.9 percent
comprised male teachers. Furthermore, there wéefes@i2nce teachers out of 776 teachers who
accounted for 16.6 percent, whereas arts teaclvmsuiated for 83.4 percent. This analysis

reveals that the council has more male teachersfdrmale in both professions as well as more
arts than science teachers.

Table 5.48: Number of Science and Arts Teachers fublic Secondary Schools by Ward, Rungwe
District Council; 2015

Ward Number of Teachers

Available Teachers Teaching | Required | Available Teachers Teaching| Required
Science subjects Science Arts subjects Arts

Male Female | Total Teachers Male Female | Total Teachers
Matwebe 3 0 3 4 14 5 19 0
Masukulu 5 1 6 3 16 6 22 0
Bujela 2 0 2 7 17 8 25 0
Masoko 1 0 1 6 18 4 22 0
Ikuti 6 1 I 11 18 10 28 0
Iponjola 7 0 7 11 13 13 26 0
Nkunga 2 0 2 4 22 4 26 0
Swaya 3 0 3 8 16 6 22 1
Kinyala 7 0 7 8 25 8 33 0
Suma 2 1 3 3 26 4 30 0
Mpuguso 5 3 8 13 31 16 47 0
Kisondela 1 0 1 8 29 5 34 0
Kisiba 1 0 1 8 16 5 21 0
Bagamoyo 2 9 11 6 17 28 45 0
llima 11 2 13 3 31 26 57 0
Malindo 2 0 2 3 20 11 31 0
Ibighi I 1 8 16 25 15 40 0
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Lufingo 3 1 4 5 14 9 23 0
Kiwira 12 4 16 19 71 48 119 0
Makandana 10 0 10 2 17 16 33 0
Bulyaga 3 4 7 8 12 20 32 0
Kyimo 3 2 5 10 18 23 41 0
Isongole 7 0 7 2 27 19 46 0
Total 105 29 134 168 513 309 822 1

SourceRungwe District Council

(i) Administration Blocks
Administration blocks are among important facibtiswards creating an enabling environment
particularly to teachers who are directly respolesfbr providing quality education to students.
Therefore inadequacy or lack of administration k$ots among the outstanding challenges that
need to be resolved by the local government autésrilt is encouraging to observe in Table
5.49 that 100 percent out of 28 public secondalyals in all wards had constructed an
administration blocks in 2015

Table 5.49: Availability of Administration blocks in Public Secondary Schools by Ward, Rungwe
District Council; 2015

Ward Total no. of Public Secondary schools | No. of Public Sec. schoolg  Percent of Public Sec.
(With and Without Administration with Administration schools with
blocks) blocks Administration blocks

Matwebe 1 1 100
Masukulu 1 1 100
Bujela 1 1 100
Masoko 1 1 100
Ikuti 1 1 100
Iponjola 1 1 100
Nkunga 1 1 100
Swaya 1 1 100
Kinyala 1 1 100
Masebe 1 1 100
Suma 1 1 100
Mpuguso 1 1 100
Kisondela 1 1 100
Kisiba 1 1 100
Bagamoyo 1 1 100
llima 2 2 100
Malindo 1 1 100
Ibighi 1 1 100
Lufingo 1 1 100
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Kiwira 3 3 100
Makandana 1 1 100
Bulyaga 2 2 100
Kyimo 1 1 100
Isongole 1 1 100
Total 28 28 100

SourceRungwe District Council

(i)  Staff Quarters

Besides the shortage of teachers, the Counciledperiences a shortage of staff quarters in all
wards. Table 5.50 shows that, the Council requlr@d@7 houses based on 2015 demand whereas
only 75 houses were available living a deficit gf2 houses equivalent to 94 percent. This is a
very wide gap at council level between requirenaaa availability. The most adversely affected
wards are Kiwira, Bagamoyo and Kyimo with a 98 petcfollowed by Malindo, Ibighi,
Lufingo, Kisondelo, Mpuguso, Suma and Iponjola W&¥ percent). The other wards had a
deficit within a range of 76 percent (Masoko Waad)[d 96 percent (Makandana Ward). The
Local Authorities at ward level should take int@aignt the fact that the provision of staff houses
is a basic incentive for teacher retention and mtoon of effective teaching. Therefore, more
efforts should also be directed towards buildingffshouses together with other essential
facilities. Masebe Ward does not have a seconadmycd

Table 5.50: Availability of Teachers Houses in Puld Secondary Schools by Ward, Rungwe District
Council; 2015

Number of Houses
Ward No. of Required | Available Deficit Percent Deficit Ranking
Schools .
Deficit
Matwebe 1 22 3 19 86 7
Masukulu 1 31 3 28 90 6
Bujela 1 35 2 33 94 5
Masoko 1 29 7 22 76 9
Ikuti 1 40 4 36 90 6
Iponjola 1 33 1 32 97 2
Nkunga 1 32 2 3d 94 5
Swaya 1 34 2 32 94 5
Kinyala 1 48 3 45 94 5
Suma 1 36 1 35 oy 2
Mpuguso 1 64 2 62 9y 2
Kisondela 1 68 2 66 97 2
Kisiba 1 30 3 27 9( 6
Bagamoyo 1 56 1 55 98 1
llima 2 55 12 43 78 8
Malindo 1 36 1 35 97 2
Ibighi 1 64 2 62 97 2
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Lufingo 1 32 1 31 97 2
Kiwira 4 165 4 161 98 1
Makandana 1 45 ? 43 96 3
Bulyaga 2 106 5 101 95 4
Kyimo 1 56 1 55 98 1
Isongole 1 60 11 59 98 1
Total 28 1177 75 1112 77 1

SourceRungwe District Council

(iv) Classrooms
Table 5.51 shows that the required number of adasss in Rungwe District Council had 9
percent deficit in 2015. At ward level, about 48gemt of wards had the required number of
classrooms namely; Masukulu, Masoko, Ikuti, kunge&,Kisondela,Kisiba,Bagamoyo,lbighi,
Makandana and Kyimo. The other wards have shortagsn a range of 6 percent (Kiwira
Ward) and 50 percent (Swaya Ward).

Table 5.51: Availability of Classrooms in Public Seondary Schools by Ward; Rungwe District Council; 15

Ward No. of _ _ Numb_er_ of Classrooms _ _ _
Schools Required Available Deficit Percent Deficit RankingDeficit
Matwebe 1 8 5 3 38 2
Masukulu 1 9 9 0 0 -
Bujela 1 16 13 3 19 6
Masoko 1 8 11 0 0 -
Ikuti 1 13 19 0 0 -
Iponjola 1 10 8 2 20 5
Nkunga 1 18 18 0 0 -
Swaya 1 8 4 4 50 1
Kinyala 1 21 16 5 24 4
Suma 1 14 14 0 0 -
Mpuguso 1 26 24 2 8 8
Kisondela 1 12 16 0 0 -
Kisiba 1 11 11 0 0 -
Bagamoyo 1 22 22 0 0 -
llima 2 24 22 2 8 8
Malindo 1 8 6 2 25 3
Ibighi 1 23 23 0 0 -
Lufingo 1 16 13 3 19 6
Kiwira 4 52 49 3 6 9
Makandana 1 8 12 0 0 -
Bulyaga 2 33 28 5 15 7
Kyimo 1 13 15 0 0 -
Isongole 1 30 24 6 20 S
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382 |

40

252

SourceRungwe District Council

(v) Toilets

Toilet is one of essential facilities in protectiamorbidity and mortality of students caused by
communicable diseases such cholera, diarrhoeaabd bther related diseases. According to the

national standard set by the government each higbé tatrine should be used by either 20 girl
students or 25 boy students. Table 5.52 showdlikabilet requirements were 319 boys’ toilets
and 364 girls’ toilets in 2015 for Secondary Sckowl Rungwe District Council, however,

available toilets were 278 and 298 respectively.aAgsult, the council had a deficit of of 388

toilets, out of which 51 (34.5 percent) a defiditailets for boys and 97 (65.5 percent) a deficit

of toilets for girls. At ward level, Table 5.52 si®that, Kiwira Ward was the most affected with

a deficit of 34 toilets for both boys and girls ideficit of 18 boy’s toilets and 16 toilets forlgi

followed by llima Ward with a deficit of 32 toilef82 toilets girls only) and Kisondela Ward
with a deficit of 18 toilets (deficit of 10 toilefsr boys and 8 toilets for girls). Other wards lzad

deficit of toilets ranging from 2 toilets (MakandarBulyaga and Mpuguso wards) to 11 toilets
(Ikuti Ward). The council should continue to ename parents to accomplish the building of

this facility to their respective secondary schools

Table 5.52: Availability of Pit Latrine in Public Secondary Schools by Sex and Ward; Rungwe District

Council 2015
Total students - - Number of Pit Latr.inle —

No. of Required Available Deficit Percent Deficit Ward

Ward Schools B G T B G T G T B |G |T B | G T Ragl;mg
Deficit

Matwebe 1 51 51 102 8 8 16 8 8 16 - - - -
Masukulu 1 110 118 228 8 8 14 8 8 16 - - - -
Bujela 1 139 142 281 12 16 28 12 8 20 - 8 8 - 50 29 7
Masoko 1 125 128 253 10 12 22 10 12 42 - - - - - - -
Ikuti 1 207 293 500 13 16 29 8 10 18 5 6 1138 38 38 5
Iponjola 1 183 225 408 10 8 14 1 8 1B 0 4 40 50 22 10
Nkunga 1 158 225 383 7 15 27 3 15 18 4 - 457 - 18 11
Swaya 1 108 109 217 10 1( 2 8 [ 14 2 |4 620 | 40 | 30 6
Kinyala 1 425 429 854 16 16 32 12 12 24 4 4 825 25 25 9
Suma 1 107 150 257 8 8 16 8 8 16 - - - - - - -
Mpuguso 1 444 502 946 18 2( 3 18 18 36 - 2 2 10 5 13
Kisondela 1 262 242 504 10 14 24 : ¢ 6 10 |8 1800 | 57 75 1
Kisiba 1 114 108 222 8 8 16 8 8 16 - - - - - -
Bagamoyo 1 422 441 863 15 1% 3 15 15 BO - - - - - - -
llima 2 173 774 947 8 38 46 8 12 20 - B2 320 84 70 2
Malindo 1 103 143 246 10 10 20 1 10 20 - - - -
Ibighi 1 311 389 700 13 20 33 10 14 24 3 6 923 30 27 8
Lufingo 1 113 200 313 8 12 20 4 8 12 4 4 8 50 33 40 4
Kiwira 4 - - - 36 35 71 6 27 53 B 16 450 | 46 48 3
Makandanal 1 134 150 284 12 1p 2 41 21 12 1 1 28 8 8 11
Bulyaga 2 399 358 757 35 33 68 3b 31 66 - |2 20 6 3 14
Kyimo 1 - - - 10 13 23 8 16 24 1 - -
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Isongole 1

815 299

1114

34 17

5] 28

- 6 L7

17

12

Total 28

4903 5476

10379

319 | 364

683 278

298 | 576 | 57 | 97

154 | 388 | 477

455

SourceRungwe District Council
Note:B=Boys, G=Girls, T=Total

(vi) Dormitories
Building of dormitories in peripheral areas is ed&¢ due to the physical features of Rungwe

District Council characterised by hilly areas tivd#tuences distribution of human settlements.
The availability of dormitories is expected to hslpdents solve the problem of walking long

distances and reduce the rates of drop outs, pnegpsaand truancy among other constraints.
Table 5.53 shows that, out of the 23 wards whicketsecondary schools, only 10 (45 percent)

had a dormitory facility, other wards shortage 6f d&rmitories or about 69.6 percent of the
required 56 dormitories.

