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ABSTRACT 

The objecth'e of {his S111l{\' is 10 assess loca/ people parricipalioll in 'he rarioll~' .\fages 0/ (hI! 
project cycle of (~rfores(lIIiol1 project (Iden'ijicafiol1. P/wlI1ing, Implemellllllioll (Jnd Moniloring 
and £m/uarion) in the clIse of Sekoro adjoining \roredo /l'alehl! kebele Addhsoll afforestation 
proje(:/ site ill Wag·himiru ::Ol1e Amlwra region. Critical analysis of community participation in 
this slUge of the projeci cycle of a/foresta/ioll project was done. Cross .\('cl;ol1(11 do/a were 
collecledfrom I j] respondems who were selected /rom a sample populo/ioll of 1.51,/ huuwholds 
/Ising .\)·sremalic random sampling technique. DOla were collected lIsil1g slUTey qllesliol111aire. 

focus group discussion" (FGDs) and key ill(ormanl imen';e\!\ and \l'ere lInalysed using 
qualllilatil'e and quulitafi\'e techniques, Ir II'lIS com:luded that there was 1011' commullitl' 
participation in rhe project idenriJicario11. (llith a roral of lIun participlll1lS, need assessmenl 
(93.5%). criteria for site seleclioll (96'<)0 0), sife selection (98. 7°,'0)), P/WIIII11?, (11011 parliciplJlll'1 
51.3 %). Gnd monilorin::, ond emllia/ioll sillges of the affore~f£ltiull project (nOlI·purticl;JW1!\ 
98.2 %), High commu11ity participatioll way 0111.1' ohsenwl in Ihe: projec{ implemelllllliol1 stage! 
(53.9%). It wm recommended that ji-om (Jl'erall impre,nion, Ihere WlI ... not clear l'lItlegislalicm 
abollf the loco/ commwl;ly's oH'l1f!rship righl /0 direc/~\' gain fi11lll1cilil bem~fils from Ihe groll'll 
larCH trees. Accordingly il is recommended that fhere should be 1I c1ellr CI/I legislalion which 
enables Ihe COl1l11lll11il.1' 10 properly lise the resource in the near/il/ure wilh a view 10 minimi::ing 
possibly predictable confliclillg intereSI there 011 711ereJore by of legi.'IllIlions recommended 
ohm'e dlle lIHoreness ill Ihe society lH 10 the lise of afforesralion in genera. and Ihe prohh:m\ 
associated \l'ilh aO"oreslaliol1 ill parliclliar. should ('arlier he 1Il1el'iated before the (~tforestatiul/ 
pro?,ram gelS ripe f or m"e. As the same lime commlillilies Of Ih(! grass rQOh lel'e/ \/lOlIlcIrake /I 

major part in the o\"emll (~f projc" 't acti"ity. There i,\ also need 10 cony oul a "\11It~1' UII Iree 
spc'cie.\ that lire computible 10 Ihe ('!1\'ironmenl. Also it is indicaled that there are traditiollal 
adminisfrafiw "elllps in rhe c:ommuuifY for forest conservation practices like arell 
cllc/oslIres'"kilkir' . If Ihese lmditirU1111 practicer; hOIl'el'er (II'e inlegmled wilh model'll 
af(ore.Hatioll e.tforfS. il \I'ill grea{~l' support the cOl1sen'otion o/fi>reslry prop,rllll/\' ill site, The.\l' 
reslIll.\ also call be lIsed hy policYlllakers to design clf.\lOl/Ii::ed program illferl'el1lions JlWI could 
make the affontalion project in the \I'oredll successful, The research finally sugge\1S that thL'l'I! 
shuuld be appropriale cross check by going 10 the site ill per!.o" as 10 whether Ihe seedling!. are 
properly wedged and .';/IITil'ed so I!wt there will be pragmatic: currespondence 10 the progl'lllll 
pilin al hand. 

Key \\ords: - Program, Com mitmcnt , Communi ty, A ffon~'s t a ti on . P ~l r ti c ip :l tio n . 

Sckota. Ethiopia 
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1.1 Background 

CHAPTER ONE 
INTRODUCTION 

Ethiopia owns diver~c vegetation resources, from tropical ram and cloud forc~ ls in the southwest 

and on the mountains to the desert scrubs in the cast and norlh east and park land agroforestry on 

the cCllIral plateau (Demel el al., 2010). The large lerre~lrial land surface with biologically 

productive climate and soil also pre ... cnts the coun try with a huge forestry development pOlemial 

The forest rC!-oQurce .. arc an important endowment of the country. They contribute production. 

protection and t:onser\'a{ion function s in the fonn of:" 

~ Fertile croplands to sustain agricultural productivit y. the mainstay of the country's 

economy; 

.... Natural rangelands (including forest graz ing) to sUMai n Olle of the largc~t nalional 

live~tock populatlon~ in the world; 

.. Biomass for energy: 

... Diverse nOll-wood foreM products that contribute to subsistence and 

.. Ca~h needs ofmilliolls of rural and urban households: 

J.. Wood and other building materials: and 

.. l-I erba l l11cdicine~ to safcguard human and li vestock hcalth" (Mll lugcta. '1008:ppI3). 

The natural vegctation aho provides diver~e ecosystcm services such as protcction of soi l 

from ero~ion. regulation of climate and wilter flow. protection of \\alcr~hed~. conservation 

of b iodiver~ity and storage of large carbon stocks (Tsegaye. 2008). 

EthIOpia's forests and other types ofvegct<ltlon have also been subject to intense human usc 

for millennia. going back at lea~t 5000 ycar~. Ethiopia harbours two of thl! 34 global 

biodiversity hotspots, namely the Eastern Afr01110ntane and Il orn of Africa biodiver~ity 

hOhpOh. The fore~1 rC<"OllfCCS. though rich. are severel y threatened by degradation. Thi<., 

sugge<.,ts that pa ... t and prescnt managcment effort ... nrc far from heing "llflicicnt 10 nchle,,·c 

su~taillahle con~e r\'atioll and u~e of the country's biodiversity, ahhough such sus!a11lablc 

managcmt!111 is cruCial for the Coulltry's popUlation that relics all titlS stock of nanlrai 

re,>ourccs for the bulk of it .. cronomi r ac ti vities. O\'crall. vegetation rC'!->{) u]"(.'cs 111 Ethiopia 

arc Illl11cd rather than lllana1!cd .lnd IhL:lr dL:~radatlon ha!-> reachc:d a CnllGti sta~c. - - -
- I -



The current rate of deforestation is e!';timaled 10 be 160.000 10 200.000 ha per year. It is 

estimalcd that ferlile IOpsoi l is lost at a rate of one billion cubic meters per year (F AO. 1981 . 

UNEP. 1983, Conslab1e. 1985, Kuru, 1990, Yirdaw. 1996), rc,uiling in ma"ive 

environmental degradation and constituting a serious threat 10 sustainable agriculture and 

forestry. To reduce these problems. rural afforest'llion and conservation programs on farms 

and community lands have been practiced in Ethiopia for the past three decades . The 

Ministry of Agriculture. in collaboration ",ith national and international organi7ations, has 

made effoos to implement agroforestry and com munity trce planting programs. Rural tree 

planting on farm and community lands was identified a!'l the I11m t important topic of 

intcrnational developmcnt. The United Nation Deve lopment Program. in consultation with 

the Food and Agricultural Organization (FAD). has been helping Ethiopia 10 promote tree 

planting and soil cOJl!'lervillion programs on the highland !'l of Ethiopia since the early 1970s 

(FAD. 1985). 

The objectives of the:-,e aCLIvi li es were as follows: I ) to meet the needs of fuel wood. 

conMruclion materials and fodder from trees planted outs ide foresls, 2) to reduce 

degradation of soil resources and impro\'c producti\ity of agricultural lands and 3) to reduce 

the pressure from the remaining natura l forest"i and 10 conserve biodiversi ty. Additional 

resean'h on agroforestry and transfer of technology has been conducted by the Internal10nal 

Center for Research in Agroforest ry (fCRAF). in collabora tion with Na tional Research and 

Development Instllutlons on the Ea~t Afr ican Highlands since the mid 1970~ (Nair. 1990. 

Hoekstra et a!.. 1990). 

The primary objecl1vc!-J of thl ... collaborative rese .. lfch were to identify potrn ll ... 1 agrororc!-Jtry 

practice!-J and research need ... using "Diagno~ i s and DeSign" methodology developed by 

fCRAF. As pan of lim, effon. a blueprint for "Agrofore ... try potential and research needs for 

the EthIopia I-Ilghlam.ls" wa ... prepnred by the Technicnl COlllmittee for Agroforestry III 

Ethiopia. 111 collnboratioll \\ ith ICRA F scienti ... t!-J. Based on altitude. topography. and 

tntcnsllY of land~u ... c "y"'h~m .... the following agroforcstry practiccs wcre identIfied ror the 

EthiopIan Highland ... : alley cropping:. trec.., III hom!.! garden"i. fnddcr tree planltng. tn.;!.!s a ... 

~ 1 ~ 



li ving fences. farm boundary and road side planting, woodlol~ and agrofore,-ts. trees 011 

contour bands. and gully planting (Hoekstra el al.. 1990). 

Yet despite the large commitments of scarce resources by both governmental and non­

governmental agencies. success in tree planting and conservation has been limited. The 

current tree·p lanting practice:) result in less than 20% tree survival on the national average 

(Uibrig. 1989: Gamach, 1990). These problems nrc one of several major obstacles hindering 

the deve lopment of forest ry progrnms in Ethiopia. 

Project approaches to deve lopmelll remam a vi lal instrument by govemmcm and 

development agenc ies to reach and assi!ool poor communities 1Il Ihe developing world . 

Dcvelopmcnt interventions III the pasl have tended to focus on resource and kno\\ ledge 

transfer to beneficiary communities through the 'top·down' approach. In the 'top·down' 

npproach, decisions arc made at the top and then passed to lower levels for adopt ion by the 

beneficiaries. However. several decades of development funding have demonstrated the 

fai lures of the ·top·down' approaches to reach and henclil the nlral poor. A pOSSible rca son 

for these failures is attributed to the lack of beneficiary participation in identification. 

phmning, implcmentation and monitoring and evaluation of development projccb (FAD. 

1991: Cernea and Ay,e. 1997: Blackman. 2003). Shah er al. (2000) cited in APO. (2002) 

notes that many project~ in the past haw been designed and implemented in a ·top·down' 

fashion. with little or 110 real pCll1icipation of the supposed 'beneficiaries'. 

Even when an clement of 'partlci patlon' is built InlO projects. it IS all 100 often largely III 

terms of local inVC,-lJllcl1t of I<lbor and not in real deci..,ion-mak ing. Beneliciary communilie ... 

arc only informed aftcr plans have been made and that Ihi !'. is done. Through formal 

meeling!'. where the officer!) jm.lify their plill1s but modification is 1101 considered. The 

purpose of thi<; !\lUdy was 10 critically analylC commun ity panlclpation III the variou ...... ages 

of the project cycle of affore<;lation projects 111 Sekota adJoing worda Wolehe kebele 

Add~san affore~tation program i.e. project identification. planning. implcmcntation and 

1110nitoflng and e\'alu<'llion. 

- 3 -



1.2 The Statement of Problem 

The Highlands in w;lg-him irca zonc have been heavi ly explo ited and currently show onl y 

remnants of the previous fores!. Regiona l efforls to plant trees have not been accompan ied 

by incentives to encourage tree plantalion at communi ty level .11 large. The zonal ARDO. 

WARDO. KARDOs and O RDA (a loca l NGO) have a plan to implement a projec t with 

spec ial emphasis on afforestation in Sckota adjoining worcda Wolehe kebcle a site called 

Addisan afforest gat ion project with close involvement of the local peoples. The main aim 

of the affores tation project is to increases the total forc!'t coverage by 1.2% through 

applying bes t expcrience and mode of implementation from 5.6% which is the currentl y 

fo rest coverage of \Vag-himlra zone. by the coming 5 years (:2010 I J-20 1.t115 G.C) 

Therefore, the lOne has an ulti mate goa l to have 12.57- 13.85% in :W 15 G.C. On 

OI her ham!. the afforestation projec t has an .Iim of contro ll ing environl11 t!nlal deg radation 

which has recently attracted both govemmenta l and nongovernmenta l organizations dealing 

wi th it. The area has been idcmi fied as one o f the ma in sources for sed imcntation and fenile 

soil erosion accompanied by higher volume of sedimem and soil run in 10 different an ificial 

lake. and na tura l ... uch as Tekcza, T rari and o the r large num ber o f local rivers. As a resu ll. 

local. regional and international organization slich as Organiz:'lIion fo r Reh:.tb il itation and 

Dcvclopmenl III Allllhtld (ORDA). Sa\'e the Ch ild ren UK-S1::.KOTA. and Action-fam 

Ethiopia init iated afforestation Interventions to address this deg radation in cooperation with 

the go\'ernment. 

The Expected outcome of Ihl ... project is to main tain and improve Ihe productivi ty 

of agricultura l land a, well as ... u ... tain the ecological balance. Genera ll y fore ... t ... and 

agroforc ... try sy ... ll:I1lS arc p:'lrticularly impurtaJ1( fo r provision of fore ... t ba ... ed productli. 

climate modification and improvcment of soil fertility (SAWA RDO. 1.010). Moreover. 

pl.mting tree~ I ... currently ... een il~ an alternal1\T li\'elihomJ ",trate!:!). particularly III drier 

areas, Wag-himira zone . where drought is frequent. ,oils arc les ... fe rtil e. and w.e of 

fertilizer", and lin proved !-eed!' is ri!' I-. y and le ... s profi table (pende r et 31. 2006). Tree plan ting 

hal, abo ""gmfic,lIltly (.'ontflbutcd to Ihe production of non-ti mher forc ... t produt.:h (NTFP~l. 

Stich a!' hOlley and bcc-,,\\'u\ product ion. Il ar\'csl ing hone), .. LI1d bee5.w<lx from fore!'>ts hit\T 

been it long-lime. IIldlgenoll., tradi tion in l::.thlopia (I larll1lilnll 1(}{)..t). 1::. thlopia rank<-. fourth in 

the \\orld in hec.,,,ax C\pOrh. :.md ten th 111 hone) (Abcbc et .t!. ::!O()}!). anti Iree plantlllg 



could substantia ll y enhance the production of thc<;c NTFPs and the country's role in the 

export market. Tree planting also provides food ; construction materials for traditional fann 

implements. houses. and household furniture : medicine; and fodder fo r animals. 

As mentioned above deforestation. accelerated ~o ll eros ion, and land degradation arc serious 

problems in Ethiopia. To overcome these problem~. effons have been made to launch 

afforestation and conservat ion programs: success to date. however. has been limited. 

Community participation serves as means for project successes and sustainability in the 

stud y area and wag-hi mira zone in general. There fore studying the effectiveness (outcome) 

in the study area is vi tal wi th regard to community participation in the variou ... stage .. of the 

project cycle. The role of community participation in the variou ..... tages of the project cycle 

in Sekota adjoining woreda Wo lehe kebele Addissan afforc,I,t;,ttlon project ~ite has not been 

resea rched in so fare. 

1.3 Objectives of' the Study 

1.3.1 General Objcclh'c 

.. To assess the participa tion of the local commun ity ill afforestation program: 

The C,tSC of Sekota adjOi ning worcda Welehe kebcle Addissan afferestmion 

program site. 

J .3.2 Specific object ive 

~ To documt!ll t the participi.l ti on of local people.ll differcill ~w.ge of Addbsan project. 

.. To identify thc major factors dcterm ining population participation in the projccl. 

.. To invc"itigale the relation~hip between popUlation partlclpntion and outcome of 

afforestation efforb in the ... tudy area . 

.. To compare outcomes of alforcstation program with and wi thou t cOlll lllun ity 

participation. 

J.,4 Research question 

The research coycr<; thc following question .... :. 

.. Is there community participation by the local people .... in the afforestation project in 

thl:! ca"l:! of Sekota adjoining woreda Wolehe kebde Addi" .. an ~lIr(lre~tation project ,i te? 

J \Vhat '" Ihe role of COlllillUlllty panicipallon in the alTore!-t<lllon projects'! 

.!. Ho\\ are comTlllmil) p'.II'licipalion and afforcstation proJcct .... related 111 thL' project 

.. ilc'! 



... Whrll are the potenti:l l f:le tors that determine the locale peuples for their participat ion 

in the Addissan afforestation project site? 

1.5 Significance or the Study 

This research will have importance both from academic and policy making point of views. 

As an academic exercise. 11 will add evidence about the role cOlllmunity part icipa tion in 

afforc~talion projects. By exploring the synergy between community participation and 

afforestation projects. Ihe study will bring to light the level of decision that the community 

is able to make in the developmelll process of its locality. As the sense of ownership of 

communities to the developmem process of their locality will greatly depend on the level of 

authority that they have in local decision-making. the result found in this regard will give 

insight about this defining attitude. FUl1hermore, by identifying the foremost economic. 

political , social. institul10nal and cultural factor!>. that detemlinc community participation in 

the afforestation projects. the Mud) shows the driving forces of community particip:'lIlon in 

the woreda. NO( lea ... t. by examining the challenges faced to ensure community participation 

in the afforestation project. the study will add di~tinct challenges to the li st of previously 

recorded expenence~. As the study will identified the driving forces and weak edgcs of the 

project and community partic ipation process. it will hU\c also importance in policy making 

circles. First and foremost. the information generated by the study would help to dcsign 

customized project illler\'entions that could make the afforestation project in the woredu 

<; lIccessful. Secondly. the study would also show the critical poillls of intervention and 

predictable challenges that might be faced during the intervention. This has a lot 10 offer in 

terms of lllin1l1llzing the cos t and ri!-k of intcr\cntion!-. 
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1.6 Scope of Ihe Study 

The slUdy is limited in terms o f issue. time and locality. Thematically, the study is delimited 

to look into the role cOl11munily parlicipalion in the afforestation projects. The ~tudy wa!o. 

confined ils analysis to Add issan plantation project. Spati,lIly, the study focuse~ only on 

Sekota adjoining woreda \Volehe kebe la Addiss<l n plantation project site .The study Wa:-. 

also limit itse lf {Q the investig<ltion afforestation program outcomes as result of partic ipation 

-: The Case of Sekota adjoining woreda Wolehe kebelc Addissan afforestation program 

site .. Further. the slUdy \vas embraced the political e lement of partic ipation onl y to the 

extent that it i~ related to participation proces:-., ie;1\i ng the bU!o.lIless of doing politic!o. a!o.ide 

1.7 Limilalions of the Stud)' 

During data collection. the researcher had faced :-.ome problems. Among these the first 

problem was getting government and non governmelll officials in their working place. 

due to the engagements of frequent meet ings and also Wereda officials' reluctance to 

access adequate 1I1formation and absence of organ ized data in their sectoral onice~. 

The second problem i!o. Ihi~ paper not broad enough to cover all the audiences of ORDA"s in 

its Mudy. Third problem was the di~tance between sample Kebele <ldmini ... tration, The 

forth con:-. traint was the long t ime taken 1O fill questionnaires because of ~caltcrcd 

settlements of the sampled mral households. The fiflh problem wa ... the budget shortage for 

per diem expenses, for transport and for photocopying documents. Despi te these 

problel11~, the re:-.earcher has done all what he could ha\'e to collect relevant data to the 

stud y. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

BACKGROUND 

2.1 Study Area and Add issan Afforestation Project site Description 

Amhara Region consists o f 11 zones. 1 J3 Woredas and 3015 kebcles. Wag himira 

is one of the ten administrat ive zones of the Amhara National Regional States. It is located 

in the northern part of the region and has a total populmion of -lS6.585 (Table I). It is 

si lUated between 12° 15 latitude and 38°48 east longitudes. Its boundaries arc Tigray from 

the north. north Gonder fro111 the wes!. north Wollo from the south eas!. The zone is 

subd i\'ided in 10 six worcdas and one tow n adminbtrative: - SekOla adjom ing wareda . 

Ziquala ,Dehann. Abergelc. Sehala and Askctcl11a and Sckola town. The zone has organized 

in to 108 peasant association kebclcs out of \\ hich 85 are rural and 23 are urban kebeJes. 

Sekota town is the ;:1< . .hnini~tr:.Hive capila l of wag Him ira zone. \I,.hich b 720 km far from 

Addis Ababc. ;:Jlong the road pass ing through Korem. and 420 kill away from Bahir Dar 

(ARBoED.2010). 

The total area of Wag himira is 788A86 hectarc\ out of which 15.5 % arc arabIc 

land. 10.5% grazing land. 37.4°0 <Ire covcred with bu:-.he:-. and fore:-.ts and 36.6% are 

impervious terrilOries. In term of topography the 70ne is predominatcly mountainous with 

only few isolated plain lands conscquently the topography of the area ind icates 60% of the 

zonc arca is mountainous. 25% undulating and about 15% plain. which presupposc~ the 

enormous land is nOl SUitable for agricultural purpose and is 11Ighly exposed 10 the treat of 

eros ion. With regard to the climate. the zone has threc agro-ccological zone ca lled Dega 

(55A5% of the total territory) WOlI1.1 Dega (3.1.~ %) and kola (I3.12°'0).Thc mean annual 

rainf;:lil of thc area is c:-.tltnated 10 bc 68 1 111m and the duration of thc rall1Y season is from 

Jul y w August. with u\ual onset of rainfall on June and withdrawal on September The 

pallern of rainfall IS. ht)\\cver ,"cry clTatic charactcfl/ctl by unrcil'lble occurrence of rains. 

del;:J yed on\e t and earl) cessa tion which is a major drJ\\back for crop failure and ultimately 

drought. 

The l1l~un economy 111 W~g Hamra Zone i!'> agriculture i.c. a combination of mixed 

farming and h\c!'>tod production . In mo~t year ... there \\a~ a compkt(' fal1ur(' of rainfall with 

comcqucllI failu re 0 f crop~. ~hon .. gc of water for human and livc ... lOd:. con",ull1ption . 
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increase of famine and misery . The great majority of the people (95%) li ve on rain fed 

subsistence agricuhure. The crop growers have been unable 10 feed themselves for Illany 

years. Even in limes of relativity good harvcM and li vCMock production, the highest amount 

of cercal lhat a fanner produces in 1010:20 quinlals per annum (A RBoARD, 20 11 ). 

