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[bookmark: _Toc84925106]ABSTRACT
This research aimed at determining the contribution of Girinka Program to the socio-economic conditions of its beneficiaries in Nyamasheke District Case study Rangiro Sector. It has the following specific objectives: to assess activities undertaken by Girinka Program in Nyamasheke District, to examine how Girinka Program has contributed to the socio economic conditions of its beneficiaries in Rangiro Sector; to highlight  the challenges faced by Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector and way forward to alleviate the stated challenges. The study used descriptive and causal research design, so as to determine the relationship between Girinka Program and socio economic conditions of its beneficiaries. The target population was composed of 426 families received cows in Rangiro Sector, sample size of 81 as 19% of the population. This study benefited many people because it was a tool that was used to show the relevance of Girinka Program to the socio economic development of beneficiaries in Rangiro sector. Questionnaire and interview were used to collect data. The tables were adopted to summarize the data for analysis and interpretation and the software SPSS version 21.0 was used to analyse collected data from the field. Results of this study revealed that the activities undertaken by Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector were many such as trainings of Girinka beneficiaries, Pass on first heifer calf to neighbor, Veterinary services, to distribute heifers, to select beneficiaries and to distribute inputs.  Data presented in the table 4.9showed that Girinka Program enabled its beneficiaries to reduce the malnutrition. For the table 4.12, Girinka program helped the beneficiaries of Rangiro sector to increase number of meals per day. The table 4.13 showed that Girinka Program helped people of Rangiro sector to improve the qualities of their affordable houses . As indicated by table 4.15, Girinka program helped vulnerable people of Rangiro sector of Nyamasheke District to improve their savings as well as their earnings such that they left the lowest stages to be grouped in the improved levels of earnings and savings. Table 4.16 showing how social cohesion  had  a positive impact by respondents  where  the majority of respondents  said that  the Girinka program enabled the promotion of unity and peace in Rwandan society(49.4%), 38.3% of respondents  said that the program created long lasting bonds between giver and the recipient and 12.3 % of respondents  said that the Girinka program reinforced  the preservation of culture and long held values peculiar to Rwandan tradition. Challenges faced by Girinka Program in Nyamasheke District are: insufficient fodder, lack closer veterinary service, lack of good quality dairy inputs, lack of other livestock species and lack of trainings in beneficiaries and staff working in this program. At the end of this study, the researcher would recommend the followings: The central Government should allow and facilitate in place the private veterinary service providers and agro-vets inputs suppliers, Local leaders should sensitize the dairy farmers to plant sufficient fodder for their cows and Crop residues/ crops stovers should be encouraged to be used by Girinka beneficiaries as feed additional to their cows and regular refresher trainings are required.
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[bookmark: _Toc81896860][bookmark: _Toc85127949][bookmark: _Toc84925111]CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: _Toc81896861][bookmark: _Toc85127950][bookmark: _Toc84925112]1.0.INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: _Toc81889295][bookmark: _Toc81896862][bookmark: _Toc85127951][bookmark: _Toc85128096][bookmark: _Toc85134976][bookmark: _Toc85135559][bookmark: _Toc85136279][bookmark: _Toc85136407][bookmark: _Toc85171378][bookmark: _Toc85256443][bookmark: _Toc85256685][bookmark: _Toc85260163][bookmark: _Toc85260556][bookmark: _Toc84925113]This chapter presents the background of the study, statement of the problem, objectives of the study, research questions, significance, limitations, scope of the study, thesis organization and summary
[bookmark: _Toc85127952][bookmark: _Toc84925114]1.1. BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY
The Girinka program is among home grown initiative prepared at poverty reduction and particularly through fighting malnutrition. The government of Rwanda started the (One cow per poor family program) or Girinka in 2006 with the initiative speaking headed by His Excellency the president Paul KAGAME.
In this program a farmer is given an in-calf heifer and is obliged to pass on to the first female offspring to another program beneficiary who is selected by local administration authorities and validated by MINAGRI/RAB.
Like other programs aiming at reducing the poverty among Rwandans such as VUP, Ubudehe, SACCOS, Umuganda program, the Girinka (One Cow per Poor Family) program was initiated by HE President Paul Kagame in 2006 as part of the fight against rural poverty) the major objectives of Girinka Program include reducing poverty through dairy cattle farming, improving livelihoods through increased milk consumption and income generation, improving agricultural productivity through the use of manure as fertilizer, improving soil quality and reducing erosion through the planting of grasses and trees. 
The programme also was intended to promote unity and reconciliation among Rwandans based on the cultural principle that if a cow is given from one person to another, it establishes trust and respect between the giver and the beneficiary 
 This didn’t improve nutrition, unity and reconciliation only, but also increase the income of beneficiaries from milk, milk products, meat and sale of manure (Rwandapedia, 2013). 
This program has been approved by the Rwandan cabinet on 12 April 2006 as one the 2020 vision implementation measures designed to move Rwanda to a middle income nation by the year 2020 (Rwandapedia 2013).     
So, in Nyamasheke district especially in Rangiro sector, the program was in charge of reducing the malnutrition rate and improving the welfare of poor rural farmers at level the bad deity diseases will completely eradicated.
Globally, in last decade in many developing countries were many programs initiated to eradicate poverty and food insecurity around the world. Due to the positive impacts raised through that programmes, encouraged other governments to develop and strengthen their social protection systems. 
Particularly in Africa in recent years, there has been an impressive growth of non-contributory programmes targeting poor and vulnerable households and individuals.
In recent years Rwanda has managed to achieve a good level of economic growth before the covid-19 pandemic. However, there is still much to be done if the government’s aspirations for poverty reduction are to be achieved. 
In 2006, almost 57 percent of the population still lived in poverty, while levels of inequality were on the rise. A number of categories of the population are particularly vulnerable to poverty including older people, those living with disabilities, young children, female-headed households, genocide survivors and the historically marginalized (MINALOC, 2011).  
According to me there are many other programs of reducing the poverty among Rwandans but I have to focus more on the Girinka program and its contribution to socio-economic conditions of beneficiaries.
[bookmark: _Toc85127953][bookmark: _Toc84925115]1.2. PROBLEM STATEMENT
In Rangiro sector Nyamasheke District, there are many people who do not satisfy their basic needs, who live in the exaggerated poverty situation, due to the ignorance, problems caused by Genocide against Tutsi of 1994, HIV/AIDS pandemic, the shortage of infertile lands which is the underlying cause of the lack of food (Researcher’s analysis), and the highest chronic malnutrition. However, social protection actions aimed at reducing poverty in Rwanda are still in its emerging stages, this is why the sustained rural development is still doubtful in Rwanda despite the support received from Government of Rwanda and other stakeholders.
It is from this background that this study seeks to investigate on the relevance of Girinka Program and the changes brought by it to the socio economic conditions of its beneficiaries in Rwanda especially in Rangiro Sector of Nyamasheke District.
As Rwandan economy is based on rain-fed agricultural production of small, semi-subsistence, and increasingly fragmented farms (Ducan, 2006), before, the lack of animal productions putted the poor family in loss due to the lack of fertilizers  
[bookmark: _Toc85127954][bookmark: _Toc84925116]1.3 .OBJECTIVE OF STUDY
To make this objective of my study well understandable, I put it into two sections;
 General objective and specific objective as below
[bookmark: _Toc85127955][bookmark: _Toc84925117]1.3.1. General objective
The main purpose of this study was to assess the contribution of Girinka Program on the social economic conditions of its beneficiaries in Rangiro Sector.
In addition to the above general objective of the study, the research were guided by the following
[bookmark: _Toc85127956][bookmark: _Toc84925118]1.3.2.Specific objectives
· To identify the activities implemented under Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector 
· To examine the contribution of Girinka program to the socio-economic conditions of beneficiaries. 
· To highlight the challenges faced by Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector.
[bookmark: _Toc85127957][bookmark: _Toc84925119]1.4. RESEARCH QUESTIONS
1. What are the activities implemented under Girinka Programme in Rangiro Sector?
2. What is the contribution of Girinka programme to the socio-economic conditions of beneficiaries in Rangiro Sector?
3. What are the challenges faced by Girinka Programme in Rangiro sector?
[bookmark: _Toc85127958][bookmark: _Toc84925120]1.5. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY
The researcher believes that the results of this research benefited different parties in different ways:
[bookmark: _Toc36225559][bookmark: _Toc54433953][bookmark: _Toc85127959][bookmark: _Toc84925121]1.5.1. To researcher
The findings of the study are beneficial to the researcher in being experienced to carry out the research. Indeed, it stands as partial fulfilment for the requirement of an award of Bachelor degree for the researcher in Rural Development. 
[bookmark: _Toc36225560][bookmark: _Toc54433954][bookmark: _Toc85127960][bookmark: _Toc84925122]1.5.2. To academic sector
This research could be used by other students, teachers, and researchers to know more about the contributions of Girinka program to the socio-economic conditions; likely as source of information while conducting researches in the same field.
[bookmark: _Toc85127961][bookmark: _Toc84925123]1.5.3 To government
Government, this research will inform the government of Rwanda, through Ministry of Agriculture and Animal Resources (MINAGRI) the level of life improvement of Girinka beneficiaries due to the cow given and challenges they are facing. 
[bookmark: _Toc85127962][bookmark: _Toc84925124]1.6. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY
In this research, I encountered the challenges of COVID-19, making long distance on foot during data collection and the perceptionof respondents were also difficult in providing information thinking that the information they provided would have a negative impact on them. 
Many respondents were refusing to disclose their assets.
However, the researcher tried to work hard to get reliable information by expanding time of collecting information and for the issue of respondent the anonymity and confidentiality was ensured to respondents to show them that there is no subsequent consequences.
[bookmark: _Toc85127963][bookmark: _Toc84925125]1.7. SCOPE OF THE STUDY
[bookmark: _Toc85127964][bookmark: _Toc84925126]1.7.1. Content scope
The study is interested in accessing about contribution of Girinka programme to the socio-economic conditions of beneficiaries in Nyamasheke district the case study wasRangiro sector
[bookmark: _Toc85127965][bookmark: _Toc84925127]1.7.2.Time scope
This study took at least two months by collecting data, analysing them and then I make a final dissertation document 
[bookmark: _Toc85127966][bookmark: _Toc84925128]1.7.3. Geographical scope
Rangirois one of the 15 sectors of Nyamasheke District and  is selected as  case study .
[bookmark: _Toc85127967][bookmark: _Toc84925129]1.8. ORGANIZATION OF THESTUDY
This study is divided into five chapters as follows: Chapter One provides a general introduction. 
Chapter Two refers to the literature review.
In Chapter Three, the research methodology and research design is discussed in details. 
Chapter four discusses research findings and chapter five presents summary, conclusions and recommendation.   