Table 5.53: Availability of dormitories/hostels inPublic Secondary Schools by Ward, Rungwe District

Council; 2015
Ward No. of _ _ Number o_f _Dormitories/hostells. . _
Schools Required Available Deficit Percent Deficit RankingDeficit

Matwebe 1 2 0 2 100 1
Masukulu 1 2 1 1 50 2
Bujela 1 2 0 2 100 1
Masoko 1 2 0 2 100 1
Ikuti 1 2 1 1 50 2
Iponjola 1 2 0 2 100 1
Nkunga 1 2 1 1 50 2
Swaya 1 2 0 2 100 1
Kinyala 1 2 2 0 0 0
Suma 1 2 1 1 50 2
Mpuguso 1 2 0 2 100 1
Kisondela 1 2 0 2 100 1
Kisiba 1 2 0 2 100 1
Bagamoyo 1 2 0 2 100 1
llima 2 4 2 2 50 2
Malindo 1 2 0 2 100 1
Ibighi 1 2 1 1 50 2
Lufingo 1 2 0 2 100 1
Kiwira 4 8 4 4 50 2
Makandana 1 2 0 2 100 1
Bulyaga 2 4 2 2 50 2
Kyimo 1 2 0 2 100 1
Isongole 1 2 2 0 100 1
Total 28 56 17 41 65

SourceRungwe District Council
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vii. Libraries

Library facility is considered to be an essenéimlong other basic facilities for the transfer of
knowledge and skills to a student. According to $itendards established by the Ministry of
Education and Vocational Training, every secondsslgool should have a library to enable
students to borrow and use supplementary booksldmdextbooks. Table 5.54 shows that
onlyFour (7.7 percent) schools have a library b$30he other 24 schools (92.3 percent) have
no libraries; this implies that no supplementarphkswere available for students in the other 24
secondary schools of Rungwe District Council. Buisiimportant for the local authorities to
include the provision of libraries in their scha@velopment plans in the future.

Table 5.54: Availability of Libraries in Public Secondary Schools by Ward; Rungwe District Council; 205

Ward No. of _ _ Nur_n_ber of Library _ _ _
Schools | Required | Available Deficit Percent Deficit | Ranking Deficit
Matwebe 1 1 0 1 100 1
Masukulu 1 1 0 1 100 1
Bujela 1 1 0 1 100 1
Masoko 1 1 0 1 100 1
Ikuti 1 1 0 1 100 1
Iponjola 1 1 0 1 100 1
Nkunga 1 1 0 1 100 1
Swaya 1 1 0 1 100 1
Kinyala 1 1 0 1 100 1
Suma 1 1 0 1 100 1
Mpuguso 1 1 0 1 100 1
Kisondela 1 1 0 1 100 1
Kisiba 1 1 0 1 100 1
Bagamoyo 1 1 0 1 100 1
llima 2 2 1 1 50 2
Malindo 1 1 0 1 100 1
Ibighi 1 1 0 1 100 1
Lufingo 1 1 0 1 100 1
Kiwira 4 4 2 2 50 2
Makandana 1 1 0 0 100 1
Bulyaga 2 2 1 1 50 1
Kyimo 1 1 0 1 100 1
Isongole 1 1 0 1 100 1
Total 28 28 4 24 96.4 30

SourceRungwe District Council
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viii. Furniture (Tables and Chairs)
Student’s furniture for secondary schools in tesitting facilities is different from the ones used

by pupils in primary schools. Students in secondaniyools use tables and chairs instead of
desks. Table 5.55, shows that the Council had 148Bks and 14782 chairs of the required
14058 tables and 13846 chairs.This had excess @tlB&@s equivalent to 6.1 percent and an
excess of 936 chairs (8.9 percent). This showsvaildls have an excess of chairs and tables,
except Matwebe Ward that has a deficit of one talplé five chairs. The achieved success is
mainly due to the national campaign of making desid tables in order to avert the widespread
problem of students sitting on the floor while attang classroom sessions.

Table 5.55: Availability of Tables and chairs in Pblic Secondary Schools by Ward, Rungwe District Cancil;

2015
No. of _ _Number of Tables ar_1d_ chairs _ _
Ward Sch.ools Required Available Deficit Percent Deficit | Ranking
Tables Chairs | Tables Chairs | Tables| Chairs) Tables Giirs Deficit
Matwebe 1 123 123 12p 118 1 5 0.8 4.1
Masukulu 1 320 276 320 276 0 0 - -
Bujela 1 640 64Q 640 640 (0] 0 - -
Masoko 1 320 32( 320 320 0 0 - -
Ikuti 1 640 640 522 522 D D - -
Iponjola 1 417 417 417 41)7 (0] 0 - -
Nkunga 1 383 387 534 480 0 0 - -
Swaya 1 255 24% 25b 245 0 0 - -
Kinyala 1 878 878 87§ 878 0 0 - -
Suma 1 440 301 440 301 0 0 - -
Mpuguso 1 1,058 1,058 1,088 1,068 0 0 - -
Kisondela 1 467 467 46(7 47 0 0 - -
Kisiba 1 222 222 27( 35p 0 0 - -
Bagamoyo 1 806 806 806 806 0 0 - -
llima 2 894 894 1,062 1,215 0 0 -
Malindo 1 246 246 249 24P 0 0 - -
Ibighi 1 700 700 727 727 D 0 - -
Lufingo 1 313 313 52( 470 0 0 - -
Kiwira 4 1,480 1,406 1,530 1,456 0 0 - -
Makandana 1 27 33¢ 435 461 0 0 - -
Bulyaga 2 1,541 1,541 1,679 1,679 0 0 -- -
Kyimo 1 522 522 531 531 D 0 - -
Isongole 1 1114 1114 1114 1114 0 0 - -
Total 28 14,058 13,844 14,896 14782 1 5 D.8 4.1

SourceRungwe District Council
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(ix) Laboratories
The laboratory is a necessary facility for studeaksng science subjects. The specifications set
by the government are that each school should haveast three laboratories to be used by
physics, chemistry and biology practicals. Table65shows that in 2015, the Council had 84
equivalent to 100 percent laboratories out of 8umed laboratories. . The significant success
achieved so far has been attributed to the naticeralpaign of building laboratories for science
subjects. At ward level, .The Council authoritiég®@d continue to take this matter seriously in
order to ensure that this initiative becomes soatae by allocating enough funds for purchasing
laboratory apparatus and equipment. Moreover, tHeberatories should be maintained

properly, in order to improve the performance ofdgints taking science subjects.

Table 5.56: Availability of Laboratories in Public Secondary Schools by Ward;Rungwe District Council2015

Ward

No. of
Schools

Number of Laboratories

Required

Available

Deficit

Percent Deficit

Ranking Deficit

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Swaya

Kinyala

Suma

Mpuguso

Kisondela

Kisiba

Bagamoyo

Ilima

Malindo

Ibighi

Lufingo

Kiwira

[EEN

[N

Makandana

Bulyaga

Kyimo

Isongole

e T I e g e e e I e e e T e e N e e e e L

W[WD[WINWWW DWW WWWWWWwWwwwwww

W[WD[WINWWWDRWWWWWWWWWWwWwwwww

Total

N
o]

(o)
N

(o)
N

O |O|O0O|0|0|0|0|0|0|O|0|0|O|0|0o|0|o|o|0o|o|o|o|o

O|O|0|O0|0O|0|0|0|0|0|O0O|O|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o

SourceRungwe District Council

(x) Electricity

Accessibility of electricity is also essential fidgi for the learning environment that enabled
students to do practical for science subjects amdluct self-studies in the evening. Table 5.57
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shows various sources of electricity used in seapndchools in the council in 2015. About 22
out of 28 secondary schools had electricity facitiit of whom 20 have electricity supplied by
TANESCO and 3 solar energy and 2 generator .Geaerats the third source of electricity used
by only 2 schools . The remaining three schoolsriwdlectric power.