Table I > Population s ize by Sex and Age Group and Urban Rural. Wag Himcra Zone. (20 11). 
Population size by Se:.. and A~e Group and Urban Rural. Wag Himera Zone, 2011 

Urban + Rural Urban Rural 

Groun 

I 
Both Sexcl> J ~ 1~a!"Ie'--l-F,:<·c"m,>;a",' c'--j-,B",o",'!'.h~S£""e,,-.., ~_ . Female BOIh Sexc~ ~1e 

71.933 36.045 35.888 4,9 14 2.518 2,395 67.019 33.527 

I Female 1 

33 .... 92 

32.531 
26.532 
12.901 

35,0 16 4.9~8 2.442 i 2,486 I _6~.309 ~33:?}~ 
29.279 l}::!l. 2·i7_~ ~_,.;2"" 7C'4.'.7;-__ S,c5~.6S9 29.127 

.'.36.' ' 9 5".1~ 25.838 26.266 6. 158 2,792 ~5,9"'7 23.~6 

71.237 36.22 1 

60.983 31.70.3 I 

'4.880 

~~ __ +_--",32".7",,64 I 15A68 17,296 3.657 1.663 1 1.99~ 29.106 13JmS 

g~ _ _ -I-_",,3-,,1.,,43,,6'-l-'4,~'"§: I '6.800 1-' _~3",A"' ,,-8 -1-,-"1.4..,9,,7 1.920 28.0'8 ~1J9 . 
~::'-_-l __ 2~6~.6~2,,;,- 12.S10 ...'..:'4"-.'..'''"";~ __ O,,,-.~6°,,,,-S 1.251 1.37'" i 2 .... 000 11.259 12.741 
19 23.077 II.N8 11.828 1.988 989 998 21,089 10.25~ I 10.81() 

15.302 

"-_ +-_--'-', 9",,;,,8,,' +...29".4",S"4;--"",D,,. 0."",98 -1-_-"1.5. 66 753 8 11 1_8.0_11 8.7.J 1 1 9.285 1 

9 16.311 8.452 1 7.859 1.153 570 _-"-SS"3'-r_--",,,,S.158 7.882 7.276 
~. __ +_ 1,3~5R 6.819 6,765 89 1 3.J.J 558 .,.1 __ "I2'C.6!29::i..,·_-,,(,'C.4~il-;- -6-._-'0-7 j 

9~_-+_-"",0.;09 6.i3, I 4.378 637 294 --"3",43-+ __ '",9.",87",3+--=-S",.8",38'--I-,..:4",,0,,,3,,-S 
!4 9.06t-! ~J~72 4,195 632 279 354 8.435 4.59'" 3.8-12 

,9 6.651 3,70!! 2.9"'2 I 4"'5 200 , HS 6,206 3.509,,-+, ~2,",6",9,,7 
:4 5.373 I 2.73\ 1 2.643

1 

-D5 150 I 28S .... 938 2.580 2.357 
9 2.962 1 1.73 ... ; 1.227 208! 104 104 ! 2.7~-;4 lA~O 1 1-,'-2-' 

:4 1.681 929 752 1751 78 97 1.506 851 655 

: ~~~ f~~ ~ ~l ' --'~TI~+- ~~ ~~~ -2~~ l~:' 
r 101 64 ~ 13 7 5 1(8 57 _,2 

-

" 
456.585 228.966 -"-22,-,7.,..6,,2,,D~ •. _~3,,9~.239 18.5~ 20.704 417.346 210 .... _,0 206.916 

Source: Wag-hml lra zone tinancc and development orrice 2011. 
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Figure 1:- Map of the Study Area 
Source; Annu~1 Plan of Sekota adjoining Worcda 

2 . .1.1 Location and Population Size of the Study Area. 

The study W<lS undertaken in Sekol<l adjoining woreda. The tola l population of the woreda is 

es timated al 123,354 out of which 61,769 arc male and arc 61.584 fema les. the majority 95 % 

of Ihe population lives in rural areas (Table 2). The average family s i7c of the 70ne IS 3.9 

and the population densi ty account to 42 person Ikm2 the people in the rural area arc u:..ed 10 

l ive~ in scattered \'i llagc~ known a:-. Gotes. The number of people living in a Gate ranges 

from 20 to 60. The settlement is crO\\(led and is localed in rel:.H I\ dy plain area on the hills 

which are considered to be a protection of defense agai nst enemy anti abo to :o.uvc rela li\-e ly 

nal lantl ror ranl1lng. 
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Table2:-Popu lation ~Ii'e by Sex and Age Group and Urb.m Rural. Selma ;adjoining Woreda, 2011 

Popui&tlion size h) S~X and Age Group and Urh'lIn Rural, S~knla Adjoining Worl!da. 2012 

Urban + Rural Urban Rural Fcm;II~J A!!e Group BOIh Scxc, Mille Female BOlh Se,cs Male Female BOIh Sexc, Male 

0 - 4 19.7 H 9.982 9.743 0 0 0 19.724 9.982 9.743 I 
5-9 19.826 ' 9.949 9.877 0 0 0 19.826 9.949 9.877 
10- 14 17.197 I 9.023 8. 174 ~ 0 0 17, 197 9.023 8. 174 

15-19 13,766 6.797 6,969 0 0 0 13.766 6.797 6_969 _. -. 
20-24 S.154 3.882 4.172 0 0 0 8. 154 3.882 4.272 

12 ' 
-+ 

25-29 7.939 3.607 4.332 0 0 7.93lJ 3.607 4_332 
--

30-34 7_049 3.305 3.744 I 0 0 0 7.049 3.305 3.144 

2.939 ],306 
- ,. 

0 ' 35-39 6.244 -4 0 6.244 2.939 3.306 , - - 0; -
40-44 5.157 2,481 1- 2.66M 0 , ~ I 

5.157 2,489 2,66H 

-1.308 ! --
45-49 4.580 2.272 0 , __ 0_>- 4.580 I 2.272 :U08 

- -

50-54 3.579 1.888 1.691 I %t 0 0 3.579

1 

1.888 1.691 

55-59 2.977 1.738 I 1.2.18 0 o i 1.138 I 1.:!38 2.977 

60-64 2,473 1.355_
' 

1, 118 0 0 

~r 
2,473 \.."55 1.118 - --- . - - -t- -

65-69 1.852 I 965 I 886 0 0 1.852 965 X86 
- -

10-74 1.432 I 750 i 682 -.I!.. Q! 0 1,43:! 750 682 
- -- - . 

15-79 K32 487 .145 0 0 0 _ 832 1 487 345 j -

80-84 406 Ni l 166 0 0 0 406 24 1 166 _ . . 
SH9 95 59 36 0 ....g..1- 0 r- 95 59 36 
90-94 44 

~r 18 L ~ r..,g.. 0 .1.1 I 26 i,l 
-

95+ 27 16 " 0 0 0 27 16 " , -

I TOlal 1 123.354 61.769 ! 61.58-!. 
--~ 

0 0 0 121.354 61 .769 6 1.584 I - --

Source: Sekota adJolIllg wored a ag rl cu ltu rc and rura l developmc nt office. 

2.1.1 Location and Population Size of Selected kebele . 

The ~ I ud) \Va.., undertaken in Sekota adjoming worcda W o lhe kebc le. The total populati o n 

ofthc \Vorcda i.., c..,lImatcd at 1524 (T able 1). 

T able .3: - SUTllmary of Wolehc kebek pro fil e 

b of Se lected 
in the kebde 

1 (\Volche 
I-.bela 24) 

Total ho u ... eho ld .. 
(HH ) hood, or,he 

... elec ted kehe1<1 

M F T 
1122 40" 1 52~ 

Tota l 
3dmini st ra to rs 

the ~c1ct' led 

kebc1e 

M F T 
1 

To tal deve lo pment 
agen t .. se lected 

ke bc1c 

M F T , , 
Sounx' \\o khc kchde agncultun: and rural devdopmcnt office. 

- I I -

To tal NGO ... 
agenl\ lIllhe 

kehc1 e 

M F T 
2 



Tsemera Eteklnu 

Mlkun 
Zuna Chlrko.. Shemlla AlebataBade 

Maheb .... S .. asl. 
Debre .erlhansenyal Arlsh.rlwva Chl,eye 

MeiakeGenet 
Mahebere GenetFek.r. Selam Zenzlba 

Mekane Salam 
Tsata 

Vehun Abeba EdegetChora 
,_..,eerbere Sewena 

Gebre Selam 
Keb 

Salda 
abUa [Deber Sayel] 
&here' 

Rubaria 

Ablya I SewurtlHamusit 

Wale Mariam 

Figure 2:· Map of the Study kebe le 
Source: Annual Plan of Sekola adjoining Woreda. 

Table 4:· Land use practice in Wolche kcbcle 

Land use pattern 
Afro·<~ne 
Bareland 
Culti vation 
Grass land 

I Natural Forest 
Pl antation 
shrub land 

Water 
Woodland 

=icovcrage % 
1.30 ___ _ 
5.44 
23.6 1 

___ + 2",,2 .. 30 
0.11 
0.17 
45.90 
0.01 
1. 16 

Source: - Wood) Bioma:.:. 1Il\"cntor) and Strategic Plann ing Project. 1996 E.C 
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2.1.3 Justification for Study Area Selection 

Forests arc crucial for maintaining and improving the productivity of agricu ltural 

lands as well as su~tainJng lhc ecological balance. Generally forests and Agroforestry 

systems are particularly important fo r provision of forest based products. climate 

modification and improvement or soi l fertility. However. agricultural expan')ion triggered by 

increased demand for food ex pected to be 50°0 by the year 2000 (Earth Summit. 1992). 

growing world timber trade and \\'ood fuel demand have destroyed much forest cover. 

Although this destruction has occurred world-wide. today the great eM challengc is in 

dcveloping countries. particularl y in the tropics. Growing population and thc decreasing 

a\-ailability of arable land le'lds poor f,tnncr~ in these regions to seek new land in forc:-.ts to 

grow food crops (WeED. 1987). 

The ConstilUllon of Amhara National Regional State No. 22001 under ~tnic1c 9111(a). 

states that the Woreda and kebele adm inistration can implemcllI policic~. laws. plans. 

projech and programs initiated and formulated by both the federal and regional ... tates 

throughout the Worcda and kebebles. This c reatcs opportunit lcs 10 the 10\\ er tier of 

government to plan and implement those policies and .. trategies based on their situations. A.., 

a result of this Constitulional emiliemcnt. Sekota adjoining \\orcda administration has been 

established two Icgal tiers of admini"lration: that IS the Woreda and Kebele administrations with 

their cOITe~ponding power .... duties and re .. pom,ibilities to Implement project.. Within il\ 

tcrritory. Therefore. the rl.! .. uhs that have been achieved in. agriculture I.!"'pecially in the 

affore .. tation aCII\lty in the lone and \\oreda dunng the three years an! shown below (Table 5). 

The stud) area. Sekota adjoining \ .... oerda \VoJche kebclc . was selected for this study due 

to the fact that it i... the focal project areas for the promotion . preparation and 

implementation of sustalllable cOlllmunil) fore .. t dneloplllcill and .lfforc\taUoll project With 

the actlfln of the gm'el11lllellt and ORDf\( a local NGO) in the prnject site ca ll ed Addi~san. 
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2.1.4 \Vag-himira Zone, Sckota adjoining woreda and Wulchc kcbclc 

afforestation plan performance. 

The ma in a im of the afforestalion project is 10 increases the total forest coverage by 1.2% 

th rough app lying best experience and mode of implementation from 5.6 % which is the 

current ly forest coverage of Wag-h imi ra zone. by the coming 5 years (2010/ 11 -20 14115 

G.C) Therefore. the zone has an ult imate goa l to h<lve 12.57- 13.85% in 2015 G.C (Table 5). 

On o ther hand. the affoestation project has an ai m of contro lling environmenta l degradat ion 

which has recently attracted both govern mental and nongovernmenta l organi zations dealing 

wi th it. The area has been identifi ed as one of the main sources for sedLll1cntation and fert il e 

soil erm.ion accompanied by higher volume of sed iment and soil run in to diffe rent arlific ial 

lake. and natural such as Tekeza. Trari and other large number of local rivers. As a resu lt. 

local. regional and international orgi.lI1izatioll such as Organization for Rehabilitation and 

Development in Amhara CORDA). Save the Ch ildren UK-SEKOTA. and Action-fam 

Eth iopia initiated afforestation intervention ... to address this degradation in cooperation with 

the government (SA \VARDO. 2010). 

II wa~ in 1997 that ORDA begun extensLve reforestation progr~ull. 1111 ~OI0. through its 

reforestat ion programs. ORDA was able to incrc,I'ic the natur:.tl (:overage of the region by 0.6 1 % 

and the plantation coverage by 13.3(1/0 through 163 million seedling plantatio 

Table.5:- Summary of Wag-himira zone afforestation development plan 

# Year in G.C #of plant 
~ 

Pklllned tree Heclare Achieved 

2010-2011 
:;ding~ I /co\'e rage 

370329 5.6-7.2 
- -

2 2011-2012 58 7.26 37C)J29 1.2 7.2-8.85 

HI2~2~13 
I 

62 9 ... H~ 370329' 12 I 2 8.85- 11.42 

4 2013-2014 71 II.OJ 370:\29 I 2 I1tl.2 11.45-12.57 

5 2014-2015 83 13.51 370329 1.2 I 21 1.1* I.::! 12 .57-13.85 

Source: Wag .. himira 70nc agriculture and rural development otfice 
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Table 6:-. Summary of Sekota adjoining woreda afforestation development plan 

# Year in G.C #of plant birding woreda flcclore Icoverage 

10 10-1011 15 627765 

2 1011-1012 19 67765'1.2 

3 20 11-2013 22 67765* 1.2"' 1.2 

4 20 13-20 14 22 67765* 1.2' 1.2* 1.2 

- -
5 2014-20 15 34 67765"1.2:t" 1.2* 1.2* 1.2 

Source; Sekola adjoini ng \\oreda agriculture and rural dcvelopment officc . 

• 11 "'4" ..... " • ."" 
IIII'1l1ffl1" .'11- AUt It'lUjjnl 

Figure3: Go\ernment 2003 yearly ~Iogan to promote affor;;:\talion in Ihe 7one. 

Source; \Volehe kebele agricuhu re and rura l development office nOllce board. 

Achived -/0 

5.6-7.2 

7.2-8.85 

8.85- 11 ~2 

IIA5-12.S7 

12.57-13.85 

• 

Table7:- SekUla I'! ;:tdjuining woreda Wolche kebc le Summary of afforC"'laliun development Plan 

-

Year in G.C # of plam birding center in Pl anted tree in the Hector 'cO\crage Achieved ~'o 
the kebcle kcbele 

2010-2011 ~ 3.258.000 29 5.6-7.2 

2011 -2012 ~ 3.~96.ooo 19 I.~ 

-

2012-2013 5 ~.5~'!XIO 29 1.2* 1.1 R.RS 1142 

2013-2014 S 4.9X~.!XIO 29 1.2* 1.2 ~ 1.2 IIA5-12.57 

2014-201S n 5.100.].·n 29 I .::!' 1.2 1.2 1.2 12.57- 1 :U~5 

StlUrCC'Seko\a ' ld)0 111111£ woreda Wo\('hc kcbl'le agricultu re and rural dcn~ loplllcnt olliee. 



2.2 Descript ion and Location of the Addissan Afforest .. tion Project site 

Addissan afforestation Projec t is joint project run by government and ORDA (a local 

NGO) with a close involvcmcni of loca l peoples. Wh ich is located 35 kms from south of the 

capital of the adjoining woreda Sckola and 13 km from wolehe kcbcle admin istnttion. 

Which is an integrated part of the zonal. woreda and kcbclc plan for being implemented 

from 2010fJ I 201 .. U15 G.c. The project site comprises an area of ~.72 1 hec tare. The area 

where the project is implemented (as wi th all land in Ethiopia) is the propcl1)' of the Federal 

Government of Ethiopia and the project land is administered by Wolehe kcbele. The land is 

'communal land' or ''Communal holdmgs" and managemcnt of the land is not allocated to 

any individua l, group or organ iza tion . The land is dcgnH.led and is utilized ad hoc by 

community mcmbers for fuel wood collection. charcmll making. and grazing by the 

surrounding community. (Source: - ORDA. 2010) 

The s ite is characterized by Massif Mountain and chains of hills interspersed With 

small valleys. gullies. out crops and flat plains. Geologically. the site belongs to the 

Precambrian origin underlain by ba'iah rock!-'. The Site lies within the Woina Dcga 

agroecological zone and altitudes or lhe area range between 1000-1500 In.a.s.1. 

Wolehe Kebe le Addissan Afforesta tion Project Site 

, 
awn .. ~.':::"'::: ..... ~".:;::::: .................... . 

..... _ ...... , ..... ,._..... ,"", ••••• ,__ c-.... _ 

....... 4._ .... _, .... ::~:!': !".::. ... .=~ n.· . .. ...... 

Figure -1.: - Wolehe kebele Addiso;;an affore.station project ~ite map. Source:- ORDA 
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CHAPTER THREE 

LITERA TE REVIEW 

3.1 Country Background - PFM in ETHIOPIA 

Ethiopia, situated in the horn of Africa. has an area o f 1. 100,000 km2 (472, 000 sq. mi ). 

With a population of over 82.5 million and an annual rate of growth of 3% (WR I, 2009). 

Ethiopia is the second most populous country III Africa and in land area it is the ninth 

largest Although the whole of Ethiopia lies within the tropical nhitudes. the climate is cool 

in the highlands and warm in the lowlands. The annual range of temperature is relati ve ly 

small because of the pro,ximilY of the equator. Rainfall va riability generally increases as 

rainfall IOtal decreases. and thus is genera lly grcatc:-.t in the lower rainfall areas of the nonh 

and nonhea\t highland~. The rainfall is mostly lilli-modal. The climate IS mostly detennined 

by the altitude. which dominate ... all aspects of land use because of its influence on 

temperature. The country has a w ide range of agro-ecological zones renectlng the wide 

variation in rainfall (both quantity and distribution) temperature. altitude. topography 3nd 

soil s. According to the study made by Getahun (197R) and Constable ( 1985), three broad 

major agro-eco logical lones are identified on the highland LOnes of Ethiopia (Table I ). 

These are the High Potential Perennial Zone (IIPP). High Potential Cereal Zone and the 

Lm\ Potentia l Cereal Zone. There are many reasons for introducing PFM. depending on 

\\ hom you a~k. The main two objectives are soci31 and environmental. The one emphas iLes 

mitigation of biodiversity loss. fore"t degradation and deforestation; \\hile the other views a 

concern for li\"C l ihood~ in foreM nei ghbouring areas as well as the rights to utilize rorest 

resources legally. These two are closel)- Interlinked under PH .. I. However. the proponJon of 

balance can be more prominent in one or the other, sometimes compromi sing one. 

3.1.2 Agriculture ~lIId land degrad:'ltion 
The FAO's concept or growing periods was used to classlry the land-use systelll\ Into 

distinctly different agricultural potentials. This gro\\'ing period concept takes into account 

the inllucn(:c~ on plant growth not on ly predpitatioll ,md e\'apotranspiration. but abo 

tcmperJturc and ... tored ... oil 1ll00,turc. Howe\ cr. II is broad!) defined here a\ Ihe number of 

day ... in a yt.'ar III \\ hLeh plant... can gro\\ \\ ilhout Irrigation. 

- 17 -



Soil degradalion in Ethiopia can be seen as a direct rc~uh of past agricu ltural practices on 

the highlands. The dissected terrain . the ex ten ~ive areas with slopes above 16%. and the 

high intensi ty of rainfa ll lead to accelerated so il cro~ i on once deforestation occurs. 

Add it ionall y. some of the famling practices within the highlands encourage erosion. These 

include Cuiti valion of cerea l crops such as teff (Ergrotis re/) and wheat (Triricllm satil'lIm), 

which require the preparation o f :'1 finc-lilt seedbed, the single cropping of fie lds. and the 

down slope final plowing to faci litate draina£e. Furthermore. socia-politica l in nucnces, 

especially insecuri ty of land- and tree tenu re h;'I" discouraged famlers from investing in soil 

conservation practices. Soil degradation i~ thus the 0l0!>.1 immediate environmental problem 

facing Ethiopia. The loss or soi l and the deterioration in fertility. moisture storage capacilY. 

and structure of the remaining soib. all red uce the coulltry'!) agricultura l productivi ty. Soi l 

erosion i!o. greatest all cultivated land. \\ here the average annua l loss i!o. 42 tonsiha. compared 

with 5 tons.'ha from pa,<,lures. 

Ac:. a result. a lmost half of [he loss of soil corne ... from land under cu lt ivat ion. even though 

these lands cover only 13% of the country. Not surprisingly the highest average rates of soil 

loss are from formerly cultivated lands. which arc currently unproductive because of 

degradation and have very li tt le vegetati ve cover to protect them ( Humi, 1990). The present 

status and rale of soil erosion in Ethiopia calls for immediate.! action to retard and reverse 

this degradation proce~s. Howe\,er. lhe pre!o.cn t populat ion gro\\ Ih rate of 3%. in comparison 

with the annual agricultural growth ra te of 2.4% (I·lammond. 2001). will lead 10 even more 

intensive u ... e of cultivatable and pasture land to produce more food and feed for the growing 

human and li\cstock populations. Hence. it IS dea r that intcnsification of land use mus l be 

accompanied by tcchnologica l innO\'ation ... that wi ll lead to increa ... ed productivi ty. while 

,<,imultaneou ... ly con ... erving the soil resource 

3.2. Fores t Resources of Ethiopia 

3.2.1. Forest ~tnd Other Vcgcla lion Resources 

Di\,er ... e \egetalion formations exi",t in Ethiopia. These range from lhe dry to very dry 

Acacia and COl1lllliplwra bushland .. in the arid and semi-a rid areas of the northeas t. ca!>.t and 

.,outh 10 the tropical ram fore ... t ... in the \outhwe ... 1 and the cloud fore",t!o. on the ea!-Icrn 

cSCmVI1lCllt and the l1lountain~. ~I;.lI1y attempts ha\'e been made to cJa ... sily the \cgct,Hlon of 

the coulltry By t'olllbllling fC,tIUre ... of dim:t t\! with n:gclillion formation ... and ",PCCIC::' 
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associ:lIion;;, nine broad vegetation types have been recognizcd (Scbsebe. 1996. eSE. 1997; 

Zerihun. 2000). These are: 

(i) Thc dry evergreen Afromomane vegetal ion. 