[bookmark: _Toc85127969][bookmark: _Toc84925130]CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW
[bookmark: _Toc85127970][bookmark: _Toc84925131]2.0. INTRODUCTION
Literature review is of great consideration in research since it enables the researcher to get relevant information from studies conducted by other Researchers compiled with the topic under consideration. It is therefore a foundation for each research.
This research dealt with some findings achieved by previous researchers, and how those findings relate to what this study accomplished
[bookmark: _Toc85127971][bookmark: _Toc84925132]2.1. DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS
[bookmark: _Toc85127972][bookmark: _Toc84925133]2.1.1. Girinka programme
This program is among home grown initiatives geared at poverty reduction and particularly through fighting malnutrition. The Government of Rwanda started the ‘One cow per poor family program” or Girinka in 2006 with the initiative spear headed by His Excellency the president Paul KAGAME. In this program, a farmer is given an in-calf heifer and is obliged to pass on to the first female offspring to another program beneficiary who is selected by local administration authorities and validated by MINAGRI/RAB.               
[bookmark: _Toc85127973][bookmark: _Toc84925134]2.1.2. BENEFICIARIES
[bookmark: _Toc81796443][bookmark: _Toc85127974][bookmark: _Toc85128119][bookmark: _Toc85134998][bookmark: _Toc85135581][bookmark: _Toc85136301][bookmark: _Toc85136429][bookmark: _Toc85171400][bookmark: _Toc85256465][bookmark: _Toc85256707][bookmark: _Toc85260578][bookmark: _Toc84925135]Who is a beneficiary?
A beneficiary is any person who gains an advantage and/or profits from something. In the financial world, a beneficiary typically refers to someone eligible to receive distributions from a trust, will, or life insurance policy. Beneficiaries are either named specifically in these documents or have met the stipulations that make them eligible for whatever distribution is specified. 
According to our project a beneficiary is someone who receives the cow of Girinka Program (RAB, 2016)
[bookmark: _Toc84925136]2.1.3 .Development

Development is a process that creates growth, progress, positive change or the addition of physical, economic, environmental, social and demographic components.  The purpose of development is a rise in the level and quality of life of the population, and the creation or expansion of local regional income and employment opportunities, without damaging the resources of the environment.  Development is visible and useful, not necessarily immediately, and includes an aspect of quality change and the creation of conditions for a continuation of that change.
 Development is process of improving the quality of all human lives with three important aspects which are:
1. Raising peoples’ living levels, suchas incomes and consumption, levels of food, medical services, education through relevant growth processes.
2. Creating conditions conducive to the growth of peoples’ self-esteem through the establishment of social, political and economic systems and institutions which promote human dignity and respect.
3. Increasing peoples’ freedom to choose by enlarging the range of their choice variables, e.g. varieties of goods and services (Michael Paul Todaro, 1942)
There is widespread agreement among social scientists that development is a multidimensional phenomenon, with economic, political, and social aspects, and that the different dimensions of development are interconnected with one another in complex ways. .
[bookmark: _Toc84925137]2.1.4. Poverty
Poverty is a state or condition in which a person or community lacks the financial resources and essentials for a minimum standard of living. Poverty means that the income level from employment is so low that basic human needs can't be met. Poverty-stricken people and families might go without proper housing, clean water, healthy food, and medical attention. Each nation may have its own threshold that determines how many of its people are living in poverty.
[bookmark: _Toc84925138]2.1.5. Rural area
What makes a place rural? It might be its people living far apart from one another, its location relative to small and widely spaced towns and villages or big cities, and the presence of farming or forestry.
A person’s view probably depends on her own experience, so that a Belgian and an Ethiopian would likely have very different pictures in mind. Such subjectivity in identifying rural places is to be expected, but it makes it harder to agree on a common definition of a rural area for statistical purposes. And, indeed, there is no standard international definition of rural. An individual country can have a definition of what is rural that is simple (it is what is not urban) or more complicated (with different kinds of rural areas distinguished by the main activity, say, farming or tourism).For use within the country, there is no reason to be concerned if a neighboring country has a different set of criteria.
 However, when making comparisons of statistics between and among countries, the lack of a consistent definition can create confusion.
For example, one country might report higher rural income than another, but that could be because it has included higher-income peri-urban areas in its rural territory, while its neighbor does not. A consistent comparison of “like” with “like” rural areas across countries is desirable for international purposes, particularly in the case of assessing progress toward meeting the SDGs.It should be noted that there is no one “correct” definition of what is rural. Rather, the one chosen should be useful for the purpose to which it is to be put.In this context, it is for statistical analysis that supports rural development policy decision.
 In general, a rural area or countryside is a geographic area that is located outside towns and cities. The Health Resources and Services Administration of the United States Department of Health and Human Services defines the word rural as encompassing "...all population, housing, and territory not included within an urban area. Whatever is not urban is considered rural."
Typical rural areas have a low population density and small settlements. Agricultural areas are commonly rural, as are other types of areas such as forests (FAO, WB, and UNSC 2012).