Table 5.57: Availability of Electricity Power in Secondary Schools by Ward, Rungwe District Council; R15

Ward Total No. Number of Secondary school using

of Schools | National Grid electricity | Biogas | Solar Power | Genergor | Other Sources | Total

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

[ Y Y PN R =

Nkunga

Swaya

Kinyala

1
L= (=] =]
1
1

Isonole

Suma

Mpuguso

Kisondela

Kisiba

Bagamoyo

llima

Malindo

Ibighi

Lufingo

Kiwira

Makandanal

Bulyaga

RINR|ASR|IR|RINR|R|R|R|R|R|IR|R|R| R R|R| R,

N N ) T I N N e L O I Ty TN T =Y I P PN
1
1
1
1

Kyimo

LN =1F S f= 1 N T e Y T f= I e I = I P T I T e e e

Total

N
(o]
N
o
1
w
N
1
N
N

SourceRungwe District Council

(xi) Water

It is necessary to ensure that adequate supplieah@nd safe water is available for secondary
school students for improving their health by preireg water-borne diseases. In 2013, Table
5.58 shows that Rungwe District Council had manageeéstablish water sources in secondary
schools, out of those schools, 8 schools used wat&s, 15 water wells and 9 schools used tape
water. In 2015, Out of 29 schools, 4 schools usatemtanks, 15 water wells and 11 schools
used tape water. At ward level, secondary schaoldatwebe Ward are not accessible to any
type of water source.
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Table 5.58: Accessibility of Water in Public Secoraty Schools by Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2013nd

2015

Ward

2013

2015

No. of Sec. Schools with working

Water
Tanks

Water
wells

Tape
water

Total No.
of Schools

No. of Sec. Schools with working

Water
Tanks

Water
wells

Tape
water

Total No.
of Schools

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Swaya

Kinyala

Isongole

Suma

Mpuguso

Kisondela

Kisiba

Bagamoyo

Malindo

Ibighi

Lufingo

Kiwira

Makandana

Bulyaga

Kyimo

Total

WION|O|IO|0O|0O|0|0|0O|0|0(FR|O|FR|FPIFP|IFIFIO|I0O|I0|I0o

v|o|o|lr|w|kr|lolkr|o|kr|lokr|lolokr|kr|k|lokr|k kiko

[EnN

O R FPIOINOIFRIFPIFP OIFRIOIOIFIOIO|IO|IFk|IOI0O|I0O|0|O

N R wlkRlogRr|RIN R R R R R RNNN NN R R k|

w

AIORPIO|IOI0O|0O|0O|I0|0O|0|0|0O|0O|F OOk |FkO|0|0|0o

v|o|olr|lw|kr|lolkr|o|kr|lor|lolokr|kr|k|lokr|k kiklo

[EnN

O IFPIOINOIFRIFPIFP OIFRIOIFPIFOIOCIOIFIOIOI0OIO|IO

[EnY
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N

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.4 Universities/Colleges and Vocational Trainingchools/Centres
Rungwe District Council is endowed with number abfic and private universities, colleges and
vocational training centres. Until 2015, the Disttrhad 2 vocational training centres and 4
Colleges located in different wards. The courseferefl include, diploma in education,
certificates in education, nursing, carpentry, teieal installation (housing wiring), tailoring and
masonry (Table 5.55) and (Table 5.55a).

5.2.4.1 Colleges and Institutes
Rungwe District Council has two Teachers Trainiragjl€yes called Tukuyu Teachers' College
which is a public teacher training college locailed ukuyu Township and and Mpuguso TTC
located in Mpuguso Ward. Both colleges currentlieiotourses leading to the Certificate and
Diploma in Education aimed at imparting graduatés wnowledge and skills in order to teach
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various subjects. Moreover,Mwambenja College offdssth certificate and diploma
courses.Another college offers both certificate diploma courses.

In addition to that, Table 5.55 shows that in 2@l8tal of 1,385 students ( 896 males, 489
females) were registered in four colleges, then 8tlilents (547 males,268 females) were
registered in 2014. This number decreased furthéb® (472 males, 280 females) in 2015.

Table 5.55: List of Registered Colleges/UniversiteeinRungwe District Council; 2013- 2015

Number of students

Coueggmii‘\’/‘;rsity Program offered 2013 2014 2015

Male | Female| Total| Male| Female| Totall Male| Female Tol
Tukuyu TTC Certificate/Diploma 553 222 775 353 134 487 96 58 154
Mpuguso TTC Certificate/Diploma 309 235 544 164 106 270 338 197 535
Nursing Certificate/Diploma 27 23 50 22 10 32 3P 19 51
Mwambenja Certificate/Diploma 7 9 16 8 18 26 6 6 12
Total | 896 489| 1385 547 268 815 472 280 152

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.4.2 Vocational Education

Regarding Vocational education, there are two Mooat Training Colleges in Rungwe District
Council one is publicly owned and another is peWatowned, namely Katumba Folk
Development College and another one called Mwail@anMocational training is crucial to a
nation like Tanzania where there are many primay secondary school leavers who are not
admitted in higher learning institutions. These teen offer various courses including motor
vehicle mechanics, driving, electrical installatimnd plumbing, masonry and joinery, carpentry
and tailoring, to mention a few. According to tleport provided by the centre, it is shown that
enrolment was still very low compared to the numbkchildren who fail to join secondary
education in the council and the Region as a whiable 5.55a shows in 2013 a total of 169 (84
males, 85 females) students were registered in titmad Training Schools, followed by 216
students (105 males, 111 females ) students weodexhin such centres in 2014. Moreover, in
2015 a total of 236 students (116 males, 116 feshalere enrolled for vocational training in the
two schools.
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Vocational Training School/Centre

Table 5.55a: List of Registered Vocational TrainingSchools/Centers in Rungwe District Council; 2013&15

N f Number of students
sgwmogllc():entre Courses offered 2013 2014 2015
Male Female| Tota Male| Female Total Male Female allot

Katumba

FDC Carpentry 30 20 50 50 30 80 60 4Q 100
Works 06 - 06 04 - 04 08 - 08
Electrical 12 03 15 09 02 11 1( 03 13
Secretarial Skills 10 22 32 08 27 34 n 3( 41
Tailoring - - - - - - - - -
Computer
Knowledge 03 01 04 - - - - - -
Computer

Mwaikambo | Applications 23 39 62 34 52 86 27 47 74
Total 84 85 169 105 111 216 | 116 120 236

SourceRungwe District Council

5.2.5 Policy Implication on Education Sector

Although there is a significant achievement obsermeboth primary and secondary education,
policy intervention needs to take place to achithestargets and standards set by the Policy.
Henceforth, Rungwe District Council needs to putreneffort by building girls’ dormitories
which will help to prevent or reduce girls’ dropsudue to pregnancy and also increasing pass
rates for female students. In addition to that,dhegoing programme of building laboratories in
secondary schools should be accomplished in ormdeprovide opportunity of conducting
practicals for science subjects. More importangighool feeding programmes are essential for
improving learning capability in primary schools.

Since both primary and secondary schools in thedbbave shortage of toilet holes, more toilet
holes should be constructed to satisfy the edutgtodicy of one toilet hole for 20 girls and one
toilet hole for 25 boys. Likewise, the number ofriiture such as desks, tables and chairs in
some of primary and secondary schools should beased to meet education targets of one
desk per three pupils and one table and chairgudr student respectively.

Most of primary and secondary schools in RungwerBtsCouncil have no access to electricity.
Therefore, initiatives are needed to supply theostshwith electricity in order to improve the
learning environment and particularly performin@gircal of science subjects. Moreover, if not
all, secondary schools especially in rural areasulshbe motivated to build at least two
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dormitories and supplied with electricity to enharlearning environment for girls in order to
reduce if not end pregnancy problem in the council.

5.2.6 Investment Opportunities in Education.

The challenges facing the development of educatemntor include; inadequacy of preprimary
schools, primary schools and secondary schools edlsas school facilities like classrooms,

textbooks, laboratories, toilets, learning and héag materials and inadequacy of teachers.
Therefore, investment in building more schools,pbyf textbooks, laboratory equipment and

materials and building materials should be welcoimgthe council.

5.3 Water Supply and Sanitation

5.3.0 An Overview
Tanzania is a big country with almost, one out\adrg two persons has no access to clean and

safe water supply. Due to the big geographicalatspn, rural Tanzanians often have to travel
long distances and spend many hours to fetch wates has a huge negative impact on
economic development and also results in girls pirgpout of school as they join their mothers
in fetching potable water. Improving supply of cleand safe water will therefore reduce the
number of girls dropping out of schools, save timgch will be used by women on other
economic activities and increase the standardeothhir lives. There will also be cost savings as
the Government will spend less on public healthtdu®e control of water borne diseases.

In Rungwe District Council, the Water Supply anchig&tion Sector covers Urban and Rural
water supply in terms of water sources, schemesexuithology used to supply water. Besides
that, the staffing situation is also highlightecp@sally the work of the district water and

sanitations engineers/technicians in providinganable water and sanitation services.

However, for Rungwe district is relatively well eawled with water resources due to the
presence of Rungwe Mountain with natural foresticwielps in rain formation throughout the
year. This has resulted into the existence of peem@adrainage system of rivers which brings
forth reliable water in the district throughout thear. The use sources of water in the district
include pipe water schemes, constructed or impravaditional shallow wells, streams and
rivers, springs, bore holes and harvested rainmwistest of the natural water sources from rivers

are safe although they are not protected.

In general, sustainable access to clean and safkirdy water is essential for prevention and

control of water-borne diseases and other commatithproblems. This initiative, among others
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helps to improve the health status of people whib @ then able to spend more time in
productive activities, thereafter leading to redwcof poverty.

According to the available data, most of the watethe council is used mainly for domestic
purposes due the increasing demand attributedrapidly increasing population, furthermore
leading to both expanding economic activities aelivdry of social services. Hence, there is an
urgent need for the government to involve the pevsector and other stakeholders aimed at

making a significant contribution towards suppaytthe water sector.

5.3.1 Source of Drinking Water

During the 2012 Population and Housing Census, élmlds were asked to mention their main
source of drinking water. Map 5.1 presents perggnthstribution of households that used piped
water as their main source of drinking water in MibdRegion. In Rungwe District a total of
58,924 households, were interviewed to state thi@e sw@urce of drinking water as a result, the
proportion of households using piped water was 4@&ent in Rungwe District out of which
1.6.5 percent piped water into dwelling, 13.2 petq@iped water into yard or plot and 17.1
percent piped water being public tap. This suggalstait 47 percent of households in Rungwe
District were using piped water as the main soofadrinking water.
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Map .5.1: Percentage of Households that Used Pipe Water as the Main Source of Drinking Water in Rungwe
District within Mbeya Region, 2012 Census
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5.3.1.1 Rural Water Supply

By 2015, access to clean and safe water was sthialenge in Rungwe District Council. The
main dependable source of drinking water was thengpwater and rivers. Due to high
dependence on springs water and rivers, the cobasilbeen implementing the (2006 - 2025)
National Rural Water Supply and Sanitation Progi&RWSSP) in different wards to make
sure that clean and safe water is available andsaile to its people. This program aims at
implementing the long term development plan ofrtiral water supply and sanitation.