(ii) Combrell1m-Tel7l1illalia (broad- leaved) deciduous woodland. 

(iii ) Acacia-Col1l11lipllOra hmall-Ieaved) deciduous woodland. 

(iv) The lowland dry forests. 

(v) The lowland semi-desert and desert vegetation, 

(v i) The evergreen scrub. 

(vi i) Wetland (swamps. lakes. rivers and riparian) vegelation. 

(viii) The mois t evergreen montane forest. and (ix) Afroalpine and sub-Afroalpinc 

vegetation. 

3.2.2 Vegetation types, location and distribution, some characteristic species and slate 

of human disturbance in Ethiopia as of 2008. 

i) Dry evergreen montane fores t 

Location and Distribution : from 1500 to 3400 III as! in the cen tral. ea~tern. southeastern 

and northern highlands. 

Characteristic species: JUI/iperus procem. Ajrocarpus (Podomrpm) ja/collls. Prill IllS 

ajricalla.Ekebergill capemis, Olea spp.. Apo((rtes dimidiaw, Allophylfls aby.Hinicll, 

Eflphorbia amplip/I\'flll. Olillill roche/ialla. M .. rnjne melanophJoem. DOl,)Yllis abYJ.\illica. 

Myrsil/t! ajrical/o. 

Ca/pllrnia allr('(1 

Extent of human disturhanee: The mml exten~ i \ely inhabited vcgctation zone in Ethiopia. 

\"here crop cuiti\-ation and grazing i~ \\ide~prcad: foresl:-. have signilicantly dimini<.,hcd. 

ii ) Combretul1l-Termillali(l (b road-leaved) deciduous woodland 

Location and DI:-.tributioll. between 500 and 1800 m asL confined 10 wc.<.,lern. norlhwc~tern 

and parts of sOluh-westcrn \O\dands. 

Characteri'it ic species: HOHI'ellili papyri/era. Terlllilllliill glllllceH·em. Acacia po!.\ulIltha. 

Crell'io ~pp. , SIl'reosJ'ermul1l klll/lllinl/ll11l. Acacia J'OiYCfIllIIUl. Slerculia '\eligera. 

O.\"."I(,II(1I/I//(/ro lIbY'isilliclI . Btl/aI/ill'S aegypliac(I. Allllo/U/ sell(·l:af(>ll~i,'i. Acacia .wlliega/. 

A('(lc/(/ _" '.ml. C(Jl/lh"(,/l/l/Il1c1ell(J ,~()l/illlll. olllhrellllll COIlIllIlIll, C()lIIhrl'llllIIlIIol/e 
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Foxt"nt or human diliiturbance: Human influence is growing with setllemenb, mechanized 

crop cultivation (particularly sesame) and over grazing becoming threats 1O the vege tation. 

iii) Acocia-Commiphora (small-leaved) deciduous woodland 

Location and Distribution: between 900 and 1900 III asl , found in the southern and central 

Rifl Valley. and eaMern and sou th-eastern lowland . 

Characteristic species: Acacia seyal, Acucia albiela. Awcia se,zegal, Acacia elbaica, Acacia 

melli/era, Acacia drepallolobium, and Olher Acada spp. , Balalliles aeg)pliac(I, CommipllOra 

a/ric(lIw. Commiphora myrrllll. and other Commip"ortl spp .. .; BmwdJi(l spp .. Morin8a spp. 

many of which are regionally restricted endemics. 

Extent of human disturhance: Traditionally occupied by pa ... torali!-.t~ and agropastoralbts. 

but the woodlands in the Rift Valley are being affected by cropland npansion, overgrazing, 

drought and unsustainable fuel wood harvest and charcoal making. 

iv) Lowland dry forest 

tOl'a tion and Distribution: a spec ial type of forest found on ly in Gambella Region and 

adjacent paris of southern Sudan between 450 and 600 III asl. 

Characteristic species: AcalpJw neptlillicll, Alstonia boonei. 8aphia aiJyssillica, Cellis 

gomp"ophylfa, Celtis toka. Milicia excelsa, Ali1111110psis so/msii. Xylopia Iwn'ijlora, Acacia 

melli/era, Combrelllm :-.pp., Terminalill spp. 

Extent of human disturh~lIlce: Previous threats were 1110:-.tl)' from settled refugees and 

refugee camps, but now expanding due to dams. large scale fan11ing and di sco\'ery of oil. 

,,) Desert and semi-desert scrub 

Location and Ilistrihution: Areas below 900 111 a!-.1. found in the Afar at the northea~ t ern 

end of the Rifl Valley ,,Uld t:<1MC rn SOlllali lowlands . 

Characteri~tic spel'ies: Deciduo",. <"hrub~. 1110:-.tly Acacia !-.pp., Hyp/wenf! .... pp .. some 

evcrgreen shrubs, many in the Euphorbiaceac, succulents and dwarr ... hrubs 'rorbs·. P(ltches 

of COlllllllphora and Ba.HI'f!lI/(/ ~pp. al-..o ex.i .... t. 

Extl'nl of human disturhancc: Pastorali sm practiced for millennia. now being undernllned 

by in<"ccuri[y and refugee C'1Il1p .... [hat arc considerably affecting [he ,"c,geta[lon negativcly. 

vi) Wcthtnd (S\\uml)S, lakes. rivers and riparian) vcgetatiun 

LOt'alion ::Ind Distribution : Along a\l [hl' major fin:r vallcy:-.. [he- Rift Valley Lake ..... Lake 

Tan,!. and other slll.lller lake:... and sca<"onaliy lIlundatt.:d va lley bottom, of the platci.HI 



Char:tl"t t'rilritic sp('cies : Celtis africanll, Ficus sycmnoru."i, Mimll.HJI's J..ummel, Mayle fllH 

selle~r:a lemis. Acacia spp.. Sy:.gium guilleelLfe. AJrocarpllS falcallu' and others woody 

species rccruited from adjacent vcgctation. Also numerous herbaccous spccics. including 

many endemic Orchidaccae. Poaceae, and Cyperaceac. 

Extent of human disturhance: Woody species significalll ly affected by cUlling for fuel 

wood and cOI1!) truction. Herbaceous spec i~ by ch.mgcs in land use, c.g. expanding n ee 

cultivation and drainage for cultivation of other crops, particularl y vegetablcs. 

vii) Evergreen scrub 

Location and Distribution: Replac ing dry e\crgrccn montane fore~t above 1500 m a~ 1 on 

steep slopcs of the highland plateaus. 

Characteristic species: Ellclea !)chimperi, Oodonaea alIg llslifolia, Ca ri",",a edlllis. Scolopia 

l1leifolia. RJwl1mus .\({uldo. 1'-1.rrsine (lfrinma, Calpllmia aurea. Jasminllm spp .. Rosa 

abyssiniccl 

Extent of human disturban('C: Clearing for c rop cultivation dcspite steep slopes and high 

eros ion rates. woody plants collected for fi re wood and fe ncing. 

viii ) !\foist evergreen montane forest 

Location and Distribution: the typica l high forest (tropica l) type of the count ry found in 

the south western parts. wh ich are the we ll e::.t in thc country, and sOlllhcrn slopc\ o f the Bale 

MOll n tai n ~: contains the most impon ant timber species of the country. 

Charact('ristic sp('cie~ : PVlIleria (A ll il1geria) adolfi~rriederci. PoUleria (Allingeria) 

a /lisx imfl. Olea wpemis, Pnmlls ajric(II/(/, A /b i:.ia srltimpl' riwllI. Cordia lIfr;Ctl/UI, 

Mimosops kllmme/. Waltlenbergia Cal}('IISis and ot hcr~. 

Extent of human disturbance: Prev iously imlcce ... ..,i ble except by the local people. the 

moist forc.., t \ \ <1\ little alfected by modern dc\-elopmcnts. 1IQ\\cvcr. since the 1970s. It ... ri ch 

timbcr resourcc~ have been heavi ly explo ited. there have bcen cxten ~I\'c se ttl ement.., from 

drought prone areas of the country. and man) othe r commerCial 'l(.;ti\illC:-' have alt ra<.:tt'd a 

huge human in flux. It is now under severe threat from over logglllg <1 ... \\el l a ... converc;ion 

in to tea commercial plantatIon 

ix) Afroalpillc and subafroalpine vegetation 

Location a nd ni ~ lrihllli on: Areas o\'er 3000-3200 111 a,, 1. on the upper ... Iope" and I Op~ of 

high mountain ... 111 Ihc north. ccnlnll ea:-.lcrn and '!'outh-ea<., tcrn parts 01 the country: 

ch .. lractc rl /cd by tcmpcratun.: ... belo\\ free / ing at l11ghl. o\cr 10 C duri ng the day. :-.ha llow 

... mh. inlen ... r.! radiation and high rai nfall. 
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Characteri~tic species: EriC(I fo rest with H ypericum rel'olu/UIII amI Hugel/ill abys,'i/'Iica at 

the lower ahitudes, i.e . around 3000 III asl; above this clumps of gi:lllt Lobelia 

rhYllchopetaJlum, bu!:>hland with dwarf Erica. Alchemlila houmallllii and Helirl,,)'sum spp. 

and a taxonomically diverse herb fl ora including Kmi}hofia spp. , Crassula spp. , Aeonillm 

lell('obleplwrllm, TriJolilll" ~pp. grasses and scdges. with a high rate of endemism. This 

vegetation area is a uniquely rich ecosyslelll with its endemic birds :lnd mammals such i.I!:> 

Spot-breasted Plover. Abyssinian Wolf. Mountain Nyala, Walia Ibex and others. 

Exten t of human disturbance: Although people and their animah. have used these areas 

for grazing for a long lime. negative human impacb in lhili vegetation lone is a recent 

phenomenon. Population growth and land shortage are pushing people into this harsh and 

inho:-pitable environment as is clearly seen in the Simien !\1ountams National Park and the 

Bale Mountains ecoregion. 

3.2.3 Spatial coverage and regional distribution of forests 

Access to reliable in formation on the status of a country's forests is OIlC of the prerequisites 

for formulating effective strategies because information supports efforts towards sustainable 

forest managcment. However. in Ethiopia. like most developing countries. n~llable 

information on the vegetation resources such as their spatial coverage, distribution. changes 

over time (deforc~tation or re-growth). growing stock in the "tanding vegct'lIion. 

regeneration and recruitment ~talUs and other essential infonllalion afC lacking Of difficult to 

get because it is scattered (Demel el ttl.. 2010). There is no national database. regu lar 

resource inventory and monitoring to provide reasonably good and up to date information. 

More importantly. mo!',t of the documents reporting on Ethiopian rore~t resources lack 

clarity on how, \\hen and who collccted them. According to Wubne (199 1) wrote. in the late 

19th century. about 30% of EthiOPia wa" covered with fore~t. As he ... tated. tht: cleanlllg of 

land for agricultural u ~e and the cutting of trees for fuel gradually changed the scene. and 

today forest areas ha\'e d'WJIldlcd to lel;s than -l°o of the country's tOlal land. 

The northern part~ of (he high lands are alrno~t deVOid of trcc!'. c..;cept the patchy 

remnants 01 old·aged ,\fromonanc fon.~ ... t \\hich can be found mainly :Iround the Ethiopian 

Ortho(jox churchc~ (\Vubne. 1991 ). Also. about 45. 000 KIl1 ~ of dcn .... c fore..,t exi..,,, in (he 

southern and ... ou th \\C..,lcm ... t:l:lion of the highlands including cOlllfcrou.., forcst... und thc 

majority eon .... l ... ting pnmar~ 01 wuudlands (Earth Tn:nJ .... lOOl) . Before 197-t about half 01 the 
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forest land was private ly owned or claimed. and roughl y half was held by the government. There 

was lilli e governmen t cOnlrol of fore~(ry operation prior to the Ethiopian Revolution. The 1975, 

land refonn nationali7ed forest~. Thus. the government controlled harvesti ng of fore~t land. In 

some cases. individua ls had to secure pcrnlits from local peasant associations to CUI trecs. But 

this IllC;lsure encouragcd illegal logging and accelerated lhe de~lruction of the remaining foreMs 

(Wubnc, 199 1). According to the work of the W oody Biomass Inventory and Strateg ic 

Planning Project (\VB ISPP 2(04). Ethiopia owns a to t a) o f 59.7 mill ion hectare~ covered by 

woody vegetati o n among whic h 6.8 perce ll! are forest. 49 percent woodland and 44.2 

pe rcen t .!.hrubland or bushland. Regard ing regional diqribulIOIl. Oromiya (62.5%). Southern 

Nations, Nat io nal ities and Peoples (SNNP) (19%) and Gambella (9°AJ) are the three large.!.t 

nalUral high forest owners. \\hi le Somal i (33%). Oromiya (31°/0) and Amhara (10%) regions 

share the largest area of woodlands and shrub lands/bush lands. In gcneral. bearing in m ind 

that e ... timates on the amount of forcMs vary ba~ed on thc ~ource of the infonn<ltion. 

C onsequently. conflicting stati st ics are often fou nd in di fferen t re ports (Table 8) 

T able 8: Forest resources ~tatistics for Ethiopia as provided by different bodies. 111 