[bookmark: _Toc84925139]2.2. THEORETICAL REVIEW
[bookmark: _Toc84925140]2.2.1. Theory of vicious cycle of poverty
Thus according to Boudon and Bourricaud (1989) the theory of vicious cycle of poverty as revised by Galbraith based upon the following propositions:  

Low Income → Low Demand         Low Investment → Low Productivity → Low Income 
[bookmark: _Toc81798582]Figure1: Process of how low income leads to low demand which in turn results in low investment


   Theory of vicious cycle of poverty  
And so the low level of capital which again leads to low productivity and low income
The main reason of the poverty in these countries is the low level of demand. 
Consequently, the size of market remains low. The small size of the market becomes a hurdle in the path of inducement to invest.   
[bookmark: _Toc84925141]2.2.2. Theory of Poverty and Anti-Poverty Programs in Community Development
Poverty in its most general sense is the lack of necessities i.e. basic food, shelter, medical care, and safety are generally thought necessary based on shared values of human dignity. 
The most common “objective” definition of poverty is the statistical measure established by the government as the annual income needed for a family to survive. The “poverty line” was initially created in 1963 by Mollie Orshansky at the U.S. Department of Agriculture based on three times her estimate of what a family would have to spend for an adequate but far from abundant diet (Gwartney&McCaleb, 1985).  
Anti-poverty Programs are to push poor into work as a primary goal, what Maskovsky calls the “workist consensus.” Indeed, this move is accompanied by an increasing emphasis on “self-help” strategies for the poor to pull themselves from poverty. 
The best example of this response to poverty is to limit the number of years people can be on family assistance and to require participation in work activities after two years on welfare (Levitan et al , 2003). 
Poverty should be caused by cultural belief systems that Support Sub-cultures of poverty; where poverty is created by the transmission over generations of a set of beliefs, values, and skills that are socially generated but individually held. Oscar Lewis writes that once the culture of poverty has come into existence it tends to perpetuate itself.  (Levitan et al , 2003). 
Anti-poverty programs from a culture of poverty perspective are to replace that culture with a more functional culture that supports rather than undermines productive work, investment, and social responsibility.  On the other hand, if one thinks of the culture of poverty as an opportunistic and non-productive subculture that is perpetuated over generations, then the focus will shift to youth to stop the recreation of the detrimental culture, and many educational programs are successful at providing an alternative socialization for the next generation to reduce poverty, though the programs need more coherence and quality (Levitan et al, 2003). 
Poverty should be also caused by economic, political, and social distortions; at this point the problem is the fact that minimum wages do not allow single mothers or their families to be economically self-sufficient. The problem of the working poor is increasingly seen as a wage problem linked to structural barriers preventing poor families from getting better jobs, complicated by limited numbers of jobs near workers and lack of growth in sectors supporting lower skilled jobs (Tobin, 1994). 
Elimination of structural barriers to better jobs through education and training have been the focus of extensive manpower training and other programs, generating substantial numbers of successes but also perceived failures. However, in spite of perceived importance of education, funding per student in less advantaged areas lags that which is spent on richer students, teachers are less adequately trained, books are often out of date or in limited supply, amenities are few, and the culture of learning is under siege. (Chubb Moe, 1996. p.28).
Anti-poverty programs from geography of poverty perspective directs to community developers to look at places and the processes by which they can become self-sustaining. 
Improve local industry competitiveness through come together development (Blakely and Bradshaw 2001) or building creative communities (Florida, 2002). 
[bookmark: _Toc84925142]2.2.3. The role of livestock in poverty reduction
Improving the  productivity of the agricultural  sector is traditionally seen as one of the most important means of poverty alleviation in developing countries(Johnston&Mellor,1961).This follows the evidence that there are backward and forward linkages between the productivity of the agricultural sector and other sectors of the economy (Jalan&Ravallion, 2002;Haggbladeetal.,2010). It is also affect that most poor households livein rural areas and depend on agriculture, combining small scale food cropping and livestock with a diverse set of agricultural related activities. This is particularly evident in Rwanda. More than 80percent of the population live in rural areas with agriculture as their primary source of income and rural poverty is almost three times as high as urban, 44percent versus16 percent (NISR, 2016). Hence, poverty and living standards of rural households in Rwanda, as in most of sub-Sahara (SSA), are very much related to agricultural asset, such as land and livestock holdings (Abdulai&CroleRees, 2001). There are several reasons why livestock is a key determinant to achieving development goals among households in SSA. Livestock improves foods security through high value protein in terms of milk and meat, which are often limited in the diets of the poor (Rawlinsetal. 2014). Livestock is also a productive asset on the farm as organic manure and soil nutrients can be used as a cost-effective and sustainable fertilizer. The water retention capacity of organic manure also has an effect of reducing the risk of soil erosion, which is a significant problem in SSA and in Rwanda (Byiringo&Reardon, 1996; Tilmanetal., 2002). Livestock is therefore a good combination with crop production. However , context matters and households may prefer to sell parts of the  animal our  food, which can provide additional income from by-products Livestock can also spur entry into nonfarm earnings and entrepreneurship as it can be used as collateral for loans (Reardonetal.,1992). Effects can be non-economic, in the form of increased independence, self-esteem and social status, so called “soft factors”. Rugemaetal.(2014) show this through qualitative field studies in Rwanda but they also emphasize the insufficiency of introducing Girinka as an isolated poverty program. Increased livestock in villages also need to be supported by infrastructure such as schools and healthcare but also veterinary expertise. Following from above, livestock is considered a key factor in economic development and several countries have introduced policy programs, alike the Girinka ,to increase livestock ownership among poor households (e.g., the ‘Chickens for poverty alleviation ’in Eastern Uganda and the promotion of dairy cattle, meat and dairy goats, and poultry among targeted smallholder farmers in Malawi). In Rwanda, livestock is considered a key factor in poverty reduction and in Rwanda, the combination of livestock and landholdings has led to 4 categories of poverty indicators according to the Ubudehe classification which are category1, 2, 3 and 4
[bookmark: _Toc84925143]2.3. CONCEPTUAL REVIEW
In this study, two main variables wereused. 
These are independent and dependent variables. 
Girinka program is being theindependent variable and socio-economic conditions of beneficiaries being the dependent variables. 
The Girinka Program in this has been justified by the involvement of Government of Rwanda by giving the heifers to low income earners and poor smallholder farmers that are expected to contribute to the socioeconomic of vulnerable families supported by the program. 
However, for Girinka Program to effectively contribute to the socioeconomic conditions of vulnerable families of its beneficiaries, other variables were involved. 
Independent variables: 
 Transfer of a cow
Dependent variables: 
 Increase of savings 
 Increase of income 
 Increase of assets 
 Improvement of livelihood
Intervening variable: Monitoring and evaluation 
· Monitoring activities by Government leaders	(Villages, cell, Sector, District, RAB and MINALOC)
Monitoring of program activities by beneficiaries’ themselves in this study, I choose Monitoring and Evaluation as an intervening variable as illustrated in the following diagram below:
Figure 2: Dependent variables, independent variables and intervening variables
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[bookmark: _Toc84925144]2.4. EMPIRICAL FRAMEWORK
In this section of empirical framework the researcher referred to the empirical results from 
the findings of other researchers and recent books and journals or recent time observations 
and experiments. 
According to the research done by Felix NGAMIJE (2017)  to Girinka Program showed that Girinka Programme is the policy which came to cope with the extreme poverty of population to help them to improve their livelihood so as to increase their level of savings, income , reduce malnutrition cases, improve their crop production for better health and wealth. The initiative of Girinka Program helped the Rwandans and people of Musambira in particular to improve their livelihood by increasing agricultural production, improve monthly income as well as average monthly savings of the respondents
The role of cattle in poverty alleviation is indicated by different researchers. For example, Holman et al. (2005) in their study about the role of cattle in alleviating poverty in Colombia reveals that cattle are perceived by smallholder farmers as a contribution to the improvement in the quality of life. The poorest of the poor do not have cows, but if they get animals, they can start a pathway out of poverty (Randolph et al., 2007). The Girinka “one cow per poor family” program aims to improve the livelihoods of poor households by managing dairy cow which for increased milk, meat and fertilizer production (Rwandapedia, 2013). This will not only improve nutrition, but also increase the earnings of beneficiaries from milk, milk products, meat and sale of manure (Rwandapedia, 2013).
According to the research done by Vincent, K. and Denis, R., (2014), the Girinka ‘one cow per poor family’ program has been implemented in Rwanda since 2006 to contribute towards poverty reduction, reduction of child malnutrition as well as to promote climate resilience among poor rural families.
 Under the program, every family whose local community confirms it meets national criteria of being poor receives one dairy cow. Impacts of the Girinka program on female beneficiaries for increasing livelihood options and enabling food security in the drought-prone Bugesera District as well as its potential contribution to climate resilience were assessed. The specific focus was whether the Girinka program assists female beneficiaries to better cope with climate change in Bugesera District. The key consideration is the extent to which interventions reduce women's vulnerability to climate change impacts (Vincent, K. and Denis, R., 2014). The key findings of the study show that the one cow per poor family resulted in expanded land use, improved household nutrition and food security. 
support networks (Roll &Jean, 2014)
[bookmark: _Toc84925145]2.5. RESEARCH GAPS
A research gap is a question or a problem that has not been answered by any of the existing studies or research within your field. Sometimes, a research gap exists when there is a concept or new idea that hasn’t been studied at all
However, other researchers have not been able to study the contribution of Girinka program to the socio-economic conditions inRangiro sector. They studied the impact of Girinka program to the socio-economic development of its beneficiaries in others Sectors except Rangiro sector.
Hence, this study explored deeply how the Girinka program has contributed the socioeconomic conditions of its beneficiaries in Rangiro Sector only.