Table 5.56 reveals that, in 2015, Rungwe Districu@il had a total ofl,013 rural water
schemes (sources) in various stages of operatiowmoperation. About 958 of these schemes,
(95 percent of total schemes) were operating (wgpkiand the remaining 55 schemes (5
percent) were not operating (not working). Figure.....Shows the number of Operating Main
Water Sources used in the district. Spring wates tha dominant water source in rural areas in
the council of which 606 of operating or workingisg water (63 percent of Council’s operating
water sources). Permanent river was about 161 €t@ept) was the second dependable water
source, followed by rain water harvest tank withv@@king (10 percent), then piped water with
41 scheme (4 percent) working and shallow well iBhpermanent sources (2.2 percent).

Figure 5.56 Percent of Working /Operating Main Ruial Water Sources in Wards by Type, in Rungwe
District Council; 2015

Piped Scheme _Charcoal dams

1%

Bore holes
3%

Rain
water
Harvest

10%

Shallow Well
2%

Source District Executive Director’s Office (Water Supplgd Sanitation Department),
Rungwe District Council
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Table 5.56 shows the number and type of rural wsdarce by ward in Rungwe district Council.
From the table it can be clearly noted that thennsaurce of water for the rural population in
district is the springs water, followed by Riverte Rain water harvest, then piped scheme,
bore holes and shallow well. At ward level it magy dbserved that spring water, river water and

piped scheme are the most sources of water.

Moreover, lkuti had the largest number of workingisg with 103, followed by Masebe and
Kiwira with 40 springs working, then Kinyala and fingo to about 38 and 33 spring water .
Almost every ward has got river sources of drinkimagter, while Masebe, Kiwira and Swaya
had many river sources of water to about 18, 13 Eheach. Kyimo, Kiwira and Kisondela
wards had six, four and three working piped schemleite Masukulu, Masoko, lkuti, Kisiba,
Nkunga and Swaya wards there was no piped schentbsir area. Kawetele, Suma and Kisiba
are using Rain water harvest water tank. Basinghenfacts given in Table 5.56, most of the
wards had spring and river water sources and had¢armected to piped schemes. Hence, the

council is working upon in improving the availabjliof safe and clean water to her people.

Table 5.56: Number and Type of Rural Water Sources by Ward genDistrict Council, 2015

Ward Charcoal Spring Shallow Rain water Bore River Lake Dam Piped

dams Well Harvest holes water water Scheme

Tanks
W |INW W [NW | W |[NW | W NW | W |[NW | P S Pl S W | NW

Matwebe 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
Masukulu 0 0 8 0 0 0 1 0 10 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 0
Bujela 0 0 20 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
Masoko 0 0 15 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0
Ikuti 0 0 |103| 3 0 0 3 0 3 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iponjola 0 0 16 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0
Nkunga 0 0 11 0 3 0 1 0 9 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lupepo 0 0 | 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0
Swaya 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kinyala 0 0O | 38| 42| 0] O 7 0 3 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 0
Masebe 0 0 40 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 1 0
Suma 0 0 13 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 2 0
Kisondela | O 0 |22 0] 0 0 4 0O |0 O 5|0 0 0| O 3 0
Mpuguso 0 0 | 34 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 1 0 2 1
Kisiba 2 0 30 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 1
Msasani 0 0O |25 0| O 0 5 0 0| O 5 0 0 2 0 1 1
Kawetele 0 0 12 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0
llima 0 0 23 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0
Bagamoyo| O 0 2 0 3 0 6 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0
Bulyaga 0 0 8 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
Isongole 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 2
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Ndanto 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 2 1
Malindo 0 0 17 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 1 1
Makandang O 0 6 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 2 0
Itaghata 0 0 27 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 1
Ibhigi 0 0 8 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 2 0
Kyimo 2 0 16 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 6 1
Lufingo 0 0 33 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 2 1
Kiwira 0 0 40 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 4 0
Total 4 606 | 45 15 98 21 1611 1 5 4 1(

2015

Note: W= Working, NW= Not Working, P=Permanent, S=Sea$on

Table 5.57 shows that, Rungwe DC had a total 51kwgr (85 percent) water delivery
technologies working and 9 (15 permanent) that weteworking. Working gravity piped were
the most popular water delivery technology. It acted for 78 percent of all working water
schemes. Hand pumps were 11 (22 percent) and Wwerseicond dependable water delivery

technology in Rungwe District Council.

Source District Executive Director’s Office (Water Supplgd Sanitation Department), Rungwe District Council

Table 5.57: Number and Type of Water Delivery Techalogy Used in Rural Water Schemes by Ward,;
Rungwe District Council; 2016

Ward

Type of Technology

Wind Mill

Electricity

Pump

Diesel
Pump

Hand
Pump

Gravity

Piped

Total

NW

NW

w

NW

W

Matwebe

1

Masukulu

1

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

K

IES K

Swaya

Kinyala

Masebe

Suma

Kisondela

Mpuguso

W[N]

Kisiba

NINW|R|[FP|!

N O W|FR]|!

Msasani

Kawetele

llima

[N

=

Bagamoyo

Bulyaga

Isongole

Ndanto

WIN |

WIN ||
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Malindo - - - - - - - - 3 - 3
Makandang - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 -
Itaghata - - - - - - - - 2 1 2 1
Ibhigi - - - - - - - - 2 - 2 -
Kyimo - - - - - - - - 6 1 6 1
Lufingo - - - - - - - - 2 1 2 1
Kiwira - - - - - - - - 4 2 4 2
Total 11 40 9 51 9

Note: W= Working, NW= Not Working, P=Permanent, S=Seatona
Source: District Executive Director’s Office (Water Suppiynd Sanitation Department), Rungwe District Coyritil

Drinking water or clean water is water safe enotmive consumed by human beings or used
with low risk of immediate or long term harm. Ovarge parts of Rungwe District Council
especially in rural areas, people have inadequatesa to clean water and use sources with low
level of safety and cleanliness. Although springewvand rivers which are the dominant water
source in the district council still this water Haw wide spread to waterborne diseases.

Table 5.58 shows that in 2015, 28 percent of tihel population accessed clean water. At ward
level,Kawetele, Mpuguso, Bagamoyo and Bulyaga weggsrted to have the largest proportion
(40 percent, 45 percent, 45 percent and 50 perespéctively.) of people accessing clean water.
Masoko, Matwebe, Ikuti, Swaya, Lupepo and Kisibaesmbe most disadvantaged wards as only
(0 and 3 percent) of its people had access to cleder. But, there are some programmes taking

place in the area to make sure that safe and wlater is available in those wards.

Table 5.58: Percentage of Rural Population Servedith Clean Water by Ward, Rungwe Council;
2015

Total Rural Population Served with Percent Population Served with

Ward Population Clean Water Clean Water

Matwebe 0 0
Masukulu 5,795 1448.8 25
Bujela 5,379 1075.8 20
Masoko : 0

Ikuti 13,035 0

Iponjola 5,495 1923.3 35
Nkunga 5,433 1629.9 30
Lupepo 6,836 2187.5 32
Swaya 7,555 0.0

Kinyala 12,871 0.0

Masebe 4,967 745.1 15
Suma 6,256 1,564.0 25
Kisondela 11,070 2767.5 25
Mpuguso 13,969 6286.1 45
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Kisiba 6,629 198.9 3
Msasani 6,292 2453.9 39
Kawetele 5,506 2202.4 40
llima 5,839 2043.7 35
Bagamoyo 3,207 1443.2 45
Bulyaga 6,399 3199.5 50
Isongole 8,500 0

Ndanto 12,972 1816.1 14
Malindo 5,960 596.0 10
Makandana 7,613 2664.6 35
Itaghata 3,766 376.6 10
Ibhigi 9,389 2816.7 30
Kyimo 14,033 6314.9 45
Lufingo 11,148 5016.6 45
Kiwira 25244 13884.2 55
Total 231,158 64,654.9 28

Source: District Executive Director's Office (Water Suppiynd Sanitation Department),
Rungwe District Council, 2015

Figure .....: Percent of Rural Population Served with Clééater in Rungwe District Council, 2015

Percentage of Rural Population Served with Clean
Water In Rungwe District Council; 2015

Population

Served with

Clean \i\fate Population
27% not Served

with Clean
Water
73%

In Figure ..... population living in rural area whaeagerved with clean water was only 27 percent
while 73 percent of the population not served witran water. Most of people in rural area still
use spring and river water for drinking and agtiodl activities. Schemes of water have been
initiated to combat this problem cuts across 2rds.
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In rural areas it is a policy that once water sypgpthemes have been established, their
running and maintenance is to the responsibilityhef rural people themselves who in turn
manage them through their village water committéég/Cs) and village water funds
(VWFs). One village sometimes has more than one VW(W&/WF. Villagers also establish
Water Users Groups (WUGSs). By owning and managiiligge water funds commonly
referred to as Operational Maintenance Accounts (M accounts), water user groups and
village water committees are able to meet minortdayay operational costs of water sources
or projects in their villages. Table 5.59 showd ttfzere were 48 Water User Groups (WUGS),
of which 38 are active and 10 are not active in Rungwe Dis@muncil in 2015. Also there
are 38 Operation and Maintenance Accounts (O&Mhadistrict.