ch ronological order 

[FA P, 199-1 

rest Resource Area 
(million hal 

~, ~---'H""--'h-+I "'------3 
~~~I tg 1_' 
~htly Di .. tllrbed 0.7 
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~ 
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20.0 
-

lation .. < O.::! 
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abilil) 
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NA 

3 
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I 
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FAO, 2001 

Area 
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WIIISPI', F,IO, 2005 
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4 
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I 
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3.3 Strategies ror Physical Recovery 

3.3.1 Planhltion for~ls in Elhinpia 

Ethiopia has a long his tory of tree planting activ it ies. According to historical records. 

afforestation startcd \0 the early 1400s by the order of King Zera·Yakob ( 1434· 1468). 

Modern tree planting u'\ing in troduced tree species (mainly Austra lian Ellcalypll ls) started in 

1895 when Emperor Meneli k II (1888' 1892) looked into solutions for :'ll1eviati ng shortage 

of firewood and construction wood in the capital. Addis Ababa (ECRN·UNDP. 2010). 

However, the historic rapid exp~lI1s i o n of large scale and communi ty plantations occulTed 

during lhe Dergue regime. which re~ulted \0 the establlshmenl of large scale plantations. 

Several fuc lwood projects funded by UNSO. UNDP and FINNIDA spread o\'er the country 

with marked concentrations around big cities such as Bahir Dar. Dcs:..ie. Gondar. Nazareth . 

Addis Ababa and Debrc·Berhan (Brdtenbach. 1962). These plantations have often been 

established for supplying the huge demand for wood produc ts in Eth iopia. Today according 

to (WB TSPP. 2005) tree planta tions cover approxima tely 500. 000 ha (\VB TSPP. 2005). ou t 

of which I 3J,C>4 I ha "ere eMablished as commun ity plantations between 1978 and 1989, 

EU('(Ilypllls specieJ (5R%) and CItPrl'SSIIS (29%) arc the dominarll plan tatIon ... pecie~. Other 

species include jUlliperu'i procera (-t%). Pill/IS species (2%) and the re!,t (7%) 

Similarl y the trend in Ethiopia today is 10 protect the remain ing natural forests for their 

various '1ocia\. economic and environmental value!'. On the other hand. there i\ incrca ... ing 

demand for wood and wood products. To strike the balance between the two illlcrests. 

afforestatlon/ plantatIons IS ve ry importan t. Plantations are even·aged forest stand:.. 

deliberate!) establi!-lhed by humans on formerly non·forested lands or deforested lands 

(ECRN·UNDP.2010). According 10 FAD (1993) Forest.., plantation ... arc deli ned as forest 

stands e ... tablished artlficmll) by afforestation on land pre,iollsly did not curry fores ts. or 

forest st:,ulds established artIficially by rcforcqation on land \\hirh carried forcMs \\ithin 

previolls 50years or within living memory and involving Ihe replacement of previous crop 

b) a new and e\sentiaJl) different crops. Evans (1992). define<:- planti:ltiom simply as a fores t 

crop or stand ral . ..,ed artificially either hy !-lowing or planting (Yirda\\. 1996). 

The pur"pose can he wood production or ell\'ironmen tal protection under the 0\\ ner:.hips of 

the private sector. IIldi\ Idual farmer .... Iht: COIllJ11t1l1J1Y. or the qate Thc "'IZC of plamatlon:. 

range:.. from Ie ..... than <I hl."ctarc (c. g. .. Ertcal\1"W \\oouloh) to \c\cral hundred Ihou\anJs of 



hectares of land (large scale plamations). Size of large scale Mate or community plantations 

depends on whether the plan tation is integrated with a process ing industry (and thus with iLS 

annua l intake of wood). availabil ity of market or the wood requi remen ts of communities 

(WBISPP, 2005). 

3.3.2 Reforestation as a Response to Deforestation 

In the past system, 10 ensure that conservation act ivity confonned to government pol icy and 

di rective on land use, reforestation programs were organized th rough Ministry of 

Agriculture and Rural Development or District Ofrices that planned. coordinated and 

moni tored all work. Reforestation program~ rc~u lt cd in thc planting of millions of secdling~ 

in cOlllmunity forest throughout Ethiopi<l. However. critics maintained thai the local peasant 

associations lacked dcci~ion-l11ak i ng authority. As a res ult. rcfore:.tation programs d id not 

perfonn \\ ell becau~c of imuJequatt: case of premature cUllings by peasants (\Vubne. 1991). 

In the prescnt sys lem also (FAO. 200 I, In EPA, 2008). fores t plantation programs have been 

in itiated on a 1':ITge scale in o;;elected regional forest priority areas to rehabihtate formerly 

forestcd areas and produce industria l and construct ion wood. It explained that the total arca 

of planted forc~t\ i~ estimated 116. 000 ha eompris.ing industrial. fucl\\ood and commercial 

plantations. 

The coulltry abo h,IS prcp<IIt:LI a Humber of foreMry am] ell\ironmental aCllon phms. 

incl uding the Ethiopian Fore.~t ry Action Plan (EPA. 2008). While the ncw forest policy has 

a target that the forest cover ~hould increase 9% within five years . it wa,:> reponed that this 

ambition is not yet renected in the actual situation in the regions where. de!'.pite the large 

scale intervcntion,>. forest cover b '>Iill shrinking. In addition Variou':> international 

organ i7atiom, and consultan t:.. includ ing the World Bank. in the Elhiopian Highland 

Rcciam'ltion SludyCCon ... tablc. 1985): FAO. in Pn;parator) A:.sistance to Re~e'JTch for 

Afforcswtion and Soil Con:-.ervation (D<lvid\on. 1988): ICRAF. in Agrofure'>try; Potentia l 

and Research Need.., for the Ethiopian lIighlanlb Clloek"'lfn et al.. 1990). all have 

elllpha~ij'eu 111 their recommendations Ihe need for conservation-based integrated 

dc\clopl1lcllt as a :-.Iratcg) to overcome the degradation of land rc,>ourl'CS and improve 

agriculture and fore:-.tr) dC\'cloplllellt in Ethiopia. Moreover. priorillC\ indicate that the 

inillal dfort hI..' directed to an.:a\ "here the envlronment,ll degradation i ... high ilnd food 

production n.:lUnh an.: hl\\ A!l<lin to overcome dclon:station alld laml degradation on Ihe 
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Ethiopian highlaJld!i; and provide the people with food. fuel wood and ftxJder on sU'itainable 

bases the following n3lural resource management strategies are proposed: Implementation 

of agroforcstry and social fores try in the rural arcalj ",here subsistence farming is practiced 

Expansion of plamation forestry both industrial and non-induMrial on current ly uncu ltivated 

and sloping lands Conservation of the remaining natural forests to conserve species and 

biodiversity. If properly practiced and managed. these activities wi ll help achieve 

sustainable production and environmental protection on the Ethiopian Highlands. In the 

subsequent sect ions the cOlllributions of agroforestry and social forestry toward alleviating 

food insecurity. fuel wood and fodder shortages. while providing emtlronmcntal benefits on 

the Ethiopian highlands will follow . Also the potentia l of plantallon forestry to provide 

\\ood and other benefits \\-ill be discussed. Strategy for con~ervat l on and enrichment the 

remaining flatur<l l furests will be addressed. 

3.3.3 Agroforestry and Sodal Forcslr)' 

Agroforestry is not totally a new concept 111 Ethiopia. It is an age-old practice whereby 

farmers maintain trees In croplands. Such woody perenn ia ls are relained for their Illuhiple 

uses and bcnefils, such a!oi their nitrogen-fixing propcrtles and soi l improvement c<lpacilY. 

and lhe pro\-Ision of fodders. fudwood. and fruits (Hochtra el aI., 1990).The ro le of 

agroforcslry in sati sfying the b;:lsic needs of lhe rural peoples of Ethiopia is large. but little 

research has been 111itiated to idenllfy suitable agroforestry technolog lcs and appropriate tree 

species for speci fi c areas of Ethiopia. lIowever. based on the work done by the Technical 

Committee for Agroforestry in Ethiopia (Hoekstra el al 1990). I propose the following 

agroforestry technologies appropriate for the land-use ~yslel1ls in the Ethiopian hlghlands_ 

Even \\ here the propm.ed tcchnologies were not implemented. they can at least scrve as 

baseline information for further deve lopment of agroforestry in Ethiopia. 

3.3.4 Communit)' Forestr)' and Soil Conservation 

Community forestry has bcen defined by FAO (1978) ae; an) situation. \\ hich inllmatcly 

involves local people III a fore~lry activ it y. It embrace ... a .... peclrum of situat ions ranging 

from \\,oodlot.., III arcas \\'ith shan of wood and other forest products for local nceds. through 

Ihc growing of tree.., at farm and cOllllllunity lcvel 10 provide eash crops and the proecs\ing 

or forest product:.. Despite major problems of dcfon:\ldtlon • .IIld 1i.lIld degradation. l1lassi\l,~ 

soil consl'rvalion and aflorestation programs ha\c been gOlllg on in Ethiopm ..,lllee the early 
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1970's (Huml. 1990; Gamachu. 1990). These programs were unucnaken by various 

agencies o f the government through the assistance of international and bilateral 

organizations . 

The Community Fores try and Soil Conservation Dcpanmem of the Ministry of Agriculture 

is the main govemment agency involved in the planning and execution of soil conservation 

measures and afforestation programs. The Depanment is involved mainly in three main 

activities: fa rm forestry. community forestry ilnd soil conservation. In the farm forestry 

program . fanners are encouraged to establish small private plantations around their homes -

usuall y various species of Eucalyptus. In the community fo res try program farmers are 

encouraged to plant trees on community lands. 

The Community Fore~,.try program providcs technical and linancial support 111 the 

establi shment of nurse ries and the planting of seedlings. The Soil con~ervation unit is 

involved \\it h terracing and other so il protection schemes. The Department works directl y 

with farmers who provide labor. The World Food Program of the United Nations has been 

involved and continue to support :-.oi l conscn ation. afforestationand smail scale lrngation 

projec ts in Eth iopia si nce the mid- 1970·s. It s ass istance is mainly in the form o f Food for 

Work Program where farmers who come to work on the projects arc provided with grall1 

and vegetable oil. Vanou~ documents of the Community Forestry Depanmelll {CFD}. 

indicate lhat by September 1986 close to 500.000 hectares o f fa rm land and 175.000 hectares 

of hill side has been terraced and 18 1. 000 hec tares o f land has been afforested by the 

Communi ty Forestry program throughout the country. Although the achievements were 

impre~s l ve. it has been reponed by CFO thai :-.o il conservation and afforestation activities 

have declined over the years and the enlhu .... iasm manifested in the ea rl y years of Ihe 

programs ..,cem to h;.1\-C f,ti led in the recent year:-. ( liurni . 1990: Gamachu. 1990 ).The 

problems secm to be related to dis incenti ves among farmers fo r so il conservalion measures 

and affore ... ta tion programs. 

These aC llvit ies although part of a "de\-elop l11 en t package' are not ... een to ensure an 

imlllediate retu rn 10 the fa rmer .... , The ac ti viti e!-o take some land out of production and place 

more pres!'.ure on CXI\tlOg farm and gra7 ing land. This is part icularly the case 111 northern 

EthiopIa where then.: \<... a .... hortage o f agricu lt ura l I;md. r anners are <11\0 requ ired ttl prO\ ide 



their labor and time for activ it ies.. which from their point of \iew~ UO n01 generate 

immediate benefits. 

Moreover. in the use of community foreMs there is no clear legal ba~e for dctermining 

ownership. Famlers tend [0 assume that the forests belong to the State and they don't have 

the right 10 use and own these forests. Also. the mass ive national so il conservation <and 

afforestation efforts between 1976 and 1985 were often seen as government-imposed 

activities. and since they were not accompanied hy education. the advantages of these efforts 

were not associated with ind ividua l benefits (G<.Lmachu. 1990: Humi. 1990). 

Establishment of forcst plam3tions to provide timber and con~truclion materiab, pulp 

and paper for industry and public use. and fuel wood for urban dwellers is essential in the 

future economic development of Ethiopia. PI ani at ions C,tIl be es.tabli~hed as pure and/or 

mixed standI) with approprwte s.i lviculturaltechniques. This can be achieved through pnvate 

sector involvement by es.tablishing industrial plantations and non-indll~trial private forests. 

Encouraging the private sector to be involved in deve loping industrial forests planlations 

can potentially help increase self s.ufficienc) in wood production and contribute to the 

national economy_ Furthermore, encouraging farmers <and ... mall landowners to be ill\olved 

in tree growing scheme will help them generate income for the households. In order for 

plantation!'! to be succes~flll in ched.lOg deforestation and to satisfy the g.rowing timber 

need, they mu.st be managed based on principlc~ of e(:o~y~tell1~. Improvement in forest 

legislation concemlllg plantations and participation of the local people in forest plantation 

work is es~enllal. Plantations should not be just a tree crops but abo :.hould help in 

alleviating environmental problems 111 the area and promote the well being of the local 

community. 

3.3.5 Natural Forest protection and conscn3tion 

Forest protection can be defined as predominantly natura l arcas safeguarded by law or 

cllstom where species and ecosystcms are conscrved for current and future gcneratlons. 

Since the best \I. ay to maintain ..,pec ie .... j" to mainlain their hahitals. protected areas are an 

essential mcan!'! for ~ustailling divcr ... uy. Protected areas abo help in "tabil izing the local 

cl inwte. protecting watcr"hed .... and prc\"enting erosion. Protected an::\. ... con~tilllle the 1110"t 

\\ idcspread J1lechanl~m u ... ed 10 COIl\C T\'l'" the rcmallllllg natural rore:.t\ of EthIopia. 

110\\ c\ er. the prc~cnt coverage of natural fore~ t i~ gent· rail y lIladequau.: . Con..,crvatlon 11111~t 
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be a part of a broader process of managing the whole landscape. Thus. protec ted alt:a:-- will 

contribule to the conservation of the remaining natural forests in Ethiopia. if Ihey are able to 

mcet Ihe legitimate dc\'clopmcmal a~pirations of the people thai live in and around Ihell1 

(Sayer et al. 1992). Protection and conservat ion of the remaining nalUral fore~ls is c ritical to 

proieci ~pecies and biodiver!-.ity in Ethiopia. The idcllIification. demarcation. and g:'17Clting 

of the remaining nalliral forc!,ts and wildlife and Icaving them as a heril'lgc to the next 

generation wi ll be beneficial to present as well a" Ihe future generations. 

3.4 Producth,jty. Management. Sodal, Economic and Policy Issues 

Defore~talion and land degradation ~hould be !'cen as the 1110:-.t Important i:-..!.ue~ threatening 

the survival of Ethiopia. Floods. drought, desertification. drying of Sircam:-.. and soi l cro:-.ion 

are connected olle way or another with the proce~~ of forc~t exploitation and de~truction. 

Although various potenli:.tI :--trategie~ for trce planting and natural resource conservation on 

the Ethiopian highlands arc proposed. their successful implementation will be limited unless 

the following social. economic and policy issues are addressed properly. (ECR ! -UNDP. 

2010). 

3..J.1 Productivity of plantation forests 

Productivity or plantations depcnd~ on site productivity (qua lity), seed .sources (genetic 

potential). and managclllcnt. Site productivity is primarily determined by rainfall. modified 

locall) by topography and drainage pauem inl1uencing water availability and length or 

growing "'eason . However. moisture limitation in dricr areas can be overcome by irrigation. 

which greatly increa..,es productivity because of high level of radiation and good ..,011". For 

productive plantations. selection of mother trees with superior quality is esselll ial. Seed 

collection. proces."lIlg and storage are also ke) considerations. Currently about 59 % of the 

demand ror tree !o.ceds arc covered primarily by a government supplier at the Forestry 

Research Center (Aba),neh Derero. 100-n Besides site quality and the genetic potential. 

manngcment of plant::lIions including nurscry cMablishmcnl. seedling production. 

silvicultural OperJIlOns (timel) weeding. thinning. and pruning). protection (di..,eases. pests. 

fire) and tlillcl)' har\"esling affect the productivity of pl:Jlltations in a givcn area. Howevcr. 

most of the plant;,ttion<; <lrc ... utTering from lack of proper management. The condllion of 

plalllutHm\ est.lbll ... hed by the state and communities 'lcro:-.~ the country doc:-- not receIve 

timdy thinning. pruning or har\'e~lillg. And Ihe ab»en~c of ..,OUIlU allu cUlllprehi..'n ... i\ r.: lalld-

- 29-



use policies encompas,i ng the idenli fica ti o n. selection and appropriati on of su itable area, 

fo r fo restry deve lopment based o n production and e nviro nmenta l pro tection is Ihe 

o uts landi ng forcs lry problems in Ethio pia (MOA . 199 1). This has a ncgali ve implicatio n o n 

the economic benefits tha t could be accrued from plantati on!-.. 

3.5 Public Pa rticipa tio n as !\leans and End. 

Commu ni ty pa rt iCI pation has received inc reased att ention in imcm <.l ti o nal and nat io na l 

po licy in recent years. It is considered imponalll as an end in itself (as a democ rati c right), 

as well as a means to the ach ievemem of sustainab le development and poverty a l1 ev iation 

(Stigl it z. 1997). Public participat ion is the process by \\ h ith public concerns, needs, and 

values are incorporated into go\"cmmental and corporate decisIOn making. It is two way 

communicut ion and in teraction. wit h the ovcra ll goal o f better decis ions that are supported 

by the public (James 2(05). 

In light of this. James (2005), Marsink ( 1971) suppons thi s idea by saying: 

"El'en whell parriCipation means ollly (In erc/ulIlge oj l'ieH's and OIJiniom', .\IIch 
parlicipariofl ill plall jorll/l/fmioll should be real and effecril'e. lIS C/iJlincl {mm 
cernllolliaf, P.H'II(/o·,wrlicip(lfioll 011 ineifeclil 'e COfl/l1lil1eeS or boards 111105(' 

decision will be iMllOred. mislead or olhenl'ise made illefreclit'e" Jlarsillk (197 J) 

The World Bank has been evalll.H ing part icipation ill inte rn.lI io na l developmcnl projccb. In 
a majOl It:purt Ull lessons le<lrned from bank expenence in paI1icipalOry development. lhe 
authors concluded : 

A !luuislicCif (/n(/lysis oj el'(lfll(l{iOIlS oj 121 ruml wafer .wpply projeU!l Ihrollgholll 

Asia, Aji-Iea and Larin America supported hy 18 illremolioll£/I ag('lwi('.'I including lite 

Bank, rHea/ed "helle/ici(U), parflcipmioll" as Ihe single mosl ImporlUnr faClor ill 

d{'lermilllll~ ol'eralf quality of 1I11plelllenlOtioll . . _ . 71le ana/ysi\ a/so del1lol/\lrared 

thaI beneficiary parriciparion H-m the single mosr IIl1portwlI faCTOr 10 culllriiJwIIIg Iv 

illcrea.sed (lcce.\.\ llml control Ol'er lI'aler re!lOllrce.\. It also re.HlJfed ill community 

members lIcquirillg lIell' lI 'aler-related and org(lIIi:tIllOlIof !lkilll. alJd Mrellgthelled 

comlllllllil)' orgalli:ariOlI\" lI·hid, ~l'e"l Ofl 10 lllldenake olher del'eJOj1lJlelll (/CIII 'i fies 

/lVnrld Balik. /99./, p. 23}. 

These studies arc examples of :J growing body of empI rica l rcscan.:h venfying thai the 

cli.ul1l!o. mauc for puhlic pi.lrliClp<ltion arc indt:ed real. 
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The other imporl<lnl point that has been the hotspot of deliberation with regall..l Iu public 

participation IS (he type and detenninants of successful participation . As to the types of 

participation. Eversole (2005) has indicated Ihal Ihe variety could range from representative 

participalion to instrumental part ic ipation and on to Iransfonnati vc parlic ipation. In 

representative participat ion. the community will havc only ;'just a say" through its 

representativcs. The case for instrumental partic ipation involvcs the local community as 

"contributmg" agen ts. In trans formative partiCipation. however, the community is "the 

owner of the agenda". In another claim, Tcgcgnc (2001) has tried to portray a dualistic 

framcwork of looking at commun ity partiCipation in local development and planning. III thi s 

framework. participation is painted either "as a means" or ;'as an end" wi thout lookmg the 

many combination:-. along the continuulll . Cohcn (1980) has also provided another way of 

looking at types of participation. They categori7cd participation along the planning cycle as 

partic ipat ion in decis ion-making. part icipation in implememation. p<trticipiltion in bcnefit ­

shanng and part ic ipation in c\'a luat ion. Yet. si nce the phases of the plann ing cycle are not 

mutuall y exclus ive. this way of looki ng at participation would givc an ul1rea li ~ ti c 

impress ion. 

A more or les.., comprehensive analysis of the t)1)CS of participation wa!. provided by 

Amesti en (1969). A ladder of p.trticipation. as she calls it. compriscs of e ight levels of 

participi.llion. Thc bottom l aJJ cr~. dubbed manipulation and therapy, arc de~cribed a~ ~ tages 

of non~pa rli cipation. Thc rea l objcc tive of such typc of particip<ltlon is not to enable people 

to p.:lflieipale in planning and development programmes. but to "cducate" or "cure" the 

parlicipant. The lhird. founh Jnd fiflh rungs. namcd a~ informi ng. con:-.ulta tion and placat ion 

respect ively, allow the cOlllmuni ty to hear and have \o ice but they lack the power 10 CIl :-.urc 

that thcir views arc nOI heeded away by the powerful. The ~ i x th .... cventh ,mJ eighth rungs, 

ca ll cd partner'lhip. de legated power <tnd citi7cn control are where real ci ti Lcn power I~ 

man ifc ... tcd. Figure 5. below. depicts Ancsline's Indder of comlllul11ty participation. 

As indicated in both Arncsticn (1969) and Rcddy (2002). factors that determine 

community participation range from economic to political and on to institutional. Amongst 

them. the economic qatus of communi ty member..,. the political will of local go\'ernments. 

in ~\i tuti onal .uTangcl11~ nt s and the level o f IIldl vldual m\crc<o,! on i..,..,ucs arc fou nd 10 be 

important Jc\t:rl11inant ~ of I.;o nllllunity partiopailull in I ()c~tl Jc\'cillpmelll and planning. 
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Simil arly_ Tegegnc (200 1) has emph;l"i7ed that instilUtional selling play an important ro le to 

ensure successful commun ity partic ipation in local endeavors. Yet, what is true o f the vast 

li te rature in th is regard is the fac t that delerminal1ls of community pan ici palion in local 

deve lopment and planning process is diffcrcn! in different localities atlribUied 10 economic, 

social. politi ca l. institutional and cuhuml di fferences. 

Citizen Control 
Delegated Power 
Partnership 
Placation 
Consultation 
Informing 
Therapy 
Manipulation 

Degrees of Citi zen Power 

Degrees of Tokenism 

Non-Participation 

Figure 5;- A l"IIesrill€ 's Ladder oj Citi=ell Purticipaliol1 adopted ji'OIll A /"/Iestiell (1969) 

Giving E )rerylhillg Jor Doing El'ery/lring Jor 
Free Th em 

J 
Cumm""i,y 

...... 
Depe" de" cy Lethargy 

Figure 6;+ Top-dow,/ Mo(h'l (~f COllI/111m it)' Parricipmioll reCOIHlrIICledfrom Reddy (2002) 

Control over 
Planning and their affair 

Decision MakinK 

Working and 
Benefiting Commullity f---o 

Digllily 10 the 
Together Poor 

Perman ent Sustaillabilily of 
Partnership Proj ect 

Figlfrt' 7· - Parllla.lllip Modd o{ COIl/mUllil.\" Par,iciplI' iOIl reem/.I f rlfucd./i"Ol1l Rec/(l\ (2002} 
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3.5.1 Participation of Ihe rural and urban people 