[bookmark: _Toc84925146]CHAPTER  THREE: RESEACH METHODOLOGY
[bookmark: _Toc84925147]3.0. INTRODUCTION
This chapter presents the various ways in which the study is designed and carried out. This includes the samples size selection, procedures and methods of data collection to be used.
Those methods include documentation, observation, personal interview, questionnaire guide and discussion and address data analysis.
[bookmark: _Toc84925148]3.1. RESEARCH APPROACH AND DESIGN
The researcher has used the survey design basing on the use of qualitative and quantitative approaches that adopted to establish the contribution of Girinka program on the social-economic conditions of beneficiaries. 
The descriptive research design was used for profiling, defining, segmentation, estimating, and examining the associative relationship
[bookmark: _Toc84925149]3.2. SOURCES OF DATA
Source of data is one of the materials that the researcher uses to collect the information during the investigation (Paige Wilson: 1989). The sources of data are both primary and secondary data.
[bookmark: _Toc84925150]3.2.1. Primary data

According to Audrey J.Roth(1989),primary data come straight from the beneficiaries of Girinka program  being researched   and are  the most direct kind of information that can be collected.
Primary data is very important because it provides first –hand information and primary data in this study was obtained through different methods and techniques.
[bookmark: _Toc84925151]3.2.2 Secondary data
Gilbert.A.Chulchill(1992:182) defined  the secondary data as the information not gathering for immediate study at hand but for other purpose. 
The secondary data is collecting from textbooks from libraries, journals, on internet, reports and so on
3.3. TARGET POPULATION
According to (Grinnell and Williams,(1990:118),”target population can be defined as totality of persons  or objects with which a study  is concerned “. The population of 426 was used in this study covers all Girinka beneficiaries in Rangirosector .
In this population a sample will be selected to obtain sufficient and convincing information on the contribution of Girinka program on the socio-economic conditionsof beneficiaries in Nyamasheke District, case study Rangiro Sector.
[bookmark: _Toc84925152]3.4. SAMPLING PROCEDURES
[bookmark: _Toc85135017][bookmark: _Toc85135600][bookmark: _Toc85136320][bookmark: _Toc85256483][bookmark: _Toc85256725][bookmark: _Toc85260596][bookmark: _Toc84925153]This survey cannot consider all members of the population in the study area and this process helped the researcher to select number of individuals called sample from a population in a way that the individuals are representatives of large group. Concerning sampling procedures Alain BOUCHARD formula was used by using stratified sampling procedures; as a practical matter, researcher is seldom in a position to guarantee that every element meeting the theoretical definitions laid down has a chance of being selected in the sample (Creswell,J.W.(1994);Kothari,1984;Babbie2008). Note that while conducting this study, the researcher used a stratified random sampling procedure to select sample.
[bookmark: _Toc84925154]3.5. SAMPLE SIZE
The formula of Yamane (1967) was used to determine the representative sample from the whole population of 426 beneficiaries of Girinka Program in RangiroSector (Rangiro Sector, June2020). 10% was used as the sampling the level of precision. 
This number of 10% is taken for making the correction of voluntary and/or involuntary errors done by the respondents.
Formula of Yamane is thatSample size (n) equals to Number of population (N) divided by one plus number of population multiplied by level of precision (e) 2
The formula used to determine the sample is written as following:
Where
n: sample
N: population
(e): level of precision =10%
This formula is written by Yamane (1967) then if the population is 426people the sample was:
=426/1+426(10/100) 2 = 80.98 equivalent to 81

n=The sample size is 81 beneficiaries of Girinka Program.
 To select the sample, the researcher used simple random sampling method where all people have equal chance to be chosen
[bookmark: _Toc84925155]3.6. RESEARCH INSTRUMENTS FOR DATA COLLECTION
In this particular research, the source of data and the place of study determine the methods of data collection. We identify the major source of data as being questionnaire, personal interviewing, discussing, observation and documentation.
[bookmark: _Toc84925156]3.6.1. Questionnaire
The researcher used the questionnaire which has been distributed to Girinka beneficiaries in all villages and cells of Rangiro Sector.
[bookmark: _Toc84925157]3.6.2. Personal interviewing
Personal interviewing has been conducted with the interview guide. 
All interviews were conducted in Kinyarwanda and the gathered information has been translated to English. The researcher interacted   with respondents and generally interviews were successfully done.
[bookmark: _Toc84925158]3.6.3. Observation
As the study area is the native area of the researcher, it was easy to collect information through observation. This is because verification of information given by respondents has been made possible by observation. The researcher plays the role of observer as participant, which enable him to personally observe the accuracy of information.
[bookmark: _Toc84925159]3.6.4. Documentation
Within the method, the researcher started his work by doing investigation, analysis, and utilization of written materials available, more especially at the sector head office. The documents that have been useful, was monthly report, archive at the sector head office, books in libraries, books found online and generally the internet
[bookmark: _Toc84925160]3.7. PROCEDURES OF DATA ANALYSIS
The data were analyzed by using the statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS). It then edits to ensure that all relevant information collected is accurately processed.  The data collected being mainly qualitative and quantitative in nature. The analysis is based on the responses given by respondents. This is done after data entering (after coding them) in the analyzing system (SPSS).
A report on findings is being done mainly by using tables, figures and percentages.
[bookmark: _Toc84925161]3.7.1. Editing
The ultimate purpose of editing is to discover or to monitor the accuracy and to detect gaps and other weaknesses available in the data and collection methods. Hence the researcher makes sure that the entire questionnaire is fully answered and returned to him.
[bookmark: _Toc84925162]3.7.2. Figures and tables
Figures with corresponding calculations are used to indicate the frequency of particular answers.
Percentage also is used to express the data in ratio form for making the data easily and clearly understood.
[bookmark: _Toc84925163]3.7.3. Data analysis
Data was analysed after coding them and the coded data was directly analysed by SSPS after being entered. The gathered information was summarized according to the objectives of the study. The data have been analysed by descriptive analysis