Table 5.59: Number of water users Group (WUGs) an@®peration and Maintainance Accounts (O&M) by
Ward, Rungwe District Council; 2015

WUGSs O&M Total Funds
Number of

Ward . : (TShs) as per
Groups Active Inactive Operate Dormant 31/12/2015

0

o
o

Matwebe
Masukulu
Bujela
Masoko
Ikuti
Iponjola
Nkunga
Lupepo
Swaya
Kinyala
Masebe
Suma
Kisondela
Mpuguso
Kisiba
Msasani
Kawetele
llima
Bagamoyo
Bulyaga
Isongole
Ndanto
Malindo
Makandana
Itaghata
Ibhigi
Kyimo
Lufingo
Kiwira
Total
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AlwWwlO|l0|O|O|P|W|[NV|O|O|(FR|O|O|O|N|RP|P|O|CO|OC|O|FR|[dM|O|O|O|N]|O
o|o|o|0o|0O|O|rR|O|FR|O|O(NMN|O|O|O|O|FR|N|FP|(F|O|jO|OC|O|r|O|O|O|O
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SourceRungwe District Council

Table 5.60 shows that, there were 12 water comesitieith 131 members in Rungwe District
Council in 2015. Water committees in the Villages/é almost the same number of members
which does not exceed 15 and not less than 8 memlmeRungwe District Council there are
only 8 wards with COWSOs and the remaining 21 wandgse no COWSOs. The most
accumulated committee financially by villages wamise and Kapugi in TZS 700,000 and TZS
600,000 respectively and the least accumulated COSM&mmittee in the Village was ljigha

with TZS 55,000

Table 5.60: Number of Rural Village Water Committees, Village Water Funds and Funds in the VWCs by
Ward and Village; Rungwe Council as at 31.12 2015

Village Water Committees
Village Water
Fund | Total funds
Members (VWF)/Water | in Tshs
Total Users Group
Ward Village Male | Female | Members (WUG)
Masukulu ljigha 5 3 8 0 55,000
Masukulu 6 3 9 0 150,000
Iponjola llalabwe
Lugombo 5 7 12 0 206,000
Nkunga Nkunga 9 6 15 0 250,00p
Isongole Isyonje 6 6 12 0 52,000
Mbeye 1
Malindo Kapugi 5 6 11 0 600,000
Kyimo Syukula 9 4 13 0 223,00p
Katabe 7 3 10 d 257,000
Kyimo 3 5 8 0 0
Lufingo Simike 8 6 14 0 700,000
Itete 5 5 10 0 528,398
Kiwira Mpandapanda
llolo 6 3 9 0 205,000
Total | 12 74 57 131 0 3,226,398

SourceRungwe District Council

*VFWs = Village Water Fund3UG = Water Users Groups

4.3.1.2 Urban Water Supply

Urban Water Supply comprises 8 wards which are goeidministered by Tukuyu Water
Authority (TUWASA). Despite being supplied with jgigh water, there are other sources which
Rungwe District Council ensures access to watediiderent uses.Table 5.61 shows there are
197 various sources of water out of which 196 acekimg. Analysis shows 54 percent uses
spring water, 20 percent uses Rain water Tank dard@ percent uses River water, 6 percent
uses piped water and 2 percent uses shallow witlgata Ward uses spring water (27 sources)
as a leading source of drinking water, followedMbyasani Ward (25 sources) and Kyimo Ward
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(16 sources). Therefore there was a need to maketisat piped clean and safe water are being
available by involving different stake holders avdlopment arena. Table 5.61 portrays the
above clarification.

Table 5.61: Number and Type of Urban Water Sourceby Ward; Rungwe District Council; 2015

Ward Charco Spring Shallow Rain water Bore River Lake Dam Piped
Dams Well Tanks holes water water Scheme
W INW W I INW | W [ NW | W NW |W|NW P | S P| S| W| NwW
Msasani - -1 25 o - 5 - -5 1 1 1
Kawetele - -1 12 - - -l 10 1 - 1§ 1
Bagamoyo - - 2 - 3 - 6 -l - - 5 i 1
Bulyaga - -1 8 -l - - 4 - 1 - 1
Makandang - - 6 - - - 7 -l - -4 ] 2
Itagata - - 27 - - - 1 - - -4 ] 1 ]
Ibhigi T 8 - - | 3 A 4 d a ] 2
Kyimo 2 -| 16 -l - - 3 N 1 7 2
Total 2 104 3 39 3p 12

SourceRungwe District Council
Note: W= Working, NW= Not Working, P=Permanent, S=Seasona

Figure 5.61: Percentage Distribution by Type of Uban Water Sources; Rungwe District Council; 2015
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In Table 5.62 shows the water scheme by wards lmrurarea technologies used.The most
common type of technology used is the gravity pipder scheme (10 working sources) which
is cheap and correlates with the mountainous area.
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Table 5.62: Number of Water Schemes by Type of Tenblogy by Ward: Rungwe District Council; 2015

Ward Type of Technology Total
Wind Mill Electricity Diesel Pump | Hand Pump | Gravity
Pump Piped

NW

Msasani - - - - - - - -

Kawetele - - - - - - - -

Bagamoyo | - - - - - - - -

Bulyaga - - - - - - - -

Makandana | - - - - - - - -

Itaghata - - - - - - - -

Ibhigi SE S E E - :

N R R R R R R NS
1

Kyimo - - - - - - - -

1
(NN [P (SN (PN PN PN N PN
1

o

Total

=
o

SourceRungwe District Council

Note: W= Working, NW= Not Working, P=Permanent, S=Seabtona

In table 5.63 percentages of population served wi¢lan water in the urban area in Tukuyu

Township Authority was about 54.8 percent (4,02fL}he total requirement of the estimated

demand in cubic meters per day. There was a deficitbout 46 percent (3,323). However,at
ward level variations were observed in the pai@ge of people served with clean water
largely due to different initiatives and investngemiade in each council. The data reveal that
Bagamoyo Ward had the largest percentage (82 mgroé people served with clean water

followed by Bulyaga (72 percent), lbighi (62 pere Both Kawetele and Makandara wards

each has a 51 percent .Other wards are Msasamdi@nt) and Kyimo (45 percent).This

suggests that the Rungwe Township Authority mustiase their efforts to raise the percent

of clean water supplied in these wards.

Table 5.63: Percentage of Urban Population Servedith Clean Water by Ward; Rungwe Council; 2015

Ward Estimated Demand in Actual Supply in cubic | % Population Served
cubic Meters per day Meters per day

Msasani 830 454 46
Kawetele 734.4 402 51
Bagamoyo 426 233 82
Bulyaga 844.6 462 72
Makandana 859 551 51
Itagata 639 - -
Ibhigi 1,175 914 62
Kyimo 1836 1005 45
Total 7,344 4,021 54.4

SourceRungwe District Council
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4.3.3 Sanitation

Sanitation involves provision of clean drinking ematnd disposal of waste at communitylevel.
This is essential in controlling infectious diseasespecially water borne diseases. Thus,
maintaning safe water supply is one of the basiclipihealth activities for environmental
control and management of both solid and liquidtevas urban and rural settings..Sanitation
facilities in Rungwe District are fairly well spre@aTable 5.64 shows that, an estimated total of
67,694 households, out of which 66,179households3(Bercent) of the population of Rungwe
District Council were using toilets and 2.2 percehthouseholds had no toilet. This resulted
from the education provided to the community anchjgaign on the cleanliness and emphasis to
the community on the importance of having toiletsevery household in order to control the
outbreak diseases. The most common way of dispdsimgan waste is through pit latrines.
However at ward level, the picture was differentheneby lkuti Ward has the largest percentage
(12.5 percent) of households did not have toil&apwed by Swaya Ward (11.3 percent),
Kanyala Ward (11.1 percent) and Masoko Ward (4.&q#), Isongole Ward (4.6 percent),
Ndato Ward (4.3 percent) and Malindo Ward (4.0 eetc Other wards with households
without toilets have percentages ranging from R.8percent.

Table 5.64: Availability of Toilet Facilities by Ward: Rungwe District Council; 2015

Estimated % of
Total | Total Number of | Percent of| Total Number Households
Number of Households with| Households| of Households without

Ward Households Toilets | with Toilets | without Toilets Toilets
Matwebe 806 806 100 0 0
Masukulu 5795 5700 98.4 95 1.6
Bujela 5379 5370 99.8 9 0.2
Masoko 1978 1888 95.4 90 4.6
Ikuti 1600 1400 87.5 200 12.5
Iponjola 1273 1273 100.0 0 0
Nkunga 1953 1899 97.2 54 2.8
Lupepo 1528 1528 100.0 0 0
Swaya 1804 1600 88.7 204 11.3
Kinyala 2699 2400 88.9 299 11.1
Masebe 1334 1334 100.0 0 0
Suma 1693 1693 100.0 0 0
Kisondela 3026 3000 99.1 26 0.9
Mpuguso 3378 3378 100.0 0 0
Kisiba 1708 1708 100.0 0 0
Msasani 1512 1512 100.0 0 0
Kawetele 1561 1560 99.9 1 0.1
llima 1044 1044 100.0 0 0
Bagamoyo 793 793 100.0 0 0
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Bulyaga 1561 1558 99.8 0 0.2
Isongole 5240 5000 95.4 240 4.6
Ndanto 3865 3700 95.7 165 4.3
Malindo 1458 1400 96.0 58 4.0
Makandana 1844 1844 100.0 0 0
ltaghata 953 953 100.0 0 0
Ibhigi 2162 2162 100.0 0 0
Kyimo 3368 3337 99.1 31 0.9
Lufingo 2624 2590 98.7 34 1.3
Kiwira 3755 3749 99.8 6 0.2
Total 67694 66,179 97.8 1,512 2.2

SourceRungwe District Council

In the table 5.65 shows the water supply persoimdRungwe District. Results show that
according to the geographical dispersion and pdpulssize in the area there is insufficient
personnel to perform various duties. Therefore maaguests are being directed to the
authorities to engage more water personnel to deroto settle this problem. To mitigate the
situation, the district has been using hired perebwho are not permanently employed to make
sure water services became available.According ablel 5.65, there are two engineers, one

technician and one plumber.

Table 5.65: Type and Number of Water Supply Persorel in Rungwe Council; 2015

Engineers

Technicians

Plumber

Pump
attendant

Pump
mechanics

Total

2

1

1

SourceRungwe District Council 2016
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3.5 Policy Implication on Water sector

Water is probably the most important basic necgdsit environmental sustainability, lack of
which no life exists on earth. In recognition ofsttiact, the government in collaboration and
various stakeholders has been working hard to enthat adequate clean and safe water is
delivered to the community. However, common ch@émrelated to unreliable supply of water
at community level are worsened by a rapid increa$ethe population, overgrazing,
deforestation and destruction of natural water ceair Common experience and scientific
evidence based on quality statistics do suggesetharonmental problems normally go beyond
village, ward, district, regional and national bdanes. To alleviate the situation, a multi-
sectorial approach is essential by involving sdvetakeholders and local communities for
conservation and protection of the environment.

5.3.6 Investment Opportunities in Water Supply

Rungwe District Council is endowed with various dgpof water sources such as dams and
rivers. However, according to the 2012 Populatiod Blousing Census results the municipality
had about 50 percent of households used pipe veatdhe main source of drinking water.
Besides, according to the data from Rungwe Dis@mincil it was revealed that 82.0 percent of
Urban Population was served with Clean Water. imest is needed in the supply of pipes,
drilling, charco dams and pumping equipment andemse the capacity of water storage.
Investment is also needed for the supply of eleityrio be used in electricity pumps.