Participation of the rural and urban people in tree planting and conservation of the natural 

forests is very impo rtant to achieve the proposed Mrategy. Involving farmers and local 

people who live around the forests in tree planting and natural resource management IS 

cri ti c.1I for conservation and development of forestry. This can be done through a 

participawry process where fanners and local people are involved in planning, design and 

implementation of the management plan. This exchange of information and partnership will 

help build confidence and to reassure all that the programs are relevant to thei r needs and 

ensures they have a sense of responsibility towards the project. Attention should be given to 

the creation of effect ive local management organizations to mohil ize farme rs in the 

conservation. development and appropriate use o f forests and agroforestry products. 

Institutional arrangements at the community level are o ft en key clements in natural resource 

conservation in planning agroforestry and tree planting for field implementation. The FADs 

experience in small farmer deve lopment work suggests organizing farmers into small 

homogenous groups of about 10-15 farmers or heads of families so the people can more 

easily obtain government !';e rvice. These informal groups work best when farmers have 

similar incomes. problems and u!<!pirations (Rao. 1986). 

3.5.2 Economic Incentives 

Wood should not be considered as a free good, rather, it ~hould be con~ldered as one of the 

commodities that requires. land. labor and capita l to produce. Thus. it shou ld be priced 

based on capital and resource invested. and demand and supply in the market place. This 

will be a great incentive for e~tabl i shing fore~t plantations and \mal1 private fo reMs 111 the 

count ry. The government must create econom ic II1centives for tree growing and for 

olhcrw i ~e adopt ing sui table ag rofore ... lry and tree phillting pn.lclices by rural people. Direcl 

credit to f'U"I11CrS is another linancial matter to be addressed. New lllech:um.llls must be 

devised. as there b lillie experience in organi.ting credit for tree crop cuhivatton III 

developint; coullIries. Incentives ma) involve supplying seet! ... and :-.eedlings either free of 

change or at a nominal price. Ensu ri ng an adequate supply of hand tools for plantlllg and 

tempor:tr) food aid can encourag.e farmcrs to participate in the trce planting and adoption 

agroron ...... lr~ technolog) . Another wa) to pro\ ide inccllIin!s i.., for the (,:omll1unit) 10 prO\ ide 

the land and the labor \\hile the fore ... t se rvice or NGO pro\ldc., Ihl! ~ecdlings. fertilizer .... 
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~md technical assistance. When the crop is harvcstcd. the nel profit i~ ~h'Jred on a 

proportional basis depending on inputs as agreed upon. (ECRN-UNDP. 2010). 

3.6 Challenges of Forest Resource Sustain ability 

As FAD ( 1995. in Mayer, 2001) estimated, foreM s covered close to 27% of the world 's total 

land arca not including green land and Antarctica. As FAD stated some of thc!o.e forests were 

natural. old-growth. undisturbed ecosystem,: some were fragmented. di ~turbed 

environments. and some wcre tree plantations. I\nd o\'er a billion people depend partly or 

wholly on these forests thus. forests more than ever are being challenged hy multi polar 

unsu!o.tainable human interventions. In Europe acid preupllation kills foreMs Jnd more than 

II million hec tares of fores ts are de ... troyed yearly around the world 1l10~ t of which i ... 

converted 10 low grade farm land unable 10 !o.upport the farmer!o. who seule in it (Lechner and 

Bali , 20(4). Sustuinab lc forest development is also be ing challenged by lack of fu nds. This 

is because major fore~lry activities like fores t in ventory. planWlion maintenance. lack of 

transportation for adequate monitonng and control conveying staff and materials to and 

from the si le of ac t iv itle~ and several Olhers depend on the availability o f fund (Wubnc. 

1991 ), 

Poor governance is another challenge. Where there is weak govemance. poor people have 

few incentives to manage their resources and fnce signilicant barrier'! to bui lding: ~ u.!.talnab l c 

li velihood for themselves. Where there is hick of effecti ve management. common property 

like forests can be over-exploi ted. unregulated competition and re~ource degradation 

happens.3 Similarly in Ethiopia. as EPA (2008) observed. the present management practice'; 

have nOl been able to control or ~top the 10\\ of fore~h. Ali it stated. though the reg Ional 

forestry action pi am have been prepared in many of them. the regional go\-enlmelll'" hme 

not gOlh! beyond the preparation of the document and implementatIon of im-c~tment 

program~ have not yet been In place. 

It wa'! suggested that in order to rench its forestry pOientla!. Ethiopia needs not on ly l1:lve 

an effective fore ... tr) '1en'ice bu t also attract the Investment frolll IIldi\'iduab. cOIllI1lUni lles. 

and commercial actor... . For thi'!. clear property nghts. appropriate lI1 !<1 ti tutioll'!. and 

organ i/ation'l. tef.:hnical support. and I:Ippropriatc policie, and clear guide hnes arc needed 



3.7 Future Forest Management Options: Multiple Objectives Management 

Forests have multip le functions in today"s society, and the prmeiples of mult iple objective') 

Illanagement of different fores t categories is expec ted to achieve such expectations. Addressing 

the problems of deforestJtion and fores t degradation will enhance ecosystem service\ that have 

knock· on effec t on other sectors such as energy. and agricult ure. Add itiona ll y, the demand for 

wood and non-wood forest and tree producl~ could be satisfied . Through appropriate 

management. the various objectives could be opllmally achieved, including enhanced carbon 

sequestration in fo reM resources (ECRN-UNDP. 2010). 

3.7.1 For est ma nagement scena rios 

3.7.2 Scena r io I : Stat us quo (Bus iness a s u sual) 

Forest re\ou rces have Ilot so rar been managed properly, wi th few exceptiom by profi t making 

emerprises (e.g .. Oromyia Fore!:>t and Wildlife Enterprise) and forest managed tempor'lrily by 

NGOs In PFM. Consequently. deforestation and forc!:>t degradation continued unabated (Table 

9) at an annual rate of about 2%. At 2% deforestal1on. abou t 700.000 ha or 'forests' wli l bc 

destroyed cvery year. relea\ing ncarly 110 million CO! to the atmo\phere. If this scenario is 

maintained. another Important consequence i!:> ",ood crisi\ (T'lble 10). Further. the country will 

bc forced to imporll1lorc wood. \\ ilh a ~ignificant implication on forc lgn currency rescrve. 

Table 9:- Annual dcforc!-tallon mle e:-'Iimalc~ in Ethiopia 

I Source 

FAO.2010 

I \VB ISPP. 200S 

WBISPP.200S 

Reusing. 1998 

Annual Dcfore~lation Rale 

+---
0.96 

2.0R 

1.66 

5 

I Remark, 

Forest d-ee-'I"'";n-e- be:--'-\\t;en 1990-2010 

I Difference betwcen fore~t covcr C\IIIll<lIes by 
CESEN III 1977 and WB ISPP. ]91)1 

I For the three forc~tcd Regional SI'.uC~ 
(Oromyia, SNNP. Gambella) 

-t"for ':>outhwcsi high foresl~ 

The lahle pre.,entcd above show.., differcill ligurc!- on the rate oj defore."'lation. The author .. 

probably u .. t;d differ~nt dcfinnions of forc"t. different tool .. ,1110 melhod~. These ligurt; .... arc 

confusing for lI ... er~ 1I1clutlmg deci"lon maker .... Therefore. the rc tllu .... t oc one agreed ratt; of 

dcforc'-'I<1l1on lor Ethmpia thall'<111 be lIsed by all .. Iahholder\ and forestry CXPCrls. 

NC\cnhele ....... the WBISPP (:1005. p.20) indicated the actual deforestation ratt; Illay he do ... c to 

the OfHIUtltcd rate of 2%.011 thi .. dcmand- ... upply ('ondiuon (Table 10). the rcmaimng lore .. , 



resources oflhe connlry will be further degraded and deforested. unlc:o.s modem ellt!l~y ami 

conslruclion materials Jrc introduced. Additionall y. the effort the Ethiopian Govemmentl~ 

pUlling in order to benefit from the climate change related projects 

Table 10: Supply· consumption pattern offucl wood in Ethiopia 

SOURCE 

UNDPIWorid Bank. 1984 

ENEC/CESEN. 1986 

EFAP. 1994 

UNDP/World. 1996 

, -

ANNUAL WOOD 
SUPPLY 
8.1 million Ions 
(13.5 million m3) 

63 million tons 24 Illillion 

I 8.6 million toos( 14.4 
million m3) 

n.a. 

50.1 mlll10n Ions 
(84.9 million 1ll3) 

ANNUAL 
CONSUMPTION 
20.34 million lon <; 
(33.9 million 1113) 

(40l11illiol1 1113) tons 

35 mlliloo tom. (58.4 
l11illion 1113) 

, - - -

31.5 1111l1iol1 Ions 
(52. milliol1 m3) 

153.6 mdhon lon<., 

DEFICIT OR 
SURPLUS 

--
Con ... umplion ]s 
2.5 anl1l1al yield 

Posit ive balance 

Con,umplion ... 
time ... higher 

-
DefiCll indicated 

- -I DeficlI of 3.) 
l11illion Ions 

-

\\ BISPP. 20(b 

E 1994 projection for 
2020 I 

(.89.4 million 1113) 

+----------16er.clt~7-121 -­

million m3 

( n.a. = data not available ) 

3.7.3 Scenario 2: l\lanaged forest 

The experience in other countries shows that management intervention on natural forests 

increa"l'S wood produt..:tion. carbon seque:o.tl"at ion, beside ... ils benefits In terms of biodi\"Crsity 

con~crvatioll and watershed protection. For example. the average accumula ti on ra le of cJrbon 

dioxide in managed forests ... around 5.5 Ions ha ] yr· ] in woodland:-. amJ 21 in tropi"ll 

rainfore.!>ls, subtropical forest., Jnd 10\1, land fores ts (~~w.communitycarbonforest ry.org). \\ hile 

unmanaged tropical rainforc:-ts gro\\ at a rale of abou l 0.5 Ions ha·1 yr-I (Lew] ... CI al . :2009): 

abolll 40·[0Id incrcJse in annual yields. Addllionally. unmanaged [or"'t i~ 'iubJet..:t 10 further 

degradation. Ethiopia has taken o;;ignifit..:an t legal steps towan'!s improyed management of forest" 

and may change the forest 1ll.1Ilagemenl reglllle in the counlry. The nc\\ I"o l"e:o. t:o. policy ilnd torest 

proclam:.Ilio n (541 2007) i" aile ~uch "'Iep. In Ihis proclamat]on. besides the delilllilon 01 fOrc~t 

owncr ... hlp'" (pnmatc and ... tatc) and purpo ... c- (prOtec t] on and production). deccnlrali/cd forest 

udmmistratH)n 1:0. rCt..:ogn]Lcd. Eth iopia has abo gathered c\perience .... 011 inl1u\"ati\"(: forest 

management approat..:hes 1I11Jutllng PartlL'ipalUry Fore", r..lanagclIlcnt ami areJ cndo~ures (c.g .. 

Tigray ' s c\pcnencc) mer the lasl t\\O decades Woodlots. agrolorcslry <Inti public afforestation 
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and refore, I:llion :lre a l:-.o increas ing. Addilionally, NGOs arc pioneclillg ~pccial forest 

management strategies such as Bio~phere Reserves . The government ha!>. al ~o introduced a 

nalional tree planting campaign every year all over Ihe country In which every per-.on is 

encouraged to plant trees, wilh significant influence on the anilude of Ihe population on trees. 

Given !>.uch development .... II can be expected that the gloomy s itualion in forest management 

will not conlinue. Up·scaling such !>. tralegic forest management approaches backed with proper 

forest management principles (which is nOl the (,'a ... e in mOSI instances now ) should be able 10 

change the cu rrent fores t management reg ime. h 1:-' Important to nOl e that key aspects of proper 

forest management Include the following. among other,: 

.. Proper institution ... for managing forest resources (!o.killcd manpower. sufliclent 

Financial and material re~ources) 

.. Applying scienlific forest lllanagement principle, (e.g .. suq;.IInable) icld principle 

where annlla l harve~t eq uals annual yie ld ) 

.. Adequate invcslment on reqUired si lvicuhural opera ti ons and fores t 

administration. and 

.. Proper utilizJtlon and marketing. (ECRN·UNDP. 20 10). 

In this context. the O roillyia Forest ilnd Wildlife Enterpnse is plOneenng implementation of 

these rcqui remenh. If Ethiopia iii to bring signi fi<:ant ('hange in foreM resources degradation. 

allernallve source .. of energy ~hould be a top priority at leasl in the med ium term. AddlllUlldlly. 

expansion of energy plantations whic h are eligible under COM could also be tnkcn as a "tratcgy. 

Additionally. de .... pite ... ignlficant progrc~s in the policy arena, the main challenge i ...... 1111 weak 

implementation of the policlc" concermng land u ... e planning. creatm£, capacitated Institutions at 

va riou ... levels. I:.md use conflict.,. illega l cutting of tree .... bend;t ,hanng mechan .. "m, in 

participatory fore ... t management. etc. Under the current forc."1 adlllJlli"trallon and governance. 

Ihe Natural Resources DIn!Clorate of Minist ry uf Agricu lture and Rura l De\cluplllenl are 

respon .. ible for forestry development. conser.ation and ulilitmion. The techllll.:al and financia l 

capacity i<; very lunited. and i~ undcr:-.taffed. In Ihe fo re"try rese,lrch the ... IlU3tlon i .. not Illuch 

different. Facilitatlllg ",ucce",,[u l irnplemellialion of forcq development "tratcgie, require:-. 

having ;tdcquulc national lIl~tltlitional capaclly. at federal and regillnal levels (ECRN-UNDP. 

1010). 
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3.8 Conceptual Framc"ork 

In this 21 ,I century human beings arc both the causes for the problems of environmental 

degradation and cn\ironmental degradalion itself on one hand and the soltllion thereoff on 

the other. It is to mean that they creme problems and so lve problems as wel l. The main 

difference between problem creating and problem solving groups of human beings highly 

depends all the degree of involvement and measures they lise for their crea tion and solution 

of problems which greatly vary from one to ano ther. Nowadays. the world faces many 

environmental problems these problems are of t\\lO type ... in term, of the area that they cover 

they are global and local cnvironmental problems. GO\cmmcnts. and non-governmental 

organi73tions working internationally, national. regionall y and locally design different 

projects to alleviate these globa l and local en,ironmental problem ... with a close invol vement 

of community participation u..,ing a ... means and project succe ...... and sustainability as end 

laking Addissan afforestation program a ... the ..,wdv salTIoJc ca("c (Figure 13). 

HI!!h 

Human beings arc 
the causes for 
environmental 
degradation and 
environmental 
degradation. 

Pr()JC~1 

biodi\Cf">O\) ~ \U';';"'>C' JOU 

High raio fJIl ,u\laioJbllI1Y 
Le" 
uc-.enllk~lI\lfl 

Out~OIllC EnJ 
Variahlc ... 

\=J 

Environmental problems 
• Population growth 
• Climate change 
• Desertification 
• Soil erosion 
• Loss of biodiversity 

or species extinction 
• Destruction of natural 

habitats and resource 
• Floods ............... . 

r- D 
Effecllve "'"J'" P 

yt-, ;:~:~~~UOI1J CommUnll} 
Particip:llion ~.SL\I 

, -
Mean ... 

Human bcing'i are 
then affect by 

environmental 
degradation and 
environmental 
degradation 

Human Being 
Solution ther~off 
on the other 

e 8: The role of community participation in projeci sllcce~~ and sll~la1nab ilit y constructed by thc rc ... earchcr. 
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4. t Research desi~n 

cnAPTER FOUR 
METHODOLOGY 

The ~ lUdy i ~ to Invc:-oti gatc role or local people"s participation in the various Mages of 

the project cycle of afforc~talion project (Project idcl1Iification. Planning. Implementation 

and Monitoring. and EVi11 uation) in the case of Sekota adjoining woreda Wolchc kcbe le 

Addissan afforestation project si te. Cross sec llonal descriptive and ex ploralory surveys up 

on which both (qual itative and quantitat ive methods) are employed. 

4.2 Source of Data 

Tht: data used In this ." tudy arc collec ted from both primary und secondary sources. 

Primary data are obtained through interviewer-administered face 10 face questionnaire. 

interviews .md focus group dbcuss i on~. In addition. secondary dUla sources such as books. 

journals. other published and unpublished materia ls. and conference proceedings. official 

documents (Con:;;titution, admi nist rati ve documents and archi val documen ts) arc u~cd. 

-4.3 Sampling Design and Procedures 

To get in-depth informat ion. fc\\ number!) of panicipant!o. wc re ~elcctcd. Therefore. 

both purposive (j udgmental) and ~y~ temat ie random sampling wcre cmployed. Its primary 

consideration in purpos ive sampling was the judgment of the rC!o.carchcr as to who can 

provide the best informat ion to achieve the objective of the study. Purpos ive sampling was 

used for the selection of key informants such as Woreda sector offices expen\. Kebele 

administration chair man. kebc lc ag ri cu ltural development agen t (DAs) and ORDA 

extension workers. elected committee ( local leYc! or \ ill age level fore!- t commiltee\ ) . local 

community representat ive ... and focus group di",cu"'!o.ion panic ipant ... for the study. Thb type 

of ~alllpli ng is u\cful to descnbe and explorc a phenomenon in del"lil (Kumar. 2005). 

MorcO\cr. thc ~amplc rc\p()JldclHs or the rest of respondent \\<Cre .. elcc tcd by systcmatlc 

random s:lmpling. method. TlllI'>. one househo ld was random ly ,>elecled from among the fi r~t 

ten households through the 'Iollery tcchniquc' (SIcs;, and Higson-Slllith. 1995). The nex t 

and ... uhscquellt hou ... eholt.b were sclccted ha\cd on the in terval e~labli !o. hcrJ freedom of 

response .... 
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4.4 Sa mple S ize Dete r mina tion 

The s tudy population consists of 1.528 households of which Ihe researcher selec ted a sample 

of 152 re~ponden ts using the 10°0 proced ure (Gay, 1981). The re~earcher lIsed systemat ic 

random sampling technique to se lect these respondcllIs. The researcher used inte rviewer­

administered face to face questionnaire for this pan ic ip<.mts because majori ty of panicipates 

we re no education. and interviewer-admi nistered face 1O face questionnai re has importance 

10 clarify ambiguous question and to pro\"iding quick answer for respondents. The 

researcher used interview to co ll ec t da ta from ... even purposively, selected key informants 

these arc kebele admini~tration chair man and kebe1e development agent. one ORDA 

extension worker. one village level forest committees. one worcda DA superv isor and two 

local community representatives. The researcher a lso conducted a focus group discu ... sions 

with ninc purposively. se lected cOlllmunity members. In tcnns of composi tion three from 

administrative key informants (iocallevel or village forest cOlllmittees) and three composed 

of community local represen tatives including elders (men and women) and three local 

peoples or user gropes (one farmer. one wood seller. one ch'lrcoa l se ll cr). Data collected 

through FGD wcre uscd for triangulation with data collccted usmg the 'ItandJrd 

questionnaire. Data analysis for community participa tion at diffe rent s tagt,;s of the project 

cycle were done u'ling scorecard adopted from Nampil (2005) (Table 11). Variolls attributes 

which arc key to every stag.e of the projec t cycle were ana l yzed ami !:Icored on a !:Icalc of 1 % 

- 100%. For Instancc. a scorc of less than 50% mean t low community participation and a 

score of more than 5000 meant high community participation. In thiS regard the level 

Community participation also has been part of this study while it involved application of 

community partIcIpation type and level at every ... !age of the project cycle. 

Table II : Scorecard for leve ls or com munity pa rti ci pat io n 

No 

2 

3 

~ 

5 

6 

Community Partil"ipat ion 

Vcry high community participation 

Generally high community participation 

IlIgh community panicipation 

Low communlt) participation 

\'cry low cllmnllll1l1y particlp'lliun 

;-':on-C\l~ICIll cOTllmunlly partit"Lpation 
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80° ° - 100°'0 

-

10"0-10°0 
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Concerning the frequency or intensity of particip:uiol1 of locale people, in the proje..:t. !'>oci<.ll 

scaling of four was used and also the degrees of relationship between tho~e socio-economic 

as well as culture factors and people's participation in afforestation planning meetings were 

explored by app lying Pearson correlation co-eflicien(r). r . can have a value anywhere 

between -1 and I. The larger r. ignoring sign. the stronger the association between the two 

variables. At the other extrcme. an r of zero implies an absence of a correlation there i ~ no 

relationship between the two variables. On the other hand, a negative correlation means that 

relativel y high scores on one variable are p~lLred with re lati vely low scores on the other 

variable 

Table 12:- Frequency of participat ion 

No Frequency of participalion I Occurrence 

I Always E\"cry da y particip.Hion 

2 Ohen I Less participation as eompan~d to parlieipa nl.., who always involve. 

3 I Rarely Le~s participation as compared to partie tpams who often il1\'olve. 
- - -

4 I Occasionally Lcss partit:ip:uion <i'i compar~d to participa nh who rarcly invulve 

'=":-. I 

Table 13:- Summary of the ~amplll1g respondent for the questr onnal re . 

hou!o,cholds 
Sampling Total I TOIal NGOs 

Sample 
Tuta l Total 

kebclc huust:hultb L ~~ ) holds (HH ) _ __ I ad~trators 
Wolehe M F T M F 2J M F T 

L I 122 402 1524 I 128 I 24 I 152 I 1- I I 

development 

agents 

M F~T 

2 1 

-' ,5 Data Anal)sis and Presenlation 

Data was collected u~lIlg a standard qucsllonnaire. I\ cy informant imcrvicws and fOCll !! 

group discussion::.. The quc\tiollnaire conl<lined structured .tOd un.,tructured quc..,liol1s. 

StruclUrcd que~tlon~ were accompanied by a liq of all pos",ible ;ll1crnalivc\ from \\ lm:h the 

respondems were able to se lec t the an.,\\cr that be:-.t de:-.cnbcd the s ituation. Where il was 

impo!':. ihle 10 exhaust all t::Jtegories. the s tud y included a catcgory 'other specify ' to lake 

carc of tho:-.e rc"'ponses. All the quantilativc d ata were entered in the Statistical Pad age for 

Social SCII~nce (SPSS). ~ticro.soft-\\ord: r-. l icro~oft-E:\ccJ and SPSS Program wcre m.ed for 

data prol'c:-sing, anal)~I.s and IIltcrprctalinn of the information co llected through 

quc ... tionnairc ... un cy and inlcl'\·ic\\ The rc.suh~ were thl:1l rcprc..,cnlcd 111 the form t)f I.lhles. 

agents 

~I F T 



CHAPTER FIVE 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Th is chapter deals with data presentation. analysis and discussions of the findings that are 
employed through differcm research instruments or tools. As it is indicared in the 
methodology part. the target groups of respondents were rural households, worcda and 
Kcbcle officiab. lTI<linly sectoral orfice of Walche kcbele Agriculture and Rural 
development. ORDA official's. vi llage forest comm ittee. locale community representatives 
engaging in the Addissan afforestation program. In order to get information about loca l 
communities' participation in various stages of the project cycle in the afforestation project, 
the respondents were requested to answer a number of questions on the tliffercnt stages of 
the project cycle. There were 152 sample rt!sponden ts and the analysis wa~ made using the 
data obtained from interview adlTIlnistered face to f<lce questionnaire. IIlterview. focus group 
di scussions and documents that have sYMem.lIic<llly been presented, analy/cd and discussed 
in the following sec tions . 

5.1 Personall>rofile of the sa mple respondents 
Background of the respondents is indicated in tenm. of their age. gender. educational 

status. and occupation. Such information was needed to get some insight about Ihe 
demogr.lphic characteristics and to how many of the respondents that education influences 
their participauon to the study. 1-\s shown in (Tab It> 1~) below. out of the to(;]1 sample 
respondents. 8 ... . 2 percent are males and 15.8 percent are females. Regarding age 
distributions of "ample re ... pondent!oo: 9.8 percent are in the age thaI ranges from 20·24ycars: 
12.5 percenl are in the age that ranges from 25<29 years: 21 percent arc in the age Lhat 
ranges from 30·3'" year .... 23 percent are 111 the age that ranges from 35·39 years: 12.5 