[bookmark: _Toc84925164]CHAPTER FOUR: DATA ANALYSISAND FINDINGS
[bookmark: _Toc84925165]4.1. INTRODUCTION:
In this chapter concerns the result from data collected in Girinka program beneficiaries of Rangiro Sector NyamashekeDistrict (as it was indicated in previous points). Questionnaires were submitted and responded to get the analyzed data. The answers to the research questions are presented in this chapter and the relationship between the literature discussed in chapter two and  the findings of the study is also presented here.
[bookmark: _Toc84925166]4.2. DESCRIPTION OF THE RESPONDENTS
[bookmark: _Toc81797102]Table 1: Gender of the respondents
	Gender
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Male
	41
	50.6
	50.6
	50.6

	Famale
	40
	49.4
	49.4
	100.0

	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	


Source of data: Primary data July,2021

Table: 1 represents the gender of the respondents. The number of males interviewed is 50.6% 0f the respondents while the number of males is 49.4 of the respondents. The number of males is relatively equals that of female because a large number of targeted households headed by male but Males are moving to search the way of living, other issue is related to our history of genocide of 1994 of Tutsi where males commit the crime against the humanity now are in prison.



[bookmark: _Toc81797103]

Table 2 : Age of the respondents
	
	Age
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Under 20 year
	10
	12.3
	12.3
	12.3

	
	21-30 years
	12
	14.8
	14.8
	27.2

	
	31-40 years
	13
	16.0
	16.0
	43.2

	
	41-50 years
	9
	11.1
	11.1
	54.3

	
	50 years and above
	37
	45.7
	45.7
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	


Source of data: Primary data, July 2021

Table: 2 Shows the age of respondents .The age of respondents range from 21 to over 50 years. High percentage of respondents is number of respondents found in the age of 50 years and above. However, the results of this study show that a large number of the respondents have an advanced age and therefore cannot contribute substantially to productive labor .But those are vulnerable people targeted by Girinka program to improve their livelihoods. Other high percentage are of age range from 21-40 are orphan children and new households living in a village but still vulnerable. 

[bookmark: _Toc81797104]Table 3: Education level
	
	Education level
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Illiterate
	24
	29.6
	29.6
	29.6

	
	Primary
	43
	53.1
	53.1
	82.7

	
	Secondary
	14
	17.3
	17.3
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	


Source of data: Primary data July, 2021
Table: 3shows the educational level of respondents. In this study the large number of respondents is illiterate and those of attending primary schools representing 82.7% are less likely to adopt new agriculture technologies than more educated farmers attending secondary schools. Illiterate represented by 29.6%, attending primary is 53.1 and 14% .It is important to note that 29.6% of the respondent are functional illiterate.
[bookmark: _Toc81797105]Table 4: Marital status of respondents
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Single
	18
	22.2
	22.2
	22.2

	
	Married
	59
	72.8
	72.8
	95.1

	
	Widower
	3
	3.7
	3.7
	98.8

	
	Divorced
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	


Source of data: Primary data,July,2021
The marital status of the respondents in this study is presented in table4 .These results show that the largest number of respondents (72.8) followed by Single (22.2). Widower respondents count for (3.7%) while Divorced respondents count for (1.2)
The largest number of single is the consequence of genocide  and HIV AIDS where there is a large number of families headed by children because their parent are either  died with HIV,either  are in prison  because was committing genocide or their parents are died with other events 
.Also the widower of 3.7% resulting from  HIV/SIDA and 1994 Rwandan Genocide of Tutsi.
Most of these windows have children to look after and according to  CMFS(2012),this large number of window  can be handicap  to livelihoods improvement.
The status indicates that information was collected from the people that are mature with more experience and responsible people who have a purpose of living because they have children to take care for and family in general.
[bookmark: _Toc81797106]



Table 5: Activities implemented under Girinka program in Rangiro sector
	
	Main activities
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	To select beneficiaries
	25
	30.9
	30.9
	30.9

	
	To distribute heifers
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	32.1

	
	To distribute inputs
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	33.3

	
	Veterinary services
	35
	43.2
	43.2
	76.5

	
	Pass on first heifer calf to neighbor
	2
	2.5
	2.5
	79.0

	
	Trainings of Girinka beneficiaries
	17
	21.0
	21.0
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	



Source of data: Primary data ,July 2021
Table: 5 shows the activities undertaken in Girinka Program, 30.9% of respondents have responded that they know the activity of selecting the girinka beneficiaries,43.2 they are receiving the veterinary services in order to take care their cows. 21% of respondents responded that have been given the trainings of Girinka beneficiaries of maintaining the cows given in a good conditions. The respondents of 2.5% shown that know the activity of passing on first heifer calf to neighbor for continuing to expand the Girinka program  in poor families




[bookmark: _Toc84925167]4.3. CONTRIBUTION OF GIRINKA PROGRAM TO THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF ITS BENEFICIARIES
[bookmark: _Toc81797107]Table 6: Quantity of milk produced per day
	
	Quantity of milk produced per day by cow
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Under 5 litres
	41
	50.6
	50.6
	50.6

	
	5-10 litres
	12
	14.8
	14.8
	65.4

	
	10-15 litres
	3
	3.7
	3.7
	69.1

	
	15-20 litres
	2
	2.5
	2.5
	71.6

	
	No production
	23
	28.4
	28.4
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	



Source of data: Primary data July 2021
The table 6shows the production of milk of cow responded by respondents’ .But (50.6%) of respondents get less than 5 liters of milk because of diverse reasons.
The main reason for not producing much milk is climate conditions of RangiroSector. This is the cold weather .The cows of hot air area give much milk than cold weather. Other reasons for the low production is that cows that have given birth do not get required nutrients for milking, the livestock breeders in the area also tend to breed bulls, which are often cared than the milking cows. (28.4%) of respondent responded that they did not get milk because the cows are unproductive stage, are not mated. (14.8%) of respondents milked 5-10 liters, (3.7%) milked 10-15liters and (2.5%) receive 15-20liters per day.
[bookmark: _Toc81797108]

Table 7: Daily consummation of milk
	
	Consumption
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Under 1 liter
	16
	19.8
	19.8
	19.8

	
	1-2 liters
	16
	19.8
	19.8
	39.5

	
	2 liters and above
	24
	29.6
	29.6
	69.1

	
	No consumption
	25
	30.9
	30.9
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	


Source of data: Primary data ,July, 2021
The table 7 shows quantity of milk consumed by respondents. 19.8% of respondents consume under 1 liter ,19.8% consume 1-2liters 29.6 % of respondents consume 2 liters and above.30.9% don’t consume the milk because the cows have get birth but no milk, or it is unproductive stage. 
[bookmark: _Toc81797109]Table 8: The price of milk per litre
	
	Price of milk per liter
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	200-250
	55
	67.9
	67.9
	67.9

	
	250-300
	25
	30.9
	30.9
	98.8

	
	300-400
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	


Source of information: Primary data July 2021

This table 8 shows the price of milk answered by respondent. This study shows that the price of milk in Rangiro Sector is so low depending on how the milk is inappropriate handled, there also are few consumers of milk in location although milk is scarce.55% respondents said that the price of one liter of milk is between 200-250 rwf while 30.9% of respondents said that the price of one liter of milk is between 250-300 while 1.2% of respondents said that is between 300-400 frw. 
[bookmark: _Toc81797110]Table 9 :  Malnutrition before and after Girinka Program
	Malnutrition before Girinka program
	Malnutrition after Girinka program