Moreover, extensive research must be conductechenwater sector to obtain reliable and

timely data for planning, decision making and progléocation of resources aimed at improving

water delivery at community level. This will inealily be achieved among other initiatives, by
investing heavily for drilling boreholes, laying teatapes and rain water harvesting. In addition
to that, strengthening community education, obsgrwiegulations and enforcing by laws at

community level intended protect and conserve therenment should be emphasized as a long
term solution.
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CHAPTER SIX

Other Development Issues

6.0 Introduction

Chapter six discusses other development issuasding gender empowerment such as day care
centre’s, women economic groups, youth economicggpoco-operative development societies
(SACCOS) as well as women’s participation in mamiagjepolitical, professional and technical
fields.

6.1 Gender Empowerment

Gender empowerment, among others ensures thatithdvdntaged sex particularly women,
fully participate in policy and decision-making pesses and in all aspects of economic, socio-
cultural and political life. Various measures haleady been put in place to minimize time
spent by women and girls in attending home acgisitio allow more time to be used in the
above-mentioned activities. These measures inchrdper use of family planning methods,
opening and operating of day care centers, eshahbdiat of women economic groups,
participation in SACCOS, CBOs and other cooperafeéivities. These initiatives are also
implemented in Rungwe District Council.

6.1.1Day Care Centres

According to the 2002 Population and Housing Censssllts in Rungwe District Council show

that, there were 220,898 people with 104,997 m@és percent) and 115,901 females (52.5
percent).Furthermore in the 2012 Population and sihgu Census, the total population was
242,809 out of whom there were 127,299 females4(p2rcent) and 115,510 females (47.6
percent). Observations from the two censuses shawin 2002 there were more females than
males by 5.0 percent, and in 2012 there were meneales than males by 4.8 percent.
Experience shows that women contribute signifigamil socio-economic activities towards

raising the income of their families, hence runnafgday care centres will enable mothers to
contribute more to the socio-economic developménh@ district. Currently, such centres have

not yet been established in Rungwe District Couttuils, there is a need for the council to
prepare plans in order to support the establishsnafrduch centers.

6.1.2 Vulnerability
Vulnerability is about self protection and is aleefion of self-control. Children are more
vulnerable to injuries and health concerns if tiwi®nment is unsafe, since they are still
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young,they cannot defend themselves against pHyssaault.Vulnerable children were
identified whether they are orphans or non-orphans.

Generally, children depend on others for protectom provision of their basic needs. In
Tanzania, children are cared for and protectedhby families and communities. However, in
most cases children are working for good upbringind imparting of skills.Table 6.1 shows the
number of children aged (0-17) and most vulnerablgdren by council in 2015. The table
shows a total of children aged (0-17) in the regom 14,488. It is observed that, out of the total
vulnerable children are 14,469, orphans are 6,4@Pren-orphans are 7,970. Furthermore, at
ward level a significant number of orphans waskiutil (702) followed by Kiwira Ward (574)
and Itagata Ward had the smallest number of orp(&8)s The same trend is observed for non-
orphans whereby the largest number of non-orphemgakuta (1,536), followed by Mpugusa
Ward (791) and Msasani Ward having the smallesthauraf (56).

Table 6.1: Number of Most Vulnerable Children by Wad, in Rungwe DistrictCouncil; 2015

Total Most Vulnerable Children
Ward Children Orphans Non Orphans

Aged No. of Girls No. of Boys | Total | No. of Girls No. of Boys | Total

0-17 Girls Percent Boys Percent Girls Percent Boys Percent
Matwebe 255 67 42.9 8D 57/1 156 52 62.6 37 374 99
Masukulu 239 65 46.8 74 53)2 139 56 56 44 44 100
Bujela 661 232 60.7 150 3953 382 169 60.6 110 39.279
Masoko 565 113 44 144 56 257 256 83.1 52 16.9 308
Ikuti 2,238 275 39.2 427 60.8 702 814 53 7122 47 38,6
Iponjola 763 282 56.4 216 434 498 1p5 39.6 160 4 60. 265
Nkunga 576 50 37.3 84 62]7 134 236 58.4 206 46.6 2 |44
Lupepo 167 45 66.7 28 33}8 68 b9 59.6 40 40.4 99
Swaya 523 96 62.3 58 37{7 154 262 71 107 29 369
Kinyala 423 98 40.3 145 59.7 243 121 67.2 59 328801
Masebe 335 102 51 98 49 200 B6 68.7 49 36.3 135
Suma 276 77 46.1 90 53/9 167 65 59.6 44 40.4 109
Kisondela 261 85 53.% 4 465 159 52 51 50 49 102
Mpuguso 1,265 23] 48.7 243 51.3 474 347 43.9 444 .1 p6 791
Kisiba 277 53 44.9 65 55.1 118 12 45.3 87 54.7 159
Msasani 116 29 48.8 3L 517 60 35 62.5 21 375 56
Kawetele 328 104 55 8b 45 189 r7 55.4 62 44.6 139
llima 546 68 39.8 109 60.2 171 163 435 412 56.5 5 B7
Bulyaga 146 32 41.4 45 5814 17 P2 31.9 47 68.1 69
Bagamoyo 252 67 46.9 76 5311 143 37 4p.7 54 59.3 91
Isongole 356 83 444 104 55|6 187 81 47.9 88 52.169 |1
Ndanto 439 96 64 54 36 150 127 43.9 162 56.1 289
Malindo 231 48 70.6 2( 29.4 68 106 55 57 35 163
Makandana 234 6 66.)7 34 33.3 102 48 36.4 84 63.632 |1
Itagata 187 40 63.% 2B 36/5 63 b4 48.5 70 56.5 124
Ibighi 369 64 37.6 106 62.4 170 92 4.2 107 53.8 9 19
Kyimo 562 105 43.9 134 56.1 239 147 45.5 176 54.5 23 B
Lufingo 798 132 44.1 167 55.9 299 223 4478 276 255. 498
Kiwira 845 295 51.4 274 48.6 574 140 51.7 131 48.3271
Matwebe 255 67 42.9 8D 57/1 156 52 62.6 37 374 99
Total 14,488 3,169 48.9 3,33p 51|12 6,499 4,176 52.4 3,795 47.6] 7,97¢

Source:Rungwe District Council
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6.2 Women Economic Groups
In order to help the development of women each vhas established a Women Loan Fund to

assist women economic groups. However ,this willabeatalyst to the growth of district’'s
economy.ln Rungwe District Council there were tBremic groups in 2013 and increased up
to 17 economic groups in 2015 thatare distributechost of its wards. Table 6.2 shows that 4
economic groups are in Kiwira Ward with 103 memb&owever, no loans were received in
2015 by these groups, followed by Ibighi with th(e®) groups which had 81 members with no
loan received in 2015. Furthermore, Ndato had t{B¢groups with 56 members with no loans
received. However, Matebwe, Masoko, Bujela, Ikippnjola, Nkunga, Lupepo and other wards
hadno economic group. The situation implies thaten@vareness is needed in the establishment
of economic groups to reach the target of sustéénabmen economic empowerment.

225



Rungwe District Council, Socio-Economic Profile, 2015

Table 6.2a: Number of Women Economic Groups by Wardin Rungwe District Council; 2013 and 2015

Ward 2013 2014 2015
2 % 8 4 i 2
ol ¢ g = ol 2l g | o N P
fo| & D g &> i . g &> g . g
e 2| 22 = e |22 & B | & | 22| f
Matwebe - - - - - - - - - - -
Masukulu 1 35 1 1,000,000 30 - . 1 29 N
Bujela - - - - - - - - - - -
Masoko - - - - - - - - - - -
Ikuti 1 20 1 2,000,000 1 31 - - 3 71 -
Iponjola - - - - - - - - - - -
Nkunga 1 24 1 1,000,004 1 22 - = 1 22 =
Lupepo - - - - - - - - - - -
Swaya 1 45 1 500,000 1 45 - = 1 32 -
Kinyala - - - - - - - - - - -
Masebe 1 29 1 500,000 1 29 - N 1 3¢ N
Suma - - - -

Kisondela - - - -

Mpuguso 14 1 3,000,00( -

Kisiba - - - - - - - - - - -
Msasani 2 57 - - 2 57 - - 2 57 -
Kawetele - - - - - - - - - - -
llima - - - - - - - - - - -
Bulyaga 5 121 2 21,000,000 5 121 = . 5 130 T
Bagamoyo - - - - - - - - - - -
Isongole - - - - - - - - - - -
Ndanto 3 56 1 1,000,004 3 56 - . 3 56 .
Malindo - - - - - - - - - - -
Makandana - - - - - - - - 2 64 -
Itagata - - - - - - - - - - -
Ibighi 1 10 - - 1 22 - - 3 81 -
Kyimo 1 28 1 2,000,000 - - - - 3 62 -
Lufingo 1 24 1 2,000,000 1 20 - - 1 2( -
Kiwira 4 103 1 3,000,000 4 103 - - 4 108 -
Total 23 566 12 37,000,000 22 550 0 0 34 849 0

Source:Rungwe District Council
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6.2.1 Women Participation in Decision Making

Among the goals and targets of National Vision 2888 Strategic Development Goals (SDGSs)
is to empower women by involving them in decisioaking at various levels. This goal has
somehow not yet implemented Rungwe District Cousirice men are still dominating many
positions of decision making compared to women.

Table 6.3 shows out of 225 managerial posts, 71spesre held by women equivalent to 31.5
percent compare to 154 posts were held by men wbouated for 68.4 percent. On the other
hand, out of 3,509 professionals and techniciarmstyy 1,563 were held by women with
proportion of 44.5 percent compared to 1,946 (§f&Ecent) posts held by men. Also, out of a
total of 37 political posts, only 8 political posteluding commissioners, members of parliament
and councilors were held by women that accounte@Ic6 percent, whereas 29 political posts
(78.4 percent) were held by men. More efforts ageded to motivate women to contest for
political and managerial posts in order to attajna opportunities between men and women as
stipulated in the SDGs.