percen t are in the age that mngc~ from ~O·""5 ycar~: 7.8 percent are III the age that range~ 
from ~6·50 yean.: 8.5 percent are III the age Ihat range ... from 51·55 and ~.6 5ereent of them 
are abo\'e 55 year of age With regard to the level of educallon almo ... t all (9~ % ) of the 
rC"Ipondcnt ... were no education and ~ .6 % receiycd rcligiom !o.chool ing and 1.3% the ~alllpk 
re ... pondem ... han:: attended elementary le\'c! of education The mO~1 comlllon occupation ... of 
rc'polltil:nI' werc workJllg III farming (agriculture) 88.1 0'0. dall) laborl.'r (6.7. °0). local 
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traders (1.9%), and civil servanls (0.65 %) and 2.6 % of (he respondenll;l engage in livestock 
rearing. 

Table 14:- Rural Households in Sekota is adjoining Woreda Wolehe kebele by Sex. 

Description 

Sex 

Occupalion 

Age 

Education 

Occupation, Age and Education 

Male 

Female 

TOlal 

farming (agriculture) 

1 daily laborer 

livestock rcaring 
I 

local traders 

I Civil Servant 

I Total 

I 00-0 -,- -) 

I 25-29 
I 

30-35 
I 

35-39 

'40-45 

I 46-50 

'"51-55 

>55 

Total 

No education 
-

" 
Elementary 

Total 

" 

Type of the respondent 

R ural house holed 

128 

24 

I 152 

134 

J IO 
14 

3 

1 I 

1-0 )-

-
15 

19 

1 32 

} 35 

19 

r -- -

13 
~ 

7 
I 

152 

143 

7 

2 

152 

Source: Sample sun cy 

-

-

percent 

84.2 

15 .8 

I-

88. 1 

, 6.7 

1

26 

1.9 
-

0.65 

--

Q8 12.5 

21 
~ 

23. 
t-

12.5 
-

7.8 

I 8.5 
-

4.6 

100 

94 

4.6 

1.4 

100 

-

I 

; 

< 

Tht:rcfon:. from Ihl'> data. 11 I~ undcr~lood thaI the majoritk,> of hOll,>chold,> arc no 
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education and even few in number havc different religiou~ t:t..Iucational backgrounds, 

therefore they were unable to understand Ihe questionnaires offered to them to give the 

required answers. As a result, the researcher has gone in person to villages or "golff!S" of 

the residents and completed all the questionnaires by face 10 face interview and has 

collected all informat ion for the study. 

Total number of interviewed sample respondents was seven, this arc kcbcle 

administration chair man. and development agent. ORDA extension worker . clected 

cOl11millee, woreda DA supervisor and two 10CJI representatives, all of them are males. 

During the consultation nine focm. group participates invol\'ed. In tcnn~ of 

composition three from administrative key informants. (elec ted comminee). three 

composed of community local representatives including elders (men and women) and tree 

local peoples (one fa rmer. olle wood seller. one charcoal seller). From Out of the total 

sample respondents. III the FG D 83.3 percent are males and 16.6 percent arc females. In 

addition. to this. the level of the ir educational background . was better therefore. it was 

good for the respondents LO understand the questionnaires and actively participate in the 

a!!enda of di~cussiom. and in order to provide re levant information for the stud). 

- ~.j -



5.2 Community participations in Sekola adjoinillg wureda \Volehe Kebcl 

Addissan afforestation projecl. 

5.2.1 Ilrojcct Identification Stage 

Survey results indicated that 99.35 % of the rural ho useholds respondents did not 

part icipate in the deyelopment of the projects' proposals in Wolehc Kebeie, Addissan 

afforestation project (Table: 15). 

Tabl e 15:-Rural Iiouseholds respon~c on project proposal 

I Arc you invoh'cd in Ihe preparation or project proposal '! 

Rank Scale 
No. of n;s, Jondems, Percent 
~~==='----l----' 

I 0.65 I Yes 
No 151 99.35 

" Total 152 100 
~-

Source: (Suncy data. 20 12) 

And when they were asked whether they accessed the project proposals. agai n 98. 1 % of the 

respondents said no. (Tabelc: 16) 

Table 16. Rural Hou~ehold s response on accessing the projec t proposal 

Rank Scale 

Yes 

L NO 
L- Total 

Arc you .. cccsscs the pl'oject propu~;d? 

T ype of respondent, Rural Iiouseholds 

No. of respondents 

3 
149 

152 

, 

Source: Sample sune~' 

Percent 

1.9 
98.1 

100 

A good number of re~pondcnt'" 93.5°0. indicated that the projects did nOI carry Ollt 

community need .. assessment before .. tan ing to implement acti\-iI IC" (Table 17). 



Table 17. Rural household response on need assessment 

Are you in\'olved in the need assessment of project? 

Rank Scale T ype of respondent. Rural Households 
No. of respondents Percent 

Yes 10 6.57 --No 1~2 93.5 
TOIaI 152 100 

. . Source. Sample survey 

Apart frolll needs assessment. the re~pondelll s were further asked to indicate whether they 

were aware about who se lected the projccts' sites. This question wa~ aimed <It find ing out if 

community members wc re given the opportunit y to ~hare their idea:.. with project 

management called woreda, and kebele administrative. sec tore o f woreda and kebele 

agriculture and rural development office and organiz'ltion for rehabilitation in Al11hara 

region (ORDA ) bout which areas deserved priority intervention. According to the result s. 

97 .YVo of the respondents indicated that projects' management were responsible lor site 

selec tion (Table 18). Again majority. 98.7°0. of the respondent ~ reported they were not 

aware o f any meet ing when: the projects' management di scussed issues rdated to site 

~e l cct ion wi th the.: community. In order to get more information o n :-.e lection of project ~ ites. 

the respondents were a~kcd to indic'lte whether they knew the criteria a~ to \\ hy the project ~ 

might have w~ed In the ~elec ti on of the project site. Majority. 96.9 %. of the re~pondent s 

indica ted tha t they did not know the c riteria used but somehow thought that the prOject 

migh t have been chosen the si tcs because of the rampan t problcm of :..oi l ero~ion . 

Table 1 R :-Rur<ll Il ou~ehold ... re:-.ponsc on projec t );ite selec tion. 

Are ),ou il1\'olnd in the site selection of project? 

Rank Scale 

Ye ... 
No 

TOlal 

_ Tj'~e of rC!3.£ondcnt. Rural HOll"choJd~ 

\ No. o f respondents L Pcrcent 
4 2.7 
148 97.3 

IOU 

Sotlrce: S:unple ~un'c~' 

And \\ hen the y wcr~ a ... kcd \\hclher to agree or 1101 for the demarcation of the area whICh i ... 

do,,"ed . again )-L~ said no becau~e ... lllllC ll1 l' mber~ of the 1.:01111111ll1i ty the project area scr\e ... 
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to produce different fruits form the forest as only means of livelihood while many othe r 
members of the community assert that it is an arcOI by from which they cop-up with 
problems resultin g from drought by of sealing fuel wood. ch<trcoal and hay until the 
next c rop harvest is ready. Apart from project demarcation the respondents were further 
asked to give reasons fo r their non-participation in project proposal need asse~sment , site 
selection .!Od demarcation because there is a general assumption that several factors li ke 
institutiona l, lega l. econom ic, socia l, polit ical and cultural factors play a role in influenc ing 
on the part ic ipawry process in projec ts (Wilcox 2003). About 99.35 % indicated that they 
never parti ci pated in th e project proposa l for the fac t that they had never been in vited to 
take pa rt in. 

To st rengthen. the reasons for their non-part ic ipallon in the projec t identifi ca tion. 
community key informant responde nts were a~ked . to give the reasons and the given reasons 
are:-communi ties had never been invi ted to take pa rt in probably because of fi rstly scatter 
sett lement. inaccessibi lity of information. miss dissemination meeti ng an nouncements, 
pass i\'eness of elected comm itlee members and in accessibi lit y of dec ision docu ments. 
These are perhaps the major reasons. O n the olher hand some people have no timc 10 gel 
involved in community partic ipation activ ities due 10 engagement in thei r privet jobs. 
According to other key IIlformant interview part icipmn 's rc~ponse, the main prohlems f.lced 
in Wolehe kebele Add i ~san afforeM<1tion project was first these project prop0,l,a l initialive~ 
are still onl y pans of the government officials it docs not yet Include part or the whole 
community in the plan inception as a resu lt people are nOI aware of the ac ti vit ies ini ti ated. 
Second. the local committee lacks organilational and management ski ll s. 

Regardi ng to project idenlilication stage consultation was done through focus 
group discussiom. During this con ... ultallon nine foclls group partic ipa les IIlvo lved and more 
of an exploratory Iype of consuhation was lITH.lcnaken ncar to the project .., il e. 
The focus group ... we re first gl\'en an explanation of Ihe purpo ... c of the meeting. In the 
introduction It was empha ... iLed that the government and ORDA ... tron,g ly bel ic\'c in thai 
communitle ... at the gra ... s rom ... !t.'\e! ... hould take a major part in the o\erall deve lopment procc\', 
frol11 diilgno;.;ing. local en\'irolll11t'Tltal prohlclm. laylllg do .... n priorities and dra\\ IIlg plan ... or 
aclJon to the latn ... Iagc of unpiL'mcnI<lllun and thus to the sustalllahility 01 plTlJech out of the 
roollng ... cnsc of 0\\ ncr ... hlp III the cornnllllHly. And the ir ac li \ c and ... mccre pilrt icip(llioll in the 
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discussion is very important. Hence Ihen tht:y were consulled on differenllopics with regard 
(0; -

.. Historical perspcctive. 

.. Need assessment 

.. Criteria for site selection ,Site selection and Demarcation 

• Project propo~al developmcnl 

Since there are si milarities in responses by the FG participants, the Re~ponses are 
summarized below but no role of each group participant ... in person is separatel y reported . 
The results of the discussIon are a~ follows: 

5.2.2 lIistorical perspective. 

In the trend analysis ciders de:-.c ribed how the natural vegetation condition in Addiss<ln hills 
has changed over the last fe\\ decades and what pressures or factors caused these c h a nge~. 
In the si tes they indicatcd that. when land was privately owned during the Imperial (Haile 
Selassie) regime. some 30 - 35 yea rs back. the natural vegetation covers was abundan t and 
areas were covered wi th thit:k forests and there were lots of wildlife including tigers. 
Differen t tree specie .... that werc used for const ri ction of churchc.!., fuclwood and wild fruits 
werc abundant. Sincc the land wa ... owncd by landlords, they were ... trictly cont ro lling the 
cutting of tlees. Aftc r the fall of the Impcrial regime and the emergence of the ~ociali ~t 
military regime (Derg). land was nationalizcd by the Government and thi ... has led to a loss 
o f sense of ownership and as part of the open access regime the '"tragedy of the commons" 
occurred that led 10 Ihe de~trllc ti on of the fore~ls including the wild animab.. Thl ~ period 
was further affel:led by the drought and fa mine that had occurred during this period and the 
community was generating ih income through ~ale of wood and charcoal by de ... troying the 
forc~1. 

DUring the current regime (EPRDF), rccurren t droughts. lIlL'n:ased population pre~~urc. 
po\'eny and lad of ownership have further aggravated the ... lIuatiol1 and the nalllral fore ... , 
degradation has eyen gonen worse. 
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5.2.3 Project proposal consultation 

Regarding 10 the project proposal development partic lpalion. dirrerenl opinions were 

raised between. elected committee. and local community rcpresematives and loca l peoples 

participating in the rours group. Elected commitlec participants raise an argumcm that 

Ihat . local peoples in Ihe community, local community representatives. governmem 

orticials and ORDA experts including themselves involved in the 2002 addissan arrors tation 

project. Ileed assessment. site criteria selection. site selection. and site demarcation ror 

project. While. locale community representatives and local peoples partic ipating 111 the 

rocus group discussion raise a coumer argument that ahnost all or communities. including 

the sel\'es ha\'e not conscIous enough awareness about project IdenlllicJlion need 

assessment. criteria for !o.lIe selection, ::.ite selection, and demarcation. From this wc can 

drown an inferen('e that most the actl\ Ilies in the project identific'ltion were done by project 

management and majority foc us group participants be lieve that gcnu ine and practical 

participation were nOi commence during program project identification. 

With some similarty but by major opposetion to FGD. both kebele chair man and ORDA 

extenlion expert ex planed that tcchnical and cOlllmunicati\'e ~t udy of the project 

identification ( need assessemenl. cnteria for site se lecton .sile selection. demarcation. 

reasibilityanalysis. foclls group discllssion with user group mcmbcrs to check their in terest 

<lnd the moti\e behind the managcment of the forest resource) was done by community 

representatives. locale le\"el forest committee and staff from SC('tor offices of the \Voreda 

and ORDA. This ac ti vity \Va:.. later visited at the presence of thc Zona l. Woreda. and ORDA 

and con'lcn("us wa"! reached by all IIlternal stakeholder:-. (organizational unit!o. lIl("ide the 

program) on the potential lise and suitabi lity of the :-.ite for project implementation and the 

cOmmUIlII) as major actor In the proJcct implementation. Later 011. the whole community of 

the kebc\c Wa!-. 111\ ited to comlllelllS on the decic;;ion and ma.ioril~ of loc;.11 peoplc's agreed on 

the deci ... ion Ihc sitc ... election. After confirmation of thc proJc<.:t "'Ite by all !-takeholders 

(Internal and EXlel11al Stakeholders) then the project site W"le;; re-visitcd III order to reach a 

dcci:-'lon again ... t the criteria for the \"ery selection of the ... ite and demarcation wa:-. done b) 

\iJlage forc'lt COl11l1lillee elected by the communillcs. \\orecla ... and kebelc go\'ernmenl scctor 

onice n.:pre .... Cl1ldtl\"C'l and ORDA. The project bound'lnes have becn ddlllcalcd ;Jnd 
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approved by both local and regional authorit ic.;;. and the involved ,-=ummunitie,. Map was 

produced for Ihe si le by ORDA GIS S1aff. 

Accordingly, Woreda DA supervisor and Wolehe kebcle development agent 

interviewees informed thatlhcre were several institutional chil ll cnges Ihal the program faced 

at its project identification siage this challenges are scaller sett lement or diswlH of villages. 

lack of roads for vehicle transport'ltion. com munities depcndency to aid and ment.ll it y. lack 

of local media advocacy and cntertainment education in community forest development. 

inadequate participation and lack of sense ownership of the comlllunilY in development 

efforts are the dommant challenges alluded by both expens during the program project 

iden tificiltion. 

According 10 them. However. religIOus leaders (prie~b and imams). community elders. 

organizmion like churches and moslJue. market place. inauguration ceremony. holidays. 

funeral s. and "Hiwas"(celJ) villagers' members play great role in releaslIlg information. 

Meaning traditional cOlllmunication is the be:..t and the most effectively used appro:lch by 

local government and ORDA in mobilizing the direct beneficiaries of its program. The 

reason behind was approaching the community through the most influent ial parts v .. holll the 

dwellers respected. tru~ted and followed . Finally according 10 theme even If there WaS a 

challenge. local government and ORDA strongly made the comm unities at the gnlss roOlS 

level take a Ill'tior part III the overall project identification !-lage from diagnosing local 

environmental problems or the need assessment. laying down priori lies and drawlI1g plans 

of action 10 the later stage of Implemeillation and thu f.. to the f..uslainability of projects out of 

the rooting sense of 0\\ ner~hlp in the community. 

By·off from what is pointed ou t above , mo ... 1 participants in the ... ample respondent and the 

focus group panic lpants generally indicted that they did not involved III the projec t 

identification . It implies that there has becn to low community participation 111 the project 

idenllfic:ltlon stage since there \\'a~ low c0Il1111uni ty participation on proposal development. 

needs as!o.C'\"'ll1cnt and project site ~dection all constituting esscntial components of the 

project idcntilication stage. The findings of thiS study are in i1,grccmcnt wilh findings of 

other rese<ln.:hcrs on commUnil) participati0n 111 the project Icil:nliiication stage. For 

instance. Wanyalll:l (2003) carrying out a stuLl y of communi!) bascd organ l/dt lons ((HOs) 
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for slI"tninnble development in Western Kenya. observed that 51.3% of the respondents did 
not participate in the development of the CBOs project proposals. Similarly. durmg an 
evaluation of 21 afforestation and agroforestry projects in Afril,;a. Kerkhof ( 1990) obsen'ed 
that several of them e.g. Nyabisindu Agroforestry Project Rwanda: Rural Afforestation 
Project , Zimbabwe: Village Afforestation Project Tanzania and Turkana Rural 
Development Projec t. Kenya had failed because of lack of community participation in the 
project Idnetification stage. Jansens and Wlldcmeersch (2002). writing a paper on social 
learn ing.. active citizenship and policy making III urban forest planning in Ireland, observes 
that lack of community participation in project identificalion. through lack of prioritizing 
community necd~. lead\ to improper wrgeting of project intenentiom. in community forest 
management. consequently leading to non achievement of the urban fore .\ try project 
objec tives. On thei r part. Nair and Kn shnakumar (2()().t) observed that because of act ive 
community partlcipatlOll in the project identification stage. Chevalakkonam water supply 
projec t in India was :-.uecessful. Thm •. 100°/0 of the beneficiaries had pal1icipated at project 
idenlification stage of the water project. Nair and Kri shnakumar (2()().t) observed that all 
other related water projects failed because the beneficiaries never. actively. participated in 
any stage of the projects. part icularly. projec t identilical ion. Waara:.. and Philleo (1991), 
during an analytical review of women environmental projects in India. also observed Ihat 
lho~c projects \\ hich were succe~s ful had active community partiCipation 111 idclltlfici.Hion of 
the projects. Although the current study docs 110t st,lIe that the afforer",tatlon projec ts 111 

Adissal1 Wholehe have failed. it argues that the projects fa iled to effec ti ve ly involve local 
community members in project identiti cation. 

In other world thl's Implies that the project Identification of the Addissan afforestallo 
program has lacked the followi ng 1lli.IJor component ... of effec ti ve parllcipi.uion program 
(James l005). AI communi ty level. the program identification lacked' 
; Public lIlformat ion or public relation" duet thl" majority of the People did not partiCipate 

for the fact that they did not rece ive complete and objective infonnation up \v hich to 
bast' their Judgments and this remains an essentia l com ponelll of an effective puhllc 
partlcipallon program. Studies from Lowndes (2001) have shown that belOg invited to 
part icipate C,II1 be a great motivato r 
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~I' High degree of openness and th is lead to lack of truSlto Ihe institutions a, well as in the 
program. It also leads 10 court litigation by which the communilY can challenge the 
project or which decisions can be based (and challenged in court). 

11'- Improved quality of decisions and due to this lack most effective !.olution and new 
alternatives.Caused major C051 and dclay. Becau~c Unilatcral decisions are always Ihe quickest 
to make but often very expensIve to implement and The efficienc), of maki ng a decision cannot 
be measured merely III term!. of tIme and COSI .... but also must take into account any delays or 
costs created by ho", the decision "'afo. made and Unilateral dcci ... ions may become tlcd up in 
controversy. delays. or litIgation. E,en if the decl ... ion IS ... omehow implemented. the next time 
the program management needs somethmg m that communit). the process will <;tan out v,.lIh III 
will and animol'it). 

?- Con!.cnsus. A public participation program may bui ld a ... alit!. long-teml agreement and 
commitment between otherwise divergent parties. This builds under~landing between 
the panics. decrease political controversy. and legi timac y to government deciSions. 

' II'" Increased ease of implementation. Participating in a decision gives people a 'ien~e of 
owner):lhlp for that deci ... ion. and once that deCision has been made. Ihey want to ~ee It 
workable. It is not only their political support for implementation. BUI groups and 
mdividuals may also enthll~ias\lcally a~~I!.1 in the e ffort . 

~ Avoiding worst*casc confrontat ions. Once a cantrovcr!.y becomes bitter and advcrsarial. 
il is much harder to resolve the issue. Public purticipation provides opportunities for the 
pnrties to expres~ their needs and concerns withou t having 10 he adverMrial. Early public 
participation can help reduce the probability that the cOlllmunit) \\111 face painful 
confrontations. Nc\'crthcle~s. puhlic participation is not magiC: it will not reduce or 
cJiminatc all conllicts. 

,. Maintaining cn.:diblhty and legitimacy. The way to "chiCH! and maintain legitimacy. 
particularly \I,hcn contnwcrsial decisions Illu!:!t be made. ir., to follO\\ a dccir.,ion- making 
proccs~ that 1'1 viSible and credible with the public and involves the public. Public 
particlpallon program .. wlil :llso leave the public more inrormed of the reasoning behllld 
dCl~l ... iOJ"". 

Ant1l.:Ipaling puhlic concern .... .II1d attitudes. As the agency's ~tall' works wuh the public 
III puhlic partiCipatIon program .... they will becolllc IIlcreaslIlgly sensitized to the public'!. 
com.:t:'rn ... and how the public \Iews the agency's operations. Thc~c \le\\:-, <lrc often 
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internalized. so thai ~lafT is more aware of the probable public response to the agency 's 
procedures and decll,ions even when the issue is not large enough to justify a formal 
public participation program. 

rir Developing civil society. One of the benefits of public panicipation is a beller cducated 
public. Participants not only learn about the subject malter, but they also learn how 
decisions are made by their government i.U1d why. Public partic ipmion tr;..ins future 
leaders as well. As citizens become involved 111 public participation programs. they learn 
how to innucnce others and how to build coalitions. Public partic ipat ion is tra ining in 
working togcther errectively. Today, individuals may reprcl,cnt only g roup~ or intcrcMs. 
Tomorrow. they form the pool from \\ hich regional and national leadership can be 
dra\\n. Through public parti cipalion. future leaders learn the skills ofpullmg together to 
soh'e problems. 

5.3 Commun ity Participations in Sekota Adjoining \Voreda Wolehe Kebele Addisan 
Afforestation Project. 

5.3.1 Planning Stage 

The survey ret..uh:. indicated that community participa tion in the project planning stage was 
also low just like m the projec t ide nl1 ficallO n stage. For instancc. when the respondents were 
asked to indicate whcther they participated in any project planning meeti ng. 51.3% of thc 
re ~pondents did not participate in the project planning meeting. From this 19( 12.5°'0) 
respondent are female (Table. 19 ). 

A saying from one commullIty representative in the kebele would subs(;]ntiate this fact: 
"II is Ime IIial we {lid not plInicipllte in Ille project planlling meeting rel(lled to 
0111' localiry's ajforeHlllioll program. BeulIIse. thl' woreda, kehele, alld ORDA 
officials were 1I0t able (() cOllie IfP 1\'1111 the program dOCllmel11J al/({ we dill 1I0t 
disclls.\ 011 II .. 

Accordlllg to another key infonllant intervic\\ report, regarding to the affor~t:'lIion 