	Response 
	Frequency
	Percent
	Frequency
	Percentage

	No
	26
	32.1
	81
	100

	Yes
	55
	67.9
	0
	0

	Total
	81
	100.0
	81
	100.0



Source of data: Primary data July,2021
This table 9 shows the number of respondents faced with malnutrition before Girinka program has been launched in Rangiro Sector. Those who responded that there was no malnutrition in their household equal to 32.1% while 67.9% said that there were malnutrition cases. The main reason for the large percentage of households living with malnutrition was that at that time there was no milk, the perception was that at that time people did not know to give up a balanced diet and the cultivated land was unproductive .The study is also showing that the households living with malnutrition after initiating Girinka program has decreased from 67.9% to 0%..This study shown that there was large percentage of households living with malnutrition but now malnutrition has been recovered where 100% of respondents said that there is no malnutrition in their households.
[bookmark: _Toc81797111]Table:10Organic manure
	
	response
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	Yes
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0


Source of data: Primary data July 2021
This table 10 shows the number of respondents who use organic manure. 100% of respondents said yes to mean they are using organic manure to fertilize their cultivated lands in order to increase the agricultural productivity.
[bookmark: _Toc81797112]Table 11: Organic manure before and after Girinka program
	Organic manure before
	Organic manure after

	Quantity of organic munure  in Kg
	Frequency
	Percentage
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Under 3000
	76
	93.8
	3
	3.7

	3000-6000
	5
	6.2
	21
	25.9

	6000-9000
	0
	0
	35
	43.2

	9000 and above
	0
	0
	22
	27.2

	Total
	81
	100.0
	81
	100.0



Source of data: Primary data,July ,2021

The table11shows the quantity of organic manure used by respondents before and afterGirinka program. 76% before Girinka program had used under 3000 kilograms of organic manure .This is the largest number of respondents that used small quantity of organic manure from their small livestock like goats and pigs and other demanded from their neighbors. The 5% of respondents said that used from 3000 to 6000 kilograms of organic manure. This study showed that before Girinka program the farmers used small quantity of organic manure because they could not find where to get it.The number of farmers used organic manure in their arable land has increased and the quantity used also has increased where 3.7% used under 3000 kilograms while 25.9 % of respondents use 3000 to 6000 kilograms, 43.2% of respondents use 6000-9000 and 27.2% use 9000 kilograms and above. This study shows that there is any improvement in using organic manure after Girinka program.

[bookmark: _Toc81797113]Table12 :  Having food per day including breakfast before and After Girinka Program
The following table showed how often Girinka beneficiaries take meals per day including breakfast before and after Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector

	Before Girinka program
	After Girinka program

	Numberof Times of  having food
	Frequency
	percentage
	Frequency
	Percentage

	One a day
	72
	88.9
	3
	3.7

	Twice
	9
	11.1
	61
	75.3

	Three times
	0
	0
	17
	21

	Total
	81
	100
	81
	100



Source of data: Primary data July, 2021
Table 12 showed that respondents who ate once a day decreased remarkably from 88.9% of the respondents to 3.7% of the respondents. Respondents who ate two times a day increased from 11.1% of the respondents before Girinka Programme to 75.3% of the respondents after. There were no respondents who ate three times a day before Girinka Programme to 21% of the respondents. Respondents improved their frequency of meals due to milk from Girinka Program’s Cows and animal manure has the land fertile, agricultural productivity have risen significantly and beneficiaries are accessing to food.
[bookmark: _Toc81797114]Table 13: The qualities of house before and after Girinka program
	 Before Girinka
	After Girinka

	
	Qualities
	Frequency
	Percent
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	With grasses
	17
	21.0
	1
	1.2

	
	With clay sheet
	30
	37.0
	10
	12.3

	
	With iron sheets
	34
	42.0
	53
	65.4

	
	With cement
	0
	0
	17
	21.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	81
	100.0




This table 13shows the quality of the houses of respondents before Girinka program is initiated inRangiro Sector. 21% use the grasses to construct their houses, 37% of respondents used the clay sheets while 42% used iron sheets to construct their houses.
This study  showed me that any improvement in the construction depend on the Girinka program 1.2 % of the respondents said that their  houses are  constructed with glasses while 12.3% of respondents  said their houses are constructed  with clay sheets ,65.4% with iron sheets and 21% their houses are constructed with cement. Comparison between the quality of houses of Girinka beneficiaries before and after Girinka program is that there is a big improvement related to materials using to construct their houses.
[bookmark: _Toc81798583]Figure 3: The qualities of houses of the Girinka beneficiaries before Girinka beneficiaries
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc81798584]Figure 4: The qualities of houses of the respondents after Girinka program
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc81797115]Table 14 : Monthly income before and after Girinka program without saving
	Before Girinka Program
	After Girinka program

	
	Income
	Frequency
	Percent
	Frequency
	Percent

	Valid
	0-10 000
	76
	93.8
	1
	1.2

	
	10 000-20,000
	4
	4.9
	45
	55.6

	
	20,000-40, 000
	1
	1.2
	34
	42.0

	
	40, 000-60, 000
	0
	0
	1
	1.2

	
	Total
	81
	100
	81
	100.0













Source of data: Primary data July, 2021
The table14shows the income of the respondents before Girinkaprogarm. 
The 93.8% of respondents earned 0-10000rwf, 4.9% earned 10000-20000rwf while 2.2% earned 1.2%. The highest percentage of Girinka beneficiaries before Girinka said that they earned between 0-10000rwf before Girinka Program. This study shows that before the introduction of girinkaprogram, the income of the respondents per month which are also the Girinka beneficiaries was very low.
The respondents equal to 1.2% earn 0-10000rwf per month, 55.6% of respondents earn 10000-20000rwf per month, and 42.0% of respondents earn 20000-40000rwf per month. The study shows that there is an increase in the income of the beneficiaries of one cow per family per month due to income from the sale of milk, agricultural income from the use of animal manure.Beneficiaries graduating from poverty and starting small businesses
[bookmark: _Toc81797116]Table 15: Monthly saving before and after Girinka program
	Before Girinka
	After Girinka

	Saving
	Frequency
	Percentage
	Frequency
	Percentage

	0-5 000
	74
	91.4
	7
	8.6

	5 000-10 000
	6
	7.4
	68
	84.0

	10 000-15 000
	1
	1.2
	5
	6.2

	15000-20000
	0
	0
	1
	1.2

	Total
	81
	100.0
	81
	100.0



Source of data: Primary data July, 2021

This table 15 shows how respondents responded to savings. The largest number of respondents equal to 91.4% saidthat they saved from 0 to 5000rwf, 7.4% of respondents saved from5000 to 10000rwf while 1.2% of respondents saved from10000 to 15000rwf. This study showed that a large number of respondents saved no more than 5000 rwf before the implementation of Girinka program in Rangiro Sector. The study shows that the number of beneficiaries that save  from 0 to 5000 rwf has decreased from 91.4% to 8.6% while those who saved from 5000 to 10000 has increased from 7.4% to 84% and those who saved from10000 to 15000rwf has remained the same. The study shows that the increase in savings benefits was due to the income from cows received from the Girinka program including those derived from the sale of milk, agriculture and other assets derived from the Girinka program like selling the bulls
[bookmark: _Toc81798585]Figure 5: Monthly saving before Girinka program by respondents
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[bookmark: _Toc81798586]Figure 6: Monthly saving after Girinka program by respondents
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[bookmark: _Toc81797117]Table 16: Contribution of Girinka program on Social cohesion among respondents
	Social cohesion
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Long lasting bonds are created between the giver and the recipient
	31
	38.3
	38.3
	38.3