Table 6.3: Participation in Managerial, Political, Professional and Technical Personnel by gender anoy
Ward; Rungwe District Council; 2015

Professionals/ Politicians (MPs, DC,
Managerial Technicians Councillors) Total
Ward Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Matwebe 3 1 22 10 1 - 26 11
Masukulu 20 4 23 27 1 - 44 31
Bujela 3 - 48 30 1 52 30
Masoko 1 4 45 25 1 47 31
Ikuti 7 1 106 67 1 114 68
Iponjola 5 3 50 38 1 - 56 41
Nkunga 5 3 145 96 1 - 151 99
Lupepo 5 1 31 17 1 - 37 18
Swaya 7 1 53 16 1 - 61 17
Kinyala 6 2 77 57 1 - 84 59
Masebe 3 1 15 11 1 - 19 12
Suma 5 - 53 32 1 - 59 32
Kisondela 2 3 82 47 1 - 85 50
Mpuguso 5 2 85 90 2 2 92 94
Kisiba 2 - 46 22 1 - 49 22
Msasani 1 2 19 32 1 2 21 36
Kawetele 4 1 12 50 1 1 17 52
llima 7 2 60 55 1 - 68 57
Bulyaga 1 3 55 90 1 - 57 93
Bagamoyo 2 2 51 39 1 - 54 41
Isongole 3 2 84 62 1 - 88 64
Ndanto 7 3 25 35 1 - 33 38
Malindo 5 2 46 28 1 - 52 30
Makandana 4 3 285 129 1 - 290 132
Itagata 4 3 17 19 1 - 22 22
Ibighi 3 5 63 84 - - 66 89
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Kyimo 3 6 45 109 1 - 49 115
Lufingo 10 3 67 50 1 1 78 54
kiwira 21 8 236 196 1 - 258 204
Total 154 71 1946 1563 29 8 2129 1642
Percentage 68.4 315 55.6 44(5 78.4 21.6 6.5 43.5

Source: Rungwe District Council

Figure 6.1 Percentage of Participation in Manageal, Political, Professional And Technical PersonaBy
Gender and sex in Rungwe District 2015

68.4
56.5
I 435
Female Female Female Male Female
Managerial Professionals/ Technician Politicians (MPs, DC, Total
Councillors)

Source: Rungwe District Council

6.3 Youth Development

Youths form an economic group which most commusipay attention to its needs. Table 6.4
shows the number of economic groups for youths, beeship and the amount of money loaned
to these groups. The table also shows that theseawancrease in number of economic groups
registered in 2013 from 4 groups to 12 registerexlgs in 2015.The increase in number of
groups led to an increase of members from 76 820612 in 2015 respectively, out of whom
male members were 184 and 428 females. It is krtbathworking together in economic groups
increases chances of youths to grow together ecoabtiynthrough accessing credit funds.
Therefore, by the end of 2015 out of 12 groups gmeip managed to get loans amounting to
TZS 2, 000,000. However, Rungwe District Councik lta encourage youthsto form more
economic groups. As a result, they will be ablddgelop their potential and contribute more to
the district economy; moreover this initiative wethable them to eradicate poverty.
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Table 6.4: Youth Economic Groups and Total Money Laned by Ward Rungwe District Council; 2013 — 2015

2013

2014

2015

Ward

Total no. of Registered

Groups

Total
Members

I Male
I Female
I [Total

I Number of Groups Assiste!

\l
J

I [Total Amount of Funds Loaned

(Tshs

| [Total no. of Registered Group

Total
Members

| Male

| Female

| [Total

| INumber of Groups Assiste!

Total Amount of Funds Loaned

I |(Tshs

\l
J

Total Members

, [Total no. of Registered Group

| [Female

Number of Groups Assisted

| Total Amount of Funds Loaned

Matwebe

Masukulu

I[N Male

N
|

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

H
I
o

2,000,00

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Kinyala

Masebe

Suma

Kisondela

Mpuguso

Kisiba

Msasani

Kawetele

llima

Bulyaga

Bagamoyo

Isongole

Ndanto

Malindo

Makandana|

Itagata

Ibighi

70

Kyimo

2,000,00

Lufingo

I oo |
H
N

1,000,00

Kiwira

46

41

o

Total

37

7,000,00

13

70

12

L8R8

612

=

2,000,00

Source: Rungwe District Council
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6.4 SACCOS, VICOBA, CBOs and FBOs

6.4.1 SACCOS

The existence of Savings and Credit Co-operativaeSes (SACCOS) in the district council is
among the factors contributing to development dgfigcfor low income families and
individuals. Members of SACCOSs have access tondiah resources because financial
institutions in Tanzania prefer to channel loansthtese groups or individuals through their
SACCOS.

Looking at Table 6.5 shows the distribution of SATES in Rungwe District Council by Ward.
It also shows number of active and dormant grofysls, number of members in the district
council by sex as well as the amount loaned to neesabin the year 2015 a total of 31
SACCOSs were registered in Rungwe District Cou(dl are Active and 7 are Dormant). In
2015, a total of 9,662 members were registeredgsn@/560; 67.9 percent and 3,102 females;
32.1 percent). Total value of shares owned by alinlmers were TZS.632, 189,129 while a total
amount of TZS. 16,897,856,715 were loaned to mesnipe2015. Table 6.5 also shows that, of
the loaned money TZS.14, 635,930,886 (86.6 perogas) recovered by the end of the year
2015. This implies that loan recovery was encowmggn the district and this assures the
sustainability of their economic activities in ttistrict. There is a need of promote awareness to
the society especially women on the benefits ohgimg themselves in SACCOs groups.
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Table 6.5: Active SACCOS by Ward Rungwe District Cancil; 2015

Ward

No. of SACCOS

Total Members

Total Value of
Shares (Tshs) as at

Total Money loaned
to members Jan —

Total loans
recovered from

000

D

(Registered) 31.12.2015 Dec 2015 (TZS) gg?ggﬁ (‘]TaZ”S‘)

Active Dormant Male Female
Matwebe - - - - - - -
Masukulu 1 - 45 15 1,260,000 1,000,000 1,200,000
(BF;”SGT'% A 1 166 58 7,813,000 - -
Masoko - 1 126 96 1,519,371 - -
Ikuti 2 - 425 143 20,104,544.00 642,798,571|00 %68,.871.00
Iponjola - - - - - - -
Nkunga - - - - - - -
Lupepo 1 - 11 5 488,500.00 - -
Swaya 1 - 26 47 2,500,000.00 - -
Kinyala - 1 65 42 2,700,000.00 - -
Masebe 1 1 16 14 2,960,000 2,225,000 2,225
Suma - 1 25 35 5,000,000.00 - -
Kisondela - - - - - - -
Mpuguso 2 - 443 417 61,163,323 10,352,000.00 503000
Kisiba - - - - - - -
Msasani - - - - - - -
Kawetele 1 - 145 28 8,650,000 40,294,000.00 6, 28000
llima - 1 23 47 237,500.00 - -
Bulyaga 6 - 2998 1179 280,789,300.p0 5,167,5990800. 4,280,677,913.0
Bagamoyo - 1 123 168 5,729,000 - -
Isongole 2 - 212 111 20,888,550.00 25,971,000 B3928.00
Ndanto 1 - 14 18 1,350,000.90 - -
Malindo - - - - - - -
Makandana 1 - 21 14 2,100,000 - -
Itagata - - - - - - -
Ibighi/Katumba 2 - 137 35 73,597,913.00 72,375,000 93,375,000.00
Kyimo 1 - 366 176 39,538,751.56 2,296,436,600 2234,150.00
Lufingo - 1 310 179 28,304,197 1,033,244,J00 973,530.00
kiwira 1 - 863 275 65,495,179.00 7,605,561,244.00 ,659%,211,604.00
Total 24 / 6,560 3,102 632,189,129 16,897,856,715 14,635,930,886

Source:Rungwe District Council

6.4.2 VICOBAs
Tanzania Government recognizes the importance miribotions made by Village Community

Banks (VICOBAS) towards improving well-being of tlmv income earners. In Rungwe District
Council VICOBA have been formed in all wards witlemmbers from both sexes (Table 6.6). At

231



Rungwe District Council, Socio-Economic Profile, 2015

ward level, Kiwira Ward is the leading with 95 VI®As. Participation is largely by females
with 1,617 members (68.1 percent) compared to 7883n(31.9 percent) followed by Ikuti
Ward had 89 VICOBAs with total of 2136 members, veltiy females were 1,341 (62.9 percent)
and 795 males (37.2). But, Masebe Ward had thelesshalumber of VICOBAs (8) with 221
members (54 males and 167 females), More impoyta¥itCOBAs do help people in the district
to secure loans for different economic activitiesl @rojects. It can also be said that VICOBAs
help the people in the district to alleviate poyert

Table 6.6: Village Community Bank (VICOBA) by Ward Rungwe District Council, 2015

Ward Number of Members Percent
VICOBA Male Female Total Male Female

Matwebe 16 130 22} 352 36.9 63.1
Masukulu 15 170 214 386 44.0 56.1
Bujela 26 246 3564 602 40.9 58.9
Masoko 23 267 234 506 52.8 47.2
Ikuti 89 795 1341 2136 37.2 62.9
Iponjola 13 208 280 488 42.6 57.4
Nkunga 50 588 50] 1089 54.0 46.0
Lupepo 20 154 304 460 335 66.5
Swaya 10 133 18] 314 42.4 57.6
Kinyala 11 168 164 332 50.6 47.8
Masebe 8 54 161 221 24.4 75.6
Suma 15 92 283 375 245 75.5
Kisondela 31 235 54 775 30.3 69.7
Mpuguso 43 372 78 1161 32.0 68.0
Kisiba 19 194 281 475 40.8 59.2
Msasani 12 144 17 321 45.5 54.5
Kawetele 22 213 271 484 44.0 56.0
llima 15 143 232 375 38.1 61.9
Bulyaga 13 149 214 364 40.9 59.1
Bagamoyo 12 124 23 360 34.4 65.6
Isongole 25 318 43 754 42.2 57.8
Ndanto 10 234 413 647 36.2 63.8
Malindo 17 144 230 374 38.5 61.5
Makandana 28 256 45 713 35.9 64.1
Itagata 8 60 18( 240 25.0 75.0
Ibighi 28 298 318 616 48.4 51.6
Kyimo 36 278 645 923 30.1 69.9
Lufingo 27 181 521 702 25.8 74.2
Kiwira 95 758 1617 2375 31.9 68.1
Total 737 7,108 11,812 18,920 37.6 62.4

Source: Rungwe District Council
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6.4.3 Community Based Organizations (CBOS)