planning mecllllg.. localc people and other concerned ... takeholders partiCipate in 
project planning mecting.s. HO\\'e\cr mass participation of thc \\ hole communi ty and 
especially kmalc's partlcipution 111 project plannll1g mecting~ has seen very low and need I() 

be promotcd because it helps the ",ustalllability or the projl:C1. 
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T:lble 19:- Locale peoples participation in project nu:eting 

--
Community involvemen t in the project planning meeting. 

Rank Scale Type of re,ponden •. Ruraillouseholds 
No. of respondents Percent 

Yes 74 ~8.7 
No 78 ~1.3 

Tota l 152 100 
Source: Sample survey 

Concerning the frequent of participa tion of locale people"" respondeOls also asked to 

indicate the frequency of thei r partic ipation in the project mccungs. Accord ing lO the resu lt. 

32.9% of respondents im'olved a lways. while 8.5 per l:cnt partic ipated often (Table 

20). 

Table 20;- Frequency of local people participation III meetings conccms local 

afforc:.w.tion planning meeting. 

# I Frequcnc}' 01 Occurrence rrequen~ o~ 

participation 

I Always Every day parllcipalion 50 

2 Onen Less participation a~ comparc to partic ipants who always irl\'olvc. 13 

J Rarely I ('<;<; parliClp:uiol1 as compare to participant~ who ortcn involve. 7 

4 Occasionally Less participation as compare to participarll!>. who rarely in volve. 4 

Source: Sample !-urvey 

(Note: Cnteria for a .... !>.cs .... Il1Cnl of intcnslty/frcqul:ncy of people', parucipatlOn \Va!>. tI("('ordi"g to 

four ,ocial ~,ales C"on!>.l~ting of: a/ll'lIYl. ailt'" oealS/ol/ally and ran'!r). 

In relation 10 community's knowledge with regard to thl: projects' life spans, 92.2°0 of 

the respondents indicated they did not know the proJects' lifespan. Agam the researchers 

sought to find OUl whether the community voice \\a~ heard and adopted in the plan or not. 

Following thiS the researcher found that majority of the respondenh .t6.1 % 'jays no (Table 

2 1). On the other hund gO\'ernment key inrormant interviewee. oppose lhe idea Ihal locale 

people YOICC \Va .... nOI heard and adopted in Ihe project planning met.:ling. The inleJ"yicwee 

insr.,!!>. that participatory strategic.., ..:rnploycd in project were ba!>.cd on the COJl!>.titution 01 

EthIOpia and equal eh.mct! <\.., to the dialogue was gJ\cn to .1 11 part icipant!>.. But it i~ 01 purcl) 

optional or their intl'rcst to p'lrt icipi.ltc in the projeci planning ml'cting. B) continuation of 
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hio;; idea he o;;rrengrhens his argument that he has even seen the t.:hant:es given 10 com mUll HIes 

and concerned stakeho lders to actively and freely participate in the project meeting and 

,hereby give whatever opinion (hey feci. In contrary . community key inform~iI1( 

inlcrviewee, countcr claimcd that local people!' wcre not exprc5.sing their views and ideas 

freel y in the mecling as oppose to what is explain by the govcrnment key illfonnant by 

pUlling the main reason for local peoples not giv ing their opinion in meetings. Accordingly 

thi s reasons steam from several grounds. Fip;.{ly, local community learned in the past 

meetings that giving commenlS or nOl does not produce significant change on the plan or in 

the program. Due to this communities werc nOl interested to gi\'lOg opinion in meetings i.c. 

government has ignored their comments in the pa..,t meetings and con..,ider their comments 

arc valueless. Secondly fear of the local polillcal situation which ha~ an impact on 

becoming member or non member of the ruling parity and thirdly level of their educalion 

affected the community's engagement or iloilO give their opinions during meetings. 

Table 21: CommuOlty opinion and views 

I Adopting and incorporaiing Community opinion and ideas in project 

planning meeting 

Rank Scale 

I 

~ 
I 

Ye, 

No 

Total 

Type of rcspondclll. Rural Ilou:-.e~h-=o~I':cb,---__ 

Nu. of respon-=d-=e"n.:.:lS_
t

_ Percent 

__ -----'SO __ -f~39 
72 6.1 

152 100 

Source: sotmplc sun ey 

1 

Respondents abo were future asked to give rC<l~ons for their non-participation. 1.3 % 01 

the respondcnt!oo IIldicatcd that they \\ ere not ;.t\vure of when planning meeting wa~ carned 

out. About 0.65 % indicated that they never p::trticipatcd in planning meellngs because 

they had never been invited 10 take part in. Ahoul 4 % indicated that they never particlpatcJ 

in planning meetings becau\e they had in private Jobs 10 lull fill household gaps. 

Aboul ..(5 ~/o indicated that they Ilever purticipatcd in pbnning mccting~ bccau,c of 

complaIn! agaLn:-.t members project of agricultu re and socia l protection (pSNP) projects 

and fooo-Ior \I;ork and the) arc not ... dcctcd for PSNP program and food- for-work pnlJCCh 

in the prc\lous progr;ull ... Crable 22). 
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This socio·economic facto rs have produced negative Impact III the partiL"ipUlion o f 

planning meetings' quotc from a community key informant in Wolche kebele would 

support this idea: 

"The local cOIII/IIIlI/ity is 100 poor. Many of liS dOll 'I have comlal/t sOl/rce (4 
il1come .MaIlY of ItS are iIliterale. Many of fhe yowh ill 'he kebe/e lack ferfile 

I(IIJ(/~·. Helice. we spelld mosl of Olir lime in IryinM to gel liffle money 10 feed 

oll rseil'es allli our children. R{/fher would prefer 10 parl icipale, if dUlerelll 

illeel/tire based packages mell as PSNP lind food~ror.\I·nrk were incorporated i" 

the afforestlltioll program. A commw/il)' ilifomwlII a/so'luggesled that Ihe 

defillilioll of paniciparioll for ,he cOlI/mUllil.\' IIl1derstanding is simply 

conlriiJulioll for aelivities of incemive generalioll. Majority of Ihe cOIwlIImifY 

also a/firmed rhe :mme. 

Table 22 : . Socio·economic facto r~ that innuence participation in the meetings 

FactOl""s I Frequency Percent 

House ho ld income 6 "------~ 
In formation-g-'a-p-,/.,.N.,-o-n--- --------+:,-- E6S ----< 
deliberate missing 2 1.3 

Re ligion 

Other programs" agnculture and socia l protection or 
("safety nelS)" and foor-for ·\\ork 

Total 
I 

80 

Source: sample surny 

46.7 

52,4 
I 

A", explained by man) of the community key inlormams. the weahh of Individuals ha ... got 

it.3 own impaci on theIr" illingnc.3s to parti cipatc in the comm un ity afforc"tatolll program. In 

thi~ sllldy the relationship betwcen thc ... ocio·cconomic factnr" and peoplc's parl1cipal1on 11l 

afforSI3tion planning meeting ... \\~S explored appl) 1I1g the Pearson corrclatlon co·elficient. 

These "oclo·cconomic ractor~ included: Hou:-.ehold income. information gap. delihcratc 

llli ... ~ing. and OIher progr~l1n:-. haYing "ource of 1I1cenlivc bu ... cd p<.lcka£c!-> undertaken 111 thc 

C0111mU11l1) such u ... Productl\c s .. rct) Net Programme (PS~P) .tnd food- lor· \\ork. 

Accordingly a rc!ooult of the rChltlOll!->hlP .., ho\\<:-. Ilwl R IS cqual to O.79(Tablc 23) 
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Table 23 : Relation between socio-economic factors and peoplc 's Panicipation in the proJel:t 
meeting. 

N=210 

Community based the Pear!\on 

afforstation project 

that influcnce 

partic ipation in 

planning process 

(dec ision making, and 

i mplcmcn:at ion) 

Correlation 

S'g. (2- lailcd) 

N 

Peafson 

Correlation 

SiL!o (2- tailcd) 

N 

Di!\cussion 

concerning/decision 

maklllg 

152 

.792(**) 

.000 

152 

I FaclOrs 

.792('*) 

.000 

152 

152 

Sourcc :( sam pic sUn'cy. 2012) 
It IS to means that local people who had rela ti vely better-off income tended to participate 
inten!\ivcly and loca l people who are bcnefiter~ of agriculture and ~oc l al protection packagc!\ 
and membcrs of food-ror-work aho have relati\cJy shown better participation. Si milarl y 
people who had better homchold IIlcome glvc more time to be involved in public plannlllg 
acti\ ities than thosc in the 10\\ -IIlCOI1l C category. On the cOlltrary local people \\ ho are not 
members of agriculture and social protec tion (PSNP) did not ,ht)\\ willingness to cOJllribute 
time in planning and implementation ac ti vities. Deji (2007) recommended that ,elf-help 
efforts should be mohiliLed and encouraged through award of rewards for active beneficiary 
participallon . lIc C:!O(7) d:.lItllCd that thi ... would cnhance ,u,lainab le dnclopmcnt at the 
communll> le\cl. Unlil.;e DeJi (1007) thi<" "IUd> argue ... that the <.,ocie t) ~hould not be 
bcnefici'lI"} of dcpcndenc) crcal i\c fe\\ ard, fOf the particlp<llion of cnmllllllllty deq:lopmelll 
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programs. Rather we ,hould ereale sense of ownership in tilt: mind of the community they 
will be benefited from long term developmental fruits of the program. Respondents al so 
were future asked Socia-cultural associated reasons for their non participation in affon,lation 
planning meetings. Education level inlluenccs 10 a greater extent. Majority of people 
assessed in thi s study were illiterate 143(94.7%). And when they were asked whether 
education h:'ls influence or not. again 98.1% of the respondents said yes (Table 24). 

Table 24: - Education influences on participation in thc project planning mceting. 

Influences of education on participation in the project planning meeting 

ank Scale 

No. of rc!-' Percent 
Yes 149 ,98.1 

,.o;3c:;--_~,1:::.9 ____ _ 
_ .:..:15:..:2'--__ -",100 

No 
Total 

Source: sample surve) 
The study also confirms that there is a strong positi\'e corre lation between participation and 
education in planning meetings. Accordingly a result of the relationship ~hows that R i~ 

equal to 0.799 (**).This Implies thai local people who had relatively learned tended to 
particip:'lle gre;'llly (T:.tb le 25). 

Tablc25:-Rclation between c:Jul:ation and participation III cOTllmunity based discllssion 
concerning the afforestation project. 

I N-210 Etluc'llion I proTcct mectinp 

Educational Stalll:-. Pt!<1r"'on Correlation 1 .799(") 
Sig. (2-tailctl ) 000 
N 152 1-' )-

community based Pear~oll Correlation 

uis(u..,~ion concerning .799( ·1 1 
the affor ... wt ion project 

SI~ . (2 tailed) .000 

'J 152 152 

Source: Sample ~une~ 
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The other factor examined in this part was cultural and woman panicipation. It was 

observed that for the majority of the respondent culLural did not affect their participation in 

the affore~tation project meetings rather it encourages. Accordingly, 86.8% have agreed a~ 

culture ha~ no effect on panicipating in meetings (Table 26). On the contrary gender bias 

panicipation has strong negative effect in the planning meetings and accordingly 8-.1..2% say 

yes. Here both government and communily key infonnant participants sh'lre the same idea 

in supponing positive innuence of culture hy o;ay ing "there is no any culture which 

negatively influences none involvement in planning meetings. Also there is no any religion 

which oppose~ participalton in tree planting and protecting plants. Rather it ~upporls or 

encourages because in the community today, remnants of the high forests are seen only 

around chllrchc~ and mosques whereby not 10 cut trees I!'. a Mrong tradition. In addition 10 

this they believe that traditionally there was forest conservation and man:.lgement practice in 

the community. However this practice is presently eroded either because of government 

administrative nnd the decline in the authoril) of the elders in the community. 

Table 26:.Cultural influences on participation in the project planning meeting 

Cultural influence!' on participation in the project planning meeting 

Rank Scale 

Yes 
1':0 

1--~T::C01a l 

, ;c;----'cT!Ye'pe of rc!.pondent. Rural Hou~chold ... 
I No. of responden~~ Percent 

+ -------03 
98.1 - -

+ 1.9 
100 152 

Source: sample survey 

Similarly in th;!'. ... rud y the relation between gender and people's partiCipation ;n afforstation 

planning mceting~ has explored applymg the Pearson corrdation co-effiCient. Accordmgly a 

result of the relationship shows that R is equal to 0.866 (Table 27) mCilll strong posllive 

correlation: if women had got better-off a chance on their \"oiccs to be included in the 

decision making proce ....... es. Ihey would have had a strong contribution in plannlllg and 

implementation ;:Jctivitie .... 
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Table 27; - Influence of gender in community meetings. 

-

Community based I Influence of 

discussion concern ing gender 

the afforst:Jtion project 

COlllmunity based Pearson I .866(**) 

discu:..sion concerning Corre lation .00 o 
the afforstation project Sig. (2- tailed) 152 152 

N .866(**) 1 

Pearson .000 

,""oo",,", """"I"'''''' 152 152 

Sig. {2-ta il ed) 

N 
, 1 

Source: sample survey 

Finally to understand the overall impreso;ion of the cOllllllunity regarding to clear cut legi ... lation 

about the local communiry's ownershIp right to directly gain financia l benefits from the grown 

fore:..t trees. local cOlnlnunilie ... were asked. About 93% of the participants said no and 7°'0 of 

them don't know whether there is clear cut legislation about the local community's ownership 

right to directly gain financia l benefit!> from the gro\\ n forest trees. or not. While both of them 

guessed that the rore~ts belong to them and WLII be benefiting there froJll. Sundar response. was 

shown by local com mum ties . community key mformants and FGD ... resp(Jndents mdlc3tmg th<lt 

they were not well awarc and confidcnt that thc fo rc .. ts belonged to thcm and wcrc benefiting 

from them but they argued that plantation \ .. ill benefit the loc;.11 population for the con .. truclion 

of !'!chools. hcalth center!'!. rarmers trainmg centers and OIhcr socia l scn ice rendering 

institutions. 

From an in-depth interView with kebele chair man. it \"as percei ved that thc planning 

teams focu"cd dUring planning meeting are: - the need of rffectn-e public:: partiCLp::Hion. 

objectives and goals of the progra m. activity to be refined by public. ref' pons ibLlit) of 

participant houscholds and detail ofpanicipation plan arc the major is .. ucs \\cre discus ... ed at 

planning Illct:ting of the program to the local I.:omlllunity. The planning team also expla ined 

that Ic\"d of partiCipation rcquired for the program ,mu ho\\ much parllc ipatlon ..... rcqUlred 

b) the local communit y wa ... audre~!'!cd during the planning meeting to the 10e.1I community . 
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Accordi ng ( 0 Village Forest Committee. explanatiu n many of the local community were 

ac ti vely participating in the plan meeting and legitimate or authority was given to the local 

peoples and the plan was fina lly agreed by all stockholders. 

The fo llowing tab le is a summary of the program planned for the five year of the projec t li fe 

span (Table 28). 

Table 28:- Summary of the Addissan afforestation project plan. 

CCI # of gov't secdling Capacity of \cedling 

& Nun.ery center ProductIOn by gov't 

# of OROA seedling I Capacity of seedling Seedlmg 

mG.C nur:.cry cenler Produclion by QR DA per year 

()'20 11 + 45fOOil ~ I 220.!lOOHSOO=)()'--- 1.1-12.000 

1 
)·2012 

1 I 690.000 

I .52.000 I 690.000 1.1-l2.000 

2.592.000 2·20 13 

·2014 

·2015 

l-;-7.Z.;O;-.OO""'+'2<50"."OOO;;;;---t-;--------1"350JIOO+690.00 

I 
+-152.000 

--+:;4""'2.""OOON.+.,-;-l.OOO;v.;".OOO;;;;;,,-------+1 350.000+690.00 

--- 452.000 +1.000,000 1 350.000+690.00 

---S~o-u-rc-e-: -. ~O~R~D~A~.~2~O~I O~--

-tel "._ - -
2.592.000 

-; 2.592.000 

Again. although the current study does not say that the afforestation projecls III addisan 

afforestation project had failed, it arguc~ that the projects had failed to involve loca l 

community member~ in project planning. The study finding~ on commul1lty participation in 

thc planning stage of the project cycle agree with findings of other researchers. t\ lany 

authors observe that rarely do projects involve com muniti es in project pblllling. For 

instance, Kerkhof (1990) ob~erved that because of lack of commullllY parlldpatLon 111 

planning of project actl\ itie..,. some afforestation project'\' e.g. Nyabisindu Agrofore..,try 

Project. Rwanda: Rural AITore:-.tat ion Projccl. Zimbabwe: Village Afforestation Project, 

Tanzania and TurJ...ana Rural Developmcnt Project. Ke nya f:l1led 1O realizc their objcc t i\'e~. 

Kerkhol (1990) nb..,crvcd that thcre wa.., no clear line of re<;ponslbilltlcs for lInplementation 

of project actiyitles in terms of how the comlllullllies were to be invoh-ed. Dhubhain el lIl. 

pomo also obserycd thai lack of communilY participation in project planning 111 Flanders, 

Ireland. led to a drag In project implemcntation in forest management til Ne\\ market and 

COll!'.cquc:ntly t'\ewmarkt:t lagged behind the other area_, in fore..,t managcmcllt. Sl}\\ cr' ('(.(//. 

(199--l) obsencd Ihal USAID wa~ forced to shift from ·top·down' to 'bOIlOlll-UP' approach 
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10 technical servIce delivery in Nepa l. In ' bo ttom-up ' approach. fanners particIpated in 
plann ing of natu ral resource conservation ac ti vities. USA ID experience in Nepa l had shown. 
earlier, that lack of communit y partic ipation in plann ing of natural resource conservation 
acti v ities had led to poor achievcme nt of objectives and impact. In contra~t to Dhubhain 
et.aJ, (2008). and on a pm.i ti ve nOle. Nai r and Krishnak urn.lr (200·-1-) observed that 
Pezhurn kalll uka l water supply projec t in India was successful because 100% of the 
bene ficiaries parti cipated in plann ing of the prujec t's acti v it ies. Sikka and Sharda (2002). 
writi ng on land and water care through parti cIpatory watershed rn:lI1agernenl in India and 
Mural et.{/l. (:I003). writi ng on joint fore~ t management projects In India. both, obscrved tha t 
because of lack of cOlllmun ity part icipation in project planning the projects were not 
succe~~ful. I-fo\\cver, Sikka and Shmda (2002) and Mural et.a/. (2003) fa iled to provide data 
to support the ir arguments about the extelll and/o r Ic\-eis of communi ty parti cipation in the 
projec t planning stage but on ly gave gene ral s tate lllents abo lit the lack of it in project 
planning and how this conlnbuted to the failure of the projects. Here III view of the 
cOllllllunity and FGD. we can also say that the Add issan a fforestat ion project planning 
meet ing seems only conducting public participa tion to fu lfill rcgulalOry rcqu lrclIlellls. 
Therefore for the fact that 5.uch an issue is open fo r controversy, a kind of !>uch public 
partic ipallon will not be uf worth credib ility. A<:. a resull the program lacks plIblic ~lIpport 

from majority of the comlllunity o r informed consen t for a deci ... ,on, however it b u!>ually 
necessary 10 ust! a collaboratiye problem-solving approach to public participation, with [he 
public having genuine mtluence on the decision. If no decision can be made untt! th~ part ies 
actually enter in to the enllre ..,ub ... tance of the decision, then the ..,ituatioll require ... that there 
should be .. Ill agreement Full agreement u ... ually require ... a dclined negotiation proce..,.." a 
manageable number of partie" \\ell-detined parties. and partie ... able to make binding 
commi tments or some extemalmel'hani..,m for binding the partie~ tJC"mes 2005). To sum up, 
the above major effective participation component in whil.:h the Addl~san afforcst::llion 
program lacked during it.., proj~ct meeting are> 

At community level the program: 

l.. Did not give th~ mandate to the majorit) of the dcci ... ion maker ... who arc in need 10 

act "'0. 

J. Ladd.xl well Illtegration of public participation into the dCL'I::.ion - ll1akin~ proce~~. 



.. Lacked inte rested public to involve in evt:ry step of decision making. 
~ Lacked the target to ensure the involvement of local peoples in the program . 
... Lacked Illuhiplc techn iques and did not larget at different audiences. 

5.4 Communit)' partil"ipations in Sekola adjoining woreda \Volehe Kebele Addisan 

afforestation project. 

5.4. I Project Implementation Stage 
In order 10 fi nd out whether the local community members were implementing projec ts 
acti vities. the researchers sought 10 fi nd out whether beneficiaries had e\tablished tree 
planting. and tree nurseric!<I . had been Irained on project IIllplementatlon and management 
aspects . Consequently. the researchers asked the respondent~ lO indicute whether they had 
eSlabli!<lhed Iree planting and nur\crie!<l 10 which 46.1 0'0 of the re!<lpOndenls said no whi le 
53.9% sa id yes. 

Table 29:-Projccl implementation 

Community involvement in the projeci implementation 

Rank Scale 

o 
ola l 

T eoI' res onden! . Rural Hou~cho l ds 
No. of 

80 3.9 
72 ~6. 1 
152 _-::-_,----"-' 1 00 
Source: Sample sune), 

Percent 

Frolll Iho~e who participated 45.5 % of Ihe rc~pondcn15 pcr~onally Invohed by conlnbUie 
their labor III the implemenl:llion pha ... e \\. hile 6.57% involved hy of \cndlng their daughter and 
1.97% respondent provided sugge\lions . The major rcason for contribution by Ihe re"pondenls i\ 
economic bencfil (42.57%) from thc program by OROA called "food-for-work" based on th~ 
number of date~ \\hich they Involve during the implementallon. On the olher hand of the total 
rcspondent!l 6.8 % had glvcn participation contnbUlion due to mere reqllc~1 of the local 
COllllllillce. Other re3"OIlS for partic ipatioll included, following other "illagcr\ 3 %. per\onal 
commllmel1l 1.9 ~yo and \oclal benefit 1 % re~pecti\'cly (Table30). 
This ... tndy agrees \\ ilh (Gchrcmedhlll and Theron ~OO7) 011 Galancflll Water Supply Project in 
Eritrea becau~e both program., u!lcd "ill\'ohcmCIll Jnd top-duwn typc of parllcipalion by \\ hlCh 
bendi(':Taric~ an.' to be lllanqJUialc(l plm:ated and l'OIlMll tcd to partil'lpatc JIl a proJcct for Ihe 
PlJrpo~c of malenal benefit.... Thi\ I) pc of p~lrli eipalion docs nOl Ic:,d to Sll~I;lInab l lll~ or ~elf-
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reliance and is mO~1 reflcc lcd in Arnstein' s (1969) ladder uf pamcipation as either degrees ot 

lokenism or non -p~ni c l p.tlion . 

Table30:-Local people conlribulion and ma jor reasons for olanting trees 

fype of contribution in the I Major reason for plaming Irees. and tree Percent 

,menlJtion by the local peoples nurseri es p'lrticipalion. 

or (Head of HH) Economic benefit (for food-for work ) 45.5 

or SOil of the HH Social benefit 6.57 

Personal commitment 

Fol lowing other villagers 

gestion RequeMed by the committce 197 
, _ L I 

Source :Samplc suney 

Majority. 53.9 o. 

" of the respondents repon ed that the project supportcd thcm by 

glVlIlg them matenals lor tree planllllg and estabhshlllg trec nursen es at the center and III the 

site . The Activities done by majorit y of the respondent during in the implementation we re of 

two types. Thl !'> arc tree nurseries at the center and planting and stone terracing .11 the 

project si te. The Activ itlcs in the trcc nursery center includes co ll ecting feni le so li form to 

center. ready the fe rtile :..oil fo r plastic bags. filling plast ic bags with feni le :mil. ordering the 

pla!-tt ic bag in 10 rectangle 'hape. putting seed 10 plastic bag and prOlcct ll1g and watering the 

until it reaches seedling and transportat ion seedli ng. Regarding 10 the Projec t !o. ltc the 

acllvllies are ready hole~ 10 seed ing. watering seedling:.. and :..lOne terracing. A c(.!rtain 

community parti cipant c\pJaincd that how much it is challenging activi ll e. 

He say ... "YUII do 1101 /.:.11011' holl' difficllII il is for Iht! rural !'ilia.!.:",!> 10 lran!>port I"e 

\ {,l'l//illg.\ 10 tile projel l sil l'. O/l/'mg the p/wllotioll semoll. file hi/l,ide 1/\/1lI1'" 

muddy 1I'lIiell ClwI1eS additiol1al dud/engl} and all unltings IWldy ill nery IIl1nery 

('('lIlen 10 he plmlled hm e /() be lrllm"/,orll'll. SOI1l('lillles. peopleIall allli get hllrt and 

(/I/O/her /llIIe hlflllired, orseedlillg~ lIIighl be de.\Irored . .. 

- 64 -

42.5 

I 

IY 

3 

6.8 



\ 

AlllU< ~ ".,. um~IIStTY 
" " "~I C"}Jj'I'" I'WU ,f1Y 

----