	Enabling of the promotion of unity and peace in rwandan society
	40
	49.4
	49.4
	87.7

	Reinforcing the preservation of culture and longheld values peculiar to rwandan tradition
	10
	12.3
	12.3
	100.0

	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	



Source of data: Primary data ,July 2021
This table 16 shows  how social cohesion  had  a positive impact by respondents  where  the majority of respondents  said that  the Girinka program enabled the promotion of unity and peace in Rwandan society(49.4%),38.3% 0f respondents  said that the program created long lasting bonds between giver and the recipient and 12.3 % of respondents  said that the girinka program reinforced  the preservation of culture and long held values peculiar to Rwandan tradition
[bookmark: _Toc81798587]Figure 7: Contribution of Girinka program on Social cohesion among respondents
[image: ]
The figure 6 shows how the Girinka program has a positive impact on social cohesion accordingly to the respondents. As matter of fact these who pass on a calf the next designed beneficiary are deemed to be bound in a lifelong friendship. 
In Rwanda like also in RangiroSector, the gifting of a cow creates a special relationship between the giver and the recipient. 
For centuries the cow has been considered as a symbol of prosperity and was the currency of most socioeconomic transactions before colonization.
[bookmark: _Toc84925168]4.4. TO HIGHLIGHT THE CHALLENGES FACED BY GIRINKA PROGRAM IN RANGIRO SECTOR
[bookmark: _Toc81797118]Table 17: Main challenges of Girinka program in Rangiro Sector
	Main challenges
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Some cows  of Girinka program are stolen
	4
	4.9
	4.9
	4.9

	Veterinary’s services are not provided properly
	8
	9.9
	9.9
	14.8

	Small grassland for animal husbandry
	31
	38.3
	38.3
	53.1

	Infectious diseases attacking cows
	38
	46.9
	46.9
	100.0

	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	



Source of data: Primary data July, 2021
This table17 highlights the challenges identified in the research done in Girinka program  beneficiaries .This study shows that the 46.9% of respondents that the girinka program is highly affected  by infectious diseases, 38.3 of respondents have shown that they do not have to  cultivate livestock grass and find it a problem that hinders the good Girinka program,9.9% of respondents said that the services of veterinarian are not provided properly and found to be detrimental to livestock in Rangiro Sector,4.9% of respondents said that their cows are stolen but it rarely happens. In general the main challenges of Girinka program in Rangiro Sector are: Infectious diseases, small grassland for animal husbandry, veterinary services, steeling the cows of Girinka beneficiaries.

Figure 8: Main challenges of Girinka program in Rangiro Sector
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[bookmark: _Toc81797119]Table 18: Solutions to Girinka program challenges
	
	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Valid Percent
	Cumulative Percent

	Valid
	To sensitize the citizens in general and Girinka beneficiaries in particular and raise awareness on the importance of sustaining the distribution chain
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	1.2

	
	Compensation for dead or stolen cows
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	2.5

	
	Punishing a civil servant for misconduct in implementing Girinka program
	1
	1.2
	1.2
	3.7

	
	Improvement of Veterinary services to beneficiaries
	31
	38.3
	38.3
	42.0

	
	Giving cows from Girinka  program to those who merit it
	4
	4.9
	4.9
	46.9

	
	Providing more training for Girinka program beneficiaries and staff working in this program
	23
	28.4
	28.4
	75.3

	
	Educate Girinka beneficiaries on how to feed and treat their cows
	18
	22.2
	22.2
	97.5

	
	Others
	2
	2.5
	2.5
	100.0

	
	Total
	81
	100.0
	100.0
	



Source of data: Primary data July, 2021
More respondents equal to 38.3% need improvement of veterinary services, 28.4% of respondents said that the provision of training among Girinkabeneficiaries and staff working in Girinka program is more important to reinforce Girinka Program. The 18% of respondents need to be educated how to feed their cows in order to get more production from the livestock.



[bookmark: _Toc81798588]Figure 8: Solutions to Girinka Program challenges
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Source of data: Primary data July,2021
4.5. CONCLUSION
This chapter presented and discussed the results of the study. The findings of this study were examined in relation to the literature reviewed. The relationship between the results and the research objectives was also discussed. The general description of the respondents, the contribution of Girinka program to socio -economic conditions of its beneficiaries wasdiscussed in this chapter. The challenges facing theGirinkaprogram and solutions were also discussed in this chapter.





[bookmark: _Toc84925169]CHAPTERFIVE:GENERAL CONCLUSION AND RECOMMANDATION
[bookmark: _Toc84925170]5.1 CONCLUSION
In the case of graduating poor rural people, the Girinka program has a positive social and economic impact. This initiative has allowed some households to shift from a lower stratum of poorer to a relatively poor class. 
The respondents and other participants in this research declared that some beneficiaries of Girinka programme have increased their livelihood due to selling milk and increased agricultural production due to manure use. Moreover, milk consumption and balanced diet reached due to manure use in kitchen garden have decreased the number of malnourished children among poor households. It was also proved that the Girinka program has, through cow rotation scheme, contributed to social harmony in the community. Some women declared themselves that despite Girinka program hindrances they were economically empowered because they were no longer totally dependent on their husbands‟ income.
[bookmark: _Toc84925171]5.2. SUMMARY IN RELATION TO THE RESEARCH OBJECTIVES
Objective 1: To identify the activities implemented under Girinka Program in  Rangiro Sector
The first objective of this study was toidentify activities implemented under Girinka program in Rangiro Sector. The results of this study show that there are many activities implemented underGirinka program such as selecting Girinka program beneficiaries, distributing heifers, distributing inputs, delivering veterinary services, passing on first calf to neighbor, Training of Girinka beneficiaries. The findings of this study show that the large number ofGirinkabeneficiaries program knows the main activities undertaken in Girinka program and this halped them to increase the perception about Girinka program in Rangiro Sector and knowing how the program is operating. However, the results show that the respondents or Girinka program beneficiaries know exactly how  are benefiting from the implemented activities. 