Table 6.6: Village Community Bank (CBOs) by Ward Rungwe District Council, 2015

Ward

Number of CBOS

Members

Percent

Male

Female

Total

Male

Female

Matwebe

Masukulu

Bujela

Masoko

Ikuti

Iponjola

Nkunga

Lupepo

Swaya

Kinyala

Masebe

Suma

Kisondela

Mpuguso

Kisiba

Msasani

Kawetele

llima

Bulyaga

Bagamoyo

Isongole

Ndanto

Malindo

Makandana

ltagata

Ibighi

Kyimo

Lufingo

Kiwira

Total

Source: Rungwe District Council
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6.4.4 Faith Based Organization (FBOSs)

Table 6.6: Village Community Bank (FBOs) by Ward Rungwe District Council, 2015

Members Percent
Male Female Total Male Female

Ward Number of FBOS

Matwebe
Masukulu
Bujela
Masoko
Ikuti
Iponjola
Nkunga
Lupepo
Swaya
Kinyala
Masebe
Suma
Kisondela
Mpuguso
Kisiba
Msasani
Kawetele
llima
Bulyaga
Bagamoyo
Isongole
Ndanto
Malindo
Makandana
Itagata
Ibighi
Kyimo
Lufingo
Kiwira
Total

Source: Rungwe District Council

6.6 Financial Institutions

A number of financial institutions are operating Rungwe District Council. There were 5

financial institutions that were providing finankcgervices in the council in 2015. This is an
indication that the demand for financial servicesnicreasing in the council due to increasing
number of formal and informal small scale busines€mn top of that, economic growth of the
district council is mainly attributed to increassatial and economic activities provided, suitable
business environment in financial and even nonAtied institutions are operating. The
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following are the Banks which are available in toeincil; National Microfinance Bank (NMB),
CRDB, National Bank of Commerce (NBC), FAIDIKA, BAOT BANK, PRIDE TANZANIA
ECLOF and Tulia Trust Fund with Tukuyu Township.

Table 6.8: Name of Banks available in Rungwe Distrt Council; 2015

S/No. Names of the available Banks

National Microfinance Bank (NMB)

National Bank of Commerce (NBC)

Cooperative Rural Development Bank (CRDB)

FAIDIKA

BAYPOT BANK

PRIDE TANZANIA

Njo| g~ wIN e

ECLOF

SourceRungwe District Council

6.7 Social Security Schemes

Life experience demonstrates that a social sectuitg provides members with long and short
terms financial security which can be used as ‘@ogafety net” especially at older ages that
includes most senior citizens. Therefore, househwlith members in any social security funds
are likely to be socially secured compared to thbeaseholds with members who are not
registered in any social security fund.

According to the 2012 PHC, 8.9 percent of all atevhouseholds in Rungwe District Council
had at least one member in a social security schasn®llows; NSSF (1.5 percent),ZSSF
(0.1percent), PSPF (2.3 percent), PPF (0.4 perce®BPF(0.3 percent), LAPF (0.6 percent),
NHF/CHF (6.8 percent) and Other fund (0.5 percast$hown in Table 6.9.

Table 6.9:Percentage by Membership of Social SectyiScheme; Rungwe DistrictCouncil, 2012

Social Security Scheme

District Total Other
NSSF | ZSSF | PPF | PSPF | GEPF | LAPF NHF/CHF Fund

Rungwe District

. 8.9 1.5 0.1 04| 23 0.3 0.6 6.8 0.5
Council

Source: Tanzania 2012 Population and Housing Census, NatiBareau of Statistics

6.8Crime Statistics

6.8.1 Introduction
The growth of towns, population increase, the dmwelent of science and technology has
increased the erosion of morals in the country. §tagstics on the rate of crimes and the type of
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offences committed reveal that the erosion of nsovathin the society has been increasing day
by day. Rungwe District like other district in Mleeyegion and in the country also experiences
an increase in crime as well as erosion of moraln€statistics deals with crimes and incidents

that are reported daily at Police Posts and StatiorRungwe district. The reported incidents

reveal the extent of crime, accidents and incidémas occur in the community on a daily basis.

Crime as a type of offence is usually grouped thtee categories namely; crime against person
or persons, crime against public tranquillity anidne related to property.

6.8.2 Total Number of Crimes Reported in Police Stan

A total of122 police officers were working at a jgel station and at different police posts in the
district and reported cases of crime with violei(¢23), crime related to illegal acquisition of
property or theft (363), crime of being in possesf illegal drugs (7). Table 6.8 also shows the
total number of people convicted and jailed duedmmitting crime with violence (14), crime
related to property or stealing (9) and crime asged with drugs (2).

Table 6.9: Total number of Crimes Reported at the Blice Station and People Jailed from January to
December 2015, Rungwe District Council

Year Total Number Total number of Total Number of People Jailed due to
of Police in the :
. Violent Propert Dru .
Council Crimes CrirrJnesy Crimgs qulent Pro_perty D_rug
Reported Reported Reported S S SLnes
2015 122 723 363 7 14 ) 4

Source:Rungwe District Council

Figure 6.9: Total number of Crimes Reported in Polte Station and Number of People Jailed from Januaryo
December 2015, Rungwe District Council
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Total Number of People Jailed due
to

Source: Rungwe District Council
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6.8.3 Motorcycle Operators (BodaBoda)

BodaBoda business like any other informal sectotrdoutes in reducing youth unemployment
as well as reducing income poverty. Visible on heavery street corner in Rungwe district, the
number of Boda Boda riders has increased in regeans, making it one of the fastest growing
businesses in Tanzania. Most people agree th&dtia Boda business is still fairly profitable.
Table 6.9 provides the number of boda boda operatoRungwe district and their estimated
income earned per month. Findings show that, & tot@ber of 1625 boda boda operators are in
the council and the majority (503) reside in Kiwward, with estimated income earned of
(280,000) per month, followed by Mpunguso ward (1B@da boda operator with (300,000)
income earned per month and Kyimo stand ward tlete 92 boda boda operators with
(300,000) estimated income earned per month.

Table 6.10: Number of Motorcycle Operators (BodaBod) by Business Centre, Rungwe District Council;
2015

Common/Local name of their business Number of Estimated Income e_arned per
Ward Bodaboda Bodaboda operator in a month
Centre operators (Tshs)
Matwebe sokoni matwebe 20 180,000
Masukulu Masukulu sokoni 22 200,000
Bujela bujela 31 300,000
Masoko masoko vijijini 27 300,000
Ikuti Ikuti standi 50 240,000
Iponjola iponjola sokoni 55 450,000
Nkunga Nkunga 35 350,000
Lupepo Lupepo 15 300,000
Swaya Swaya 17 300,000
Kinyala Kinyala 22 350,000
Masebe Masebe 27 250,000
Suma Suma 24 280,000
Kisondela Kisondela 30 180,000
Mpuguso Mpuguso center 140 300,000
Kisiba Kisiba 35 300,000
Msasani Msasani 29 280,000
Kawetele Kawetele stand 37 300,000
llima llima katani 15 180,000
Bulyaga Bulyaga soko mjinga 19 300,000
Bagamoyo Bagamoyo tandale 32 260,000
Isongole Isongole stand 45 450,000
Ndanto Ndanto barabarani 62 350,000
Malindo Malindo madukani 19 300,000
Makandana Makandana hospital, virabuni 89 240,000
Itagata Itagata sokoni 25 250,000
Ibighi Katumba center 70 300,000
Kyimo Kyimo stand 92 300,000
Lufingo Lufingo barabarani 38 280,000
Kiwira kiwira sokoni na madukani 503 280,000
Total 1625 8,350,000
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Source: Rungwe District Council

6.8.4Road Traffics Incidents and Accidents

Road traffic accidents are one of the major cans@guries, deaths and disabilities in fact it lzas
great impact on the disability-adjusted life yeassa result it is now a public health problem
particularly in developing countries. Tanzania e @among developing countries which is highly
affected: hence the magnitude of RTAs suggestsitiseen epidemic. Previously accidents were
regarded as inevitable events which results inaries and deaths, but looking at the etiological
related factors which include, carelessness ofdtineer, condition of the vehicle or motor bike,
poor condition of roads, risky behavior of the érivmisuse of roads by pedestrians, driving under
the effluence of alcohol or drugs abuse, most eséifactors can be prevented to some extent.

In table 6.11 shows the total number of accidegp®nted in the police in Rungwe district were
83. Most accidents were due to motor vehicles dBY) followed by motor vehicles and
motorcycles versus Pedestrian (30). There wereegithd in 2015 due to accidents involving
motor vehicles only (18) followed closely by deattiue to motor vehicles and motor cycles
versus pedestrians (8). There were 71 injuriesOb52and most of the injuries were due to
accidents involving motor vehicles only(35), follea by injuries due to motor vehicles and
motor cycles versus pedestrians(24).

Table 6.11: Total number of Accidents Reported intie Police Station and Number of People Injured/died
from January to December 2015, Rungwe District Coucil

Total number of Accidents involving Ttal Number of People Died/Injured from Accidents hvolving
Motor Motor Motor Motor vehicles Motor Motor vehicle Motor Motor vehicles
vehicles | vehicle cycles only and Motor cycles | vehicles Versus Motor cycles only | and Motor cycles
only Versus versus only Cycles Versus
Motor Pedestrian Pedestrian
Cycles
D I D I D | D |
34 14 5 30 18 35 3 7 2 5 8 24

Source: Rungwe District Council

Note:D: Died, I: Injured

6.8.5 Theft Cases

In Table 6.12 shows a total number of thefts in ¢Rua district (17) were reported in the police
stations with (14) resulted from the stealing oftbtacycles, and (3) resulted from the stealing of
livestock. It is also revealed that, the total nembf people (10) were jailed due to stealing of
Motor cycles and 1 person jailed due to livestock.
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Table 6.12: Total Number of Theft Cases Reported ithe Police Station and Number of People Jailed fra

Total Number.

January to December 2015; Rungwe District Council

of Police Posts

Total number of

Total tdmber of People Jailed due to

stealing of
in the Council | Motor | Motor | Bicycles| Livestock | Motor | Motor | Bicycles| Livestock
vehicles| cycles | stolen | stolen vehicles| cycles
stolen | stolen
1 0 14 3 0 10 0 1
SourceRungwe District Council
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