During project implemcll lUt ion. local level projcc i management COml11illeC'i at project .:.; iles 
are very important for the day ( 0 day management of project ac ti vities. The commi ttees. not 
only he lp translate project jargon to the part ici pants bUi also. he lp in management of 
resources. The researchers. consequcmly. sought to find out whether the projects had 
estab li shed local level projec t managcmclll cOlllmittees (0 which 46. % of the respondents 
sa id yes. And when the respondents were asked to indicate whethe r community had been 
tra ined on afforestation aClivilie!. and olher projec t management a~pccls. 5 1.1 °A, of lhe 
respondents said yes. lIere the rC!o.pondcnls also ind icated Ihal the training was biased to tree 
nursery c!o.labli~hll1elll and thai i~sues such as group dynamic~ and leadership were not 
e ffect ively addressed. II i~ also expected Ihal in project implement.nion. various 
s l akeholder~ come together and ~ h are ideas about the implementation of projec t activi ties. 
This is. usually. done in stakeholder forums where each stakeholder contr ibutes ideas ahout 
the role they could play in the implementation of intended activilles. The coming together of 
various stakeholders ensures that efforts are focused. duplication of effon i.-.. minimized and 
collaboration and partner~hip arc encouraged for sU"otainability of development initiatives. 
Consequently. the researche rs ~o Ll ghl to e~tab li sh whethe r the iSMIC of stakeho lder fortlm~ 
\\ as addressed by the projects. Accordi ng lO 41.3% of the responJent~. the projects nC\"er 
held stakeholder meetings with 80.70 0 of the respondents reporting that the leve l of 
collaboration between lhe projects was poor. 

From an in-depth illlerview wi th village forcq committee. it was perceived that in early 
siage of the project idemification and planning. the program faced inadequ:'lIe partic ipation 
however during the irnplcrnenlation things wan t right a:-, compare to identification and 
planning. Similarly. ORDA expert in support of thl'\' idea "aid that before Ihi~ affon:'ttation 
prograll1 the study area has less expericnce in partiCipating local peoples in afforc!o.lation 
projec t identification. planning and implementation \\ hi le commun ities are involved ill 
destruction rather than protecting the work of gon:rnment and ORDA due to thi!o. 1110:-.t of 
~lffore:-,tation aell\ lIies in general were nOI "lIccc'tsful. 

Thl" l10n 111\"01\"1.'1111.'111 by the cOlllmunity in .. dloresti.ltion wa" due tn Ie"" a\\.lI"t::nc ...... on 
the bl:llctit of community partiCipation in arforc~tatoll b) both the gm CfIlmcnt and NGO" 
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like ORDA and by the community :md this ha~ many ground~. In on one side the 

communities were not aware of the benefit of community participation 111 afforeM3ton 

programs. community lacked power to influence act i\'ity done only by government. 

reminding that afforest'llion was perceived by the majority as a govemment or ORDA ta~k . 

past communal attitudes. the blind di sregard of the views. di~intereM of the rural people. 

and dependency attitude or mentality by the community for aid for eX<lmple when ORDA 

arrived there with some resources. almost a ll the rural dwellers thought that it came to 

donate some aids and things did not go right at the beginning. But. through religious leaders 

(priest~ and imams) and community elders. the organization had to e'plam that it came to do 

forest rehabi litat ion at the hill ~ collaborating with local government and the community. 

These ex planations abo added Lh.H every mdividual of the community would be paid (in 

kind ) for nery ~mall job that he would contribute 111 the fore!oot development activity. 

According to ORDA expen it is nowaday's better time to run things as right a~ 

poss ible. The expen also emphasized that ORDAs vision in relation to fores t development 

and other programs was meant to change the poor commun ity's dependence atllnlde on 

entirely nalUral resource (fore~ t ) exploitation by providing aid in return for the a('tivlty that 

the community dose for better emironmcllIal protection eventually it was also meant 10 

totally avoid dependency of the community on aid. As he stres~ed. for the sust;,li nahil it y of 

the rural poor a!oo well as ib projects. ORDA give more attention 10 socia l dynamics and 

software nspech rather than hnrdware aspects. There for thi s are the generally the major 

factors for non partiCipation of local people in afforestation programs. On the other side 

government lach strUClUre to mvolve the local pcople~ to take a major pan in the o\'erall 

development process. by diagnosing local envi ronmental problem .... layi ng down priorities 

and dra\\ ing plans of action to the later stage of implementation and thus to Ihe 

sustain;,tbility of project'" out of the rooting sense of owner~hi p in the community. Thi", arc 

also the nl<~or problem the govcrlllncni face confrontation from none partidpation of the 

local people. 

To concludes. cOllllllunity part icipation in comlTlu ni ty fore ... , development programs at 

early qage \\a<.., discou raglll£.. However it wa,> in the year (2010 G.C) thi.H Ihe lo('al 

government. ORDA Jnd the local COml1lU lllL Y sta rt ed forest de\'elopment acti\ Illes includmg 

the AdlJJ~~an afforestation projec t area amI other act i, i~1S ILke stone-terraci ng. In gcncrailll 
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the srudy area :md particulnrly in Addissa afforeMatiun program the projeci came about 

being successful due to public participation in the project identification. project meeting 

and implcmentation for example Addissan afforeSlaiion program has completed 19.9'Vo of it s 

activity with the two year program life span(2010-20 12 G.C). In relation to the above poim 

Worcda devclopment agent :,upervisor and kebele development agent revealed that in almosl 

all rural v illage~ of Sekota adjoin woreda (including the study program). the experience~ 

with area enclosures is encouraging. Moreover. government and ORDA informants said 

that the stone-terracing and the community fores t:, in the study sites were developed through 

participation and these seem to be ~ome of the success factors of all the changes in the areas. 

This is due to raising awareness by community as to the belle Ii! of participation in 

afforestation. cremion of struc ture to partic ipatc local peoplcs In the overall affores tation 

programs by both government and NGO. 

Genera ll y as is earlier indicated above. it is understood by both parties (afforeatation 

program management amI the community) that benefit of effecti ve commun ity participatIon 

is indispensable and hence is properly practiced. However they said in the contrary that 

dependency att it ude or mentality, lack of awareness, lack of effective (eam effort . lack of 

technical experts. lake of publici ty and media relations. lack of facilitation and lack of 

coordin.lling logistics acti\ itics. complain <.Igainst for fooo- for-work elected participants by 

non elected one are :,till the major problems that were seen during the Implcmentation. 

According to them other activ ities carried out by the project included con"tructlon of water 

tanks. (ten) seedling nun.ery si te controllers and twenty one forest site controll ers have been 

consti tu ted for the afforestation work etc. Addit ional a .... y~tem of informing \ I<.;i tor" ahou t 

overa ll activ ilic!o, of thc program through photo ga lleries is al rcady in placc in the orgalll/<1t ion 

.md The rol1o" ing Figure ... 9. I 0. I 1.12 and 13 are cxal11pl e~ of photo galleric~ of the project 

here in below. 
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project. (Source; -ORDA 's photo gallery 2010) 

• 

• 

, 
~, 

-'" ~ 
Figure 10: - Local community partic ipa tion in &ile preparation in the project si le. 

ORDA"s photo gallery 2010) 

Seedling nursery site: - In the year 2010-20 11 and 20 11-2012 G.C three seedling 

nurseries s it e,> \\crc con~tructcd. From this const ricted Seedling nllr~cry sile~. Iwo o f' thelll 

\\cre ('()n~lrUCled by ORDA. One o f l h i~ is found loca ted to the west of projcxt sile. While 
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the other is placed approx imalc1y 50 meter~ fWIII the nearly high way which makes it easy 

for transporta tion of seedli ngs. We can say that both of them are found very near or !)ide by 

side to each other. This in-tum seems that it has an implication of wise nursery site selection 

and ea!)y for any collabomtive act ion between the two seedling nursery sites of ORDA. As 

the same lime the third seedling nursery site constricted by the government is found 

considerably far to the later seedling nursery site constricted by ORDA. It walks down to 

the boltom of a moderately sloped hillside where (here is a small river at the boltom. Each 

seedling constructed has a carrying/hosting capac ity of 420.000. 270,000 and 452.000 

seedlings per a year. In the years 2010111 and '20 1111 2 lOl3.1 of 2.'284,000 seedlings were 

prepared and '2 .1 03,300 was ready for plantation and 2.000.002 were planted in the project 

site. Seedling ready to be plan ted , it hm. been assumed that 1.1 Single seedling cOsts around 18 

Birr. 

Acacia ami EucalYptus ~pecies are the dominant plantation species for the project area. In 

addition to the above mentioned seedling nursery sites. for the coming three year ... It i:-. 

planed that (2012113. 2013114 and 20 14/ 15 G.C) three new seedl ing nursery centers wtll be 

constrict cd both by the go\'ernmcnt and ORDA. Two of them are going 10 be constTlctcd by 

the government while ORDA lakes rcspon~ ibilit y for the cOIl~lruclion of the third one with 

the carrying/hosting capacity of 750,000. and 250,000 :'lIld 350.000 seedlings rC!o, pec tivcl y 

(Table 28). (Sollree; - ORDA 2010) 
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Figurell;- local community panicipalion In transportat ion seedlings to the project area . 

(Source; - ORDA "s photo ga ll ery 20 10) 

.. :-- ." -

Figure 12: - local community in planting trees in the project area (Source; - ORDA photo 

ga ll ery 2010) 

According to the plan of the project proposal a tolal of 10.060.000 seedl ings are expec ted 10 

be pt::II11cd in Addi'isan affoerSlJ lion project s it e throughout the project life span (Tah le 28). 

And according 10 the program rcport currently most of the two year orthe program activities 

have been finished. 
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• 

-- -Figure 13;. Addissan afforestation project sile in the back ground. (Source; - ORDA.201D) 

The above finding!) indicate that there wa)) a fairly high level of community 

participation in the project 1JnplCmCnlnlion stage unl ike in project identification and project 

planning stages. Studies dOlle else\\ here also indic;;uc that community Participation in the 

project implementation .. I age lends to be higher than in the other stage ... For in .. lance. 

Wan yuma (:2003). carr)'lng oul a !o.ludy community based org~mizalions (CBOs) in \Ve~lcrn 

Ken ya, observed that 94.6% of the respondcnls participated in project implementation. 

According to Wanyama (2003), community participation was high III projcct 

implementation stage because project benefits were. at leas!. probable or real unlike in the 

other s tages. In this study. 53.3%. of the respondents reported that the projects provided 

them \\. ith mate rials for afforestation aCllvitie!-. e.g. Tree nur">ery and woodlot 

establishment. J\1araga et (II. (2010). carrying out a ~tudy on the l~lclOr~ determining 

coml11ullIty participation III alTorcMation projects 111 R iver Nyando Ba!-. in ob~crvcd thol there 

wa~ a ~trollg positive relation~hlp bel\vcen cOlllmunity participation and the bcncfits 

farmers obtained frolll the affore.'.tation projects. But in con tra"t to the current sllldy and 

those of Wanyam3 (2003) and Matanga (2000). Kumar's (2007) findings from evaluation 

or 60 wmer user group ... in 15 watersheds 10 the CoimbalOre District. India. round out 

that cOllllllunity participation rate fell rrolll 55°0 III project planning stage to 44°/0 dunng the 

project Illlph::mcnt<tllon ... tage and finally 10 27°u during project maintL'nalH.:e qage .... 111C 

c;xplandtion for KlIlllar· .... CWO?) finding ... could bc thilt waler project.... 1I0t only need high 

- 71 -



C!1pil;l1 oUII;lY for implementation bue al so for mailllt:nance of facilities. On capaci ty 
building, Matanga (2000) observed that 74% of the respondenl.\ participated in trJlIllllgs 
organized by NODs. TI1C current study also observed that majority 51.1 % of the rcspondents 
part icipated in trainings. Therefore, Malanga's (2000) findings agree with the finding~ of the 
current ~Iudy. However. the current ~lUdy found oul thaI capacity building wa~ .!.kcwed 
towards tree planting. care and management. On the formation of local level commitlces, 
Manikutl y (1998). in his paper on communit y participmion in five water and san itation 
projects III India. noted that water projectli in Kerala Mate had constituted democratic and 
stron g committees and hence, the rea~on why they were ~lIcces~ful. However. In the current 
study, it was ob~ervcd that committee elections were irregularly he ld hence. creating rOOI11 
for possible discord. Thus. while a number of other researchers such as Chokkalingam et 
ai, (2006). Pandey (2007). Shah ewl., (2000) cited in APO. (2002). Bastidas (200-1), 
Jansens and Wildell1ecrsch (2002). Mweene (2006). Sowers et al. (1994). \Veslaney~ and 
Woodley (1998) and AdeolJ. el af, (2001) have also discussed the importance of community 
participation in project implementation and why lack of it in this stage of the projecl cycle 
has conlribmed to failure of projects. the authors have fa il ed to provide data to !o.upport their 
arguments. And although this Mudy rocu~cd on the success of the afforeMation project in 
Wolehe Addissan afforesta tion site. and to provide data on community participation in the 
project implementation stage on which future sludies may be buill. 

5.5. Communit) participalions in Sckota ~Idju ining worcda \"olche 

Kebd~ Addissan alTorcslation project. 

5.5.1 Projcci !\I onilori ng and Evaluation Slagt! 

In order to get information abou t the role of local comll1unitie\ in monilOring and evaluation 
of the afforestation project:... the researchers stal1cd orf by asking tht: respondent~ to 
indicatc \\helher they particip::lled 10 the monitoring and evaluation of project actl\lties. 
Majority. 98.2 °iO. of thc rc .... pondcnls indicated Ihat Ihey never p<1I1ICip:IICd in thc 
monitonng and evaluation of the activities of the afforestation projects. When they were 
asked 10 £I\,C reasons for their non·participalion. 69.2 % of thc respondents indicated thaI 
Ihey \\ere nOI aware when monitoring and cvaluation \\J.S calTied QUI. Abollt 29 % 

indH.:atcd Ihat thc) never partlclpaled in monitoring ,md C\"aIUilllon hcC<IU'-,C Ihey had ne\er 
bCl:1l ill' \led to takt: pan. 
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A note from :l community key infonnant in Wuleh kebele suppon!l (hiS Idea: 

"'"corportlt;'lg the loclli community hlea. .. ill. monitoring lmd emluolion would help tht' 'he 

project mOllngemell1s 10 create sense 0/ OWllefship up Oil the people lind ensure tire 

s/lsllIillabi!ity of the program. but the project mallage",em hOI'e IIOt call us for in/omulliml 

and meeting in mUlIitorilig and emiliatiull . " 

Othcr key informant also quotes the following : 

"'"eluding the local people iii mOllitoring and eroiliolioll helps the commullity to discuss 

each other. 10 learn the past mistakes and be\'! experiences of t"e projet:t {lmlthe com",ltnity 

itself Bur the project mallagemelllS hO\'e 1101 called us for ill/ormatioll alld meeting ill 

mOllitoring ami el'aIIiOlioll. " 

Sti li on the b~lIe of mOl1ltoring and evalumion, the rcsearchcr:-. asked the rc.'. pondents to 

indicate \\ ho the y thought was responsible for the development o f project monitoring and 

evaluation tools. Thus. 100% of the respondcnts indic<ltcd that the projects managcment 

was responsible for the deSign of the project monitoring and evaluation. 

In addition. the researche rs a.. ... ked the respondents as 10 whether there was di~tribullon o f 

brief sun'ey que.'. lionnai re or monitoring and evaluation forms as mcan ... of II1corpora tlllg 

feedbacks by the Woreda and Keble administralive dC\clopment agent . local committee and 

elected comm ittee or ORDA experts of the village to loca l people and to those concerned. 

In thi s respect. ag.ai n 98.3% of the respondenb sa id no. 

Additionally In order (0 slIlI find OUI whether the respondents were Involved III 

l11onilOring and evaluation. the researchers asked the responden t~ to indicate \\ helher they 

had. at any given tllne. had access to the project monitoring and c\'aJuatlon rcports. Only 1.6 

% of the rcspondents had acce~sed the project mon itoring and evaluation rep0l1s o f 20 11 

G.c. 

In this ~tage focus group part icipants were also consulted on different topics IIlcluding:­

Major tOpICS discussed during the consu ltation mceting were; 

.L COlllmunity partiCIpa ti on in Project monitoring and naJuJtion and 

.L CUllllllulllties commitments 10 the project !\t&E 

Sincc the respon ... es Irolll focus group ... participant. ... ha\ e a lot 01 simiJaritie .... il is founded 

lhal unnt·l:cs ... ary 10 report here one hy one separately. Ri.uher. rcfcn:nn.· ... afC made 10 Ihe 

spec ific qucsllon ... anti diveq;l:1l1 views. The di scmsion was started by l:l1lph:lsi/ing. the re 
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was both by the government and ORDA has firmly believe in communities' participation 
in monitoring and evaluation process of any development program and their ac ti ve and 
sincere partic ipation in the M&E is very important. 

Accordin gly, participants were a!o.ked as ind ividual and community member whether 
they are invol\-e M&E or not in of the afforestation project and there willingne:..s to 
participate in the projec t M&E also as~c!o.scd . The re~ponses from the foc li s group 
di scllss ions were that they full y accept the concept of the project monitoring and evaluation. 
However. in pract ice d iffe re nt v iews were ra ised and two gro ups with diffe rent idea 
were formed. Gove rnm ent and ORDA e lec ted commill ce pa rti ci pants a re the rir~ t 

gro up suppo rti ng the idea tha t all com muniti es in vo lved III M& E by meetin gs whil e 
the rest pa rti cipant~ di~agree with the lirsl group~ because they were not inv ited to 
meetings. lI owever majorit y o f com munit y and fo cus group parti c ipants have 
indicated that com mu ni ty we re no t in volve in M& E phase because o f communit y 
were nOI 3\\-are of when mOnitoring and evaluation was carried out and had never been 
invited to take pan in. In general. most partic ipants indic ted that they have not invol\·ed in 
the project M&E. 

TIle above find ings rdlect low communi ty part icipation III the project monilOring and 
evaluation ~ tagc. Studlc~ done elsewherc. abo indi cate roor community parti cipat ion in th i~ 

~tage of the project cycle. Unfortunatel y. almo~1 all the studi c~ havc not provided fue ts in 
term~ of figure., to o;;;how how poor community parti c ipation \\"a~ man i fe~t in thi s stag!! but 
have only giyen broad genera l statements. For instance, Kerkhof (1990) obserycd that lack 
of cOlllmuni ty part icipation In monitoring and evaluati on led 10 fai lurc o f affore:-.tation and 
agroforestry proJcc t .. 111 Africa. Kerkho f (1 990) observed thi s in re lati o n to an eval u.tti o n 
of 2 1 affort!~ t atlon and agroforc:.tr y projecl.~ .. in Africa. Unfortunatel y. Kerkho f ( 1990) thd 
110t pro\"ide pr,tctlcal data to back up the~c d ai m ... Si kka <l nJ ShanJa (2002) and Kumar 
(2007). too. ment ioned the imporlance of moni tori ng and evalualioll and hO\\ lack of it hao,; 
contri buted to failu re of project ... : but like Kerkho f (1 ')90 ). Ihey also d id not provide <" til li .. t; co,; 
to support their ;]~:.cnion ... N;lIf and Kri ~hn ak ulll3r (200··q att cmpted to ... how tlwt ,01llC 

water projt::l:t\ III India had wccccdt::d hecau,e of cOlllllluni ty part lc ip;:1I ion in the Illoll llori ng 
and c\aluatlon , tage hut they al...o did not giyc .. tat i,t lc, 10 ~lIpport 11li..' ir arguments 
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CHAPTER SIX 

CONCLUSION AND RECOI\IMENDATJON 

6.1 Conclusion 
Forest reSQurCC:-i In Ethiopia have ex.pericnccd so much pressure due to increa~i ng 

need for wood products and conversion to agncullufc. The trend in Ethiopia today IS to 

protect the remaining natural foreM'\ for their "ariou'\ social. economic and environmental 

values. On the other hand. there is increaSing demand for wood and wood products. To 

strike the balance between the two interc~I~. arforc~tarion/plantatioO'l is very impOrlanl. 

Planl:Jlions arc e\'en-aged fores t stands deliberately established by hurnam. on formerly 

non-fore:-'lcd lands or deforested lands the puq>ose can be wood production or 

environmental protection under the o\\ne r~hips of the private sec tor. individual fanl1t:rs. the 

community. or the !)Ii.ltc. The !) ize of plantation!) ranges from Ie!)!) than a hectare (e.g .. 

Euc(llyprus woodlots) to several hundred thousand~ of hectares of land (large scale 

plantations). Size of large scale state or community plantations depends on whether the 

plantation is Integrated with a proce ... smg industry (and thus \\ ith its annlla l intJ!..:e of wood). 

availability of market or the wood requiremcnts of communi ties (ECRN-UNDP. 1010). 

Ethiopm ha~ a long history of tree planting aClivities. According to hi!)torical records. 

affore!)tJtion ~tarted III the early 1400~ by the order of King Zem-Yakob ( 1 .. 04-1468). 

Modern (ree planting u\ing introduced tree ... pccies (main ly Australian Elfca"pllIs) started in 

1895 when Emperor Mcneil!..: II ( 1888- 1892) looked into so lutions for alleviating shortage 

of firewood and cOIl~truclion wood In the capita l, Addis Ababa. 

However, the historic rapid expansion of large sca le and community plantations 

occurred during the Dergue regime. which resulted in the establishment of large scale 

plantations. Several fuelwood projects funded by UNSO, UND? and FINNIDA spread 

over the count,y with marked concentrations around big Cities such as Bahir Dar. 

Dessic, Gondar, Naza reth, Addis Ababa and Debrc-Berhan (Breitenbach, 1962). These 

plantations have often been established for supplying the huge demand for wood 

products in Ethiopia. Today. tree plantations cover approximate ly 500, 000 ha 

(WBISPP. 2005), out of which 133,041 ha were established as community plantations 

between 1978 and 1989. Ellcal\pllH ~/1l'C/e\ (58%) and ("1/1'1"£'.\.1"1/ 1 (29%) are the 
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dominant plantation species. Other speci~s include Juniperus procem (4%), Pimls 

species (2%) and the rest (7%). The resuhs presented and di seu!)sed in the precedmg 

section have provided data on the nature of community participation in the different stages 

of the project cycle. Addissan afforestation Project is joint project by government and 

ORDA (<I local NGO) with the close involvement o f local peoples. Which is located 35 kms 

from sou th of the capita l of the adjoining woreda Sekota and 13 km from wolehe kcbelc 

administration. Which is an integrated pan of the 70nal. woreda and kebele plan for being 

implemented from 2010/ 11 2OJ .. 1I 15 G.c. The project sHe comprises an area of 4.710 

hec tares. The area where the projec t is implemented (as with all land in Ethiopia) is the 

property of the Federal Govern ment of Ethiopia and the project land is admin istered by 

Wolehe kcbcle. The land is 'communal land ' or "Communal holdings" and management of 

the land is not allocated (0 any mdividual. group or organization. The land hi degraded