Objective 2: Contribution of Girinka program to the socio-economic development of its beneficiaries
The second objective was to examine the contribution of Girinkaprogram to the socioeconomic development of its beneficiaries in Nyamasheke District case study RangiroSector. This study  show n significant improvement depend upon the Girinka program, which has shown that milk production has had a positive effect on eradicating malnutrition among Girinka program beneficiaries
.Increased monthly income helps the respondents to address some of the pressing social issues such as obtaining the need for affordable housing and other necessities of life. The productive land is due to the use of organic manure and resulting in food security. 
Availability of vegetables that results in diminution of stunting among children andincreasedsocialcohesionamongGirinka beneficiaries.
 In general the research has shown that theGirinka program has brought many positivechanges in all aspects of life ofGirinkaprogram beneficiaries both economically and socially.
Objective 3: To highlight the challenges faced by Girinka Programme in Rangiro Sector.
The third objective was to highlight the main challenges facing the Girinka program in Rangiro Sector. In this study, the respondents showed a high expectation of Girinka program and they appreciated its impact in fighting malnutrition, reducing poverty and improving social cohesion. Among the challenges faced by Girinka program, Infectious diseases attacking cows, Small grassland for animal husbandry, steeling the cow all have been the most declared by the respondents and the ways forwarding the challenges have been highlighted.
Today, the Government in collaboration with Girinka beneficiaries and its partners is determined to address the above mentioned challenges and make the implementation of Girinka program impactful. 
[bookmark: _Toc84925172]5.3 RECOMMANDATIONS
Girinka program is very important in the Rwandan society and requires continuous investment and support for its successful achievement. It is beyond its primary role of poverty and childhood malnutrition reduction as it was found. In the result, it thus, requires proper planning and management to ensure sustainability and successful implementation of the program. 
Furthermore the recommendations were suggested: 
1.The central Government should continue to allow and facilitate in place the private veterinary service provider and agro-vets’ inputs suppliers in order to have more milk increased for sell and home use, and disease cases in several areas will be reduced due to the private veterinarians that established in different corners of the sector.
 2. Local leaders should sensitize the dairy farmers to plant sufficient fodder for their cows, which can take them for the whole year. Fodder can even be planted along the crops field which sometimes can act as soil erosion protection. 
3. The livestock experts/ veterinarians should have continuous trainings to dairy farmers in general, for sufficient knowledge that could help them in achieving more.
 4. Crop residues should be encouraged to be used by Girinka beneficiaries as feed additional to their cows. Veterinarians should train the dairy farmers on how to treat crop residues for cows to eat them.
.SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 
The researcher limited his research on the contribution of Girinka program to the socioeconomic conditions of its beneficiaries, however, there are other further research areas suggested: 
· The impact of Girinka program on milk production in Rwanda
· Role of Girinka program in development of market structure in Rwanda
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RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRES
Dear Respondents, I am Emmanuel CYUBAHIRO, a final year student of Bachelor’s Degree in Rural Development in KIBOGORA Polytechnic .I’m conducting the research on contribution of Girinka program to  the socio- economic development of its  beneficiaries in Rangiro Sector: 
My objectives:
-To identify the activities implemented under  Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector 
-To accessthe contribution of Girinka program to the socio-economic development of beneficiaries. 
-To highlight the challenges faced by Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector under the process.
This questionnaire is designed for academic purposes only and information given will be treated with confidentiality, and will be an aid in obtaining necessary data for my research topic. 
Finally, your participation will contribute to you and Rwandan community. Please do not worry to participate.










 SECTION A: GENERAL INFORMATION
A1. Gender: (Instruction: Tick () one option only)
a) Male (1)
b) Female (2)
A2. Age :( Instruction: Tick () one option only)
a) Under 20 years (1)
b) 21-30 years (2)
c) 31-40 years (3)
d) 41-50 years(4)
e) 50 years and above (5)
A3. Education level (Instruction: Tick () one option only)
a) Illiterate (1)
b) Primary (2)
c) Secondary (3)
d) University (4)

A4. Marital status (Instruction: Tick () one option only)
a) Single (1)
b) Married (2)
c) Widower (3)
d) Divorced (4)

SECTION B 
Objective 1 :To identify the activities implemented under Girinka Program in  Rangiro Sector B1.What is the main activity implemented under Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector?(Instruction: Put()on your choices
a) To select beneficiaries (1)
 b) To distribute heifers (2)
 c) To distribute inputs (3)
d) Veterinary services (4)
 e) Pass on first heifer calf to neighbour (5)
 f) Trainings of Girinka beneficiaries (6)
g) Others (7)
Objective 2: To access the contribution of Girinka program to the socio-economic development of beneficiaries
B2. How much milk does your cow produce per day during lactation period? Tick () one option only
a) Under 5 litres (1)
b) 5-10 litres (2)
c) 10-15 litres (3)
d) 15-20 litres (4)
e) 20-25 and above (5)
f) No production (6)

B3. How much milk do you consume per day during lactation period? Tick () one option only)
a) Under 1 liter (1)
b) 1-2 litres (2)
c) 2 litres and above (3)
d) No consumption (4)
B4. What is the price of the milk per liter? Tick () one option only)
a) 200-250(1)
b) 250-300(2)
c) 300-400 (3) 
B5. Did you have any children faced malnutrition before girinka program? Tick () one option only)
a) Yes and why (1)
b). No and why (2)
B6. Do you have any children faced malnutrition after GirinkaProgram?Tick () one option only)
a) Yes 
b). No 
B7. Did you use organic manure? Tick () one option only)
a) Yes, (1)
b) No, (2)
B8) How much organic manure(kg) did you use per season before Girinka Program? Tick () one option only)
a) Under 3000(1)
b) 3000-6000(2)
c) 6000-9000(3)
d) 9000 and above (4)
B9) How much organic manure (kg) do you use per season after Girinka Program? Tick () one option only)
a) Under 3000(1)
b) 3000-6000(2)
c) 6000-9000(3)
d) 9000 and above (4)
B10)a.How many times can you take meals per day including breakfast before  Girinka Program? Choose one option only by 
Once per day (1)
Twice per day (2)
Three per day (3)
b.How many times can you take meals per day including breakfast After Girinka Program? Choose one option only by 
               Once per day (1)
Twice per day (2)
Three per day (3)
B11. What were the qualities of your house? Put ( ) on your choice
	a)Before girinka program
	
	b)After Girinka program
	

	With grasses(1)

	
	With grasses (1)
	

	With clay sheet(2)
	
	With clay sheet(2)
	

	With iron sheets(3)
	
	With iron sheets(3)
	

	With cement(4)
	
	With cement(4)
	

	Others(5)
	
	Others(5)
	



B12. How much did you earn before saving (Average earnings per month)? (Instruction: Put () one option only)
	a)Before Girinka Program
	
	b)After Girinka Program
	

	0-10000(1)
	
	0-10 000(1)
	

	10 000-20,000(2)
	
	10 000-20,000(2)
	

	20,000-40, 000(3)
	
	20,000-40, 000(3)
	

	40, 000-60, 000(4)
	
	40, 000-60, 000(4)
	

	60,000-80,000(5)
	
	60,000-80,000(5)
	

	More than 80, 000(6)
	
	More than 80, 000(6)
	


B13. How much do you save every month? (Instruction: Put () on one option only) 
	a)Before Girinka Program RWF
	
	b)After Girinka Program RWF
	

	0-5 000(1)
	
	0-5 000(1)
	

	5 000-10 000(2)
	
	5 000-10 000(2)
	

	10 000-15 000(3)
	
	10 000-15 000(3)
	

	15000-20000(4)
	
	15000-20000(4)
	



B14. How the Girinka program has helped beneficiaries to improve  social cohesion? (Tick () one option only)
   a) Long lasting bonds are created between the giver and the recipient
     b) Enabling of the promotion of unity and peace in rwandan society
     c) Reinforcing the preservation of culture and long held values peculiar to rwandan tradition
d) Others
Objective 3: To highlight the challenges faced by Girinka Program in Rangiro Sector
B15. During the implementation of the Girinka program what was the main constraint that had occurred? (Tick () one option only)
a) Some of the Girinka program beneficiaries sell the cows that have been given (1)
b) Some cows of Girinka program are stolen (2)
c) Veterinary’s services are not provided properly (3)
d) Fewer training for beneficiaries to manage their cows (4)
e) Small grassland for animal husbandry (5)
f) Infectious diseases attacking cows (6)
g) Some beneficiaries are not attending insurance companies for their cows (7)
h) Corruption (8)
i ) Lack of information (9)
j) Others (10)
B16What can be done to overcoming the challenges that make the Girinka program ineffective? (Tick () one option only)
a) To sensitize the citizens in general and Girinka beneficiaries in particular and raise awareness on the importance of sustaining the distribution chain. (1)
b) Compensation for dead or stolen cows (2)
c) Punishing a civil servant for misconduct in implementing Girinka program (3)
d) Improvement of Veterinary services to beneficiaries (4)
e) Giving cows from Girinka program to those who merit it (5)
f) Providing more training for Girinka program beneficiaries and staff working in this program (6)
g) Educate Girinka beneficiaries on how to feed and treat their cows (7)
h) To sensitize the beneficiaries on the crop and livestock insurance companies (8)
i) Others (9)


Thank you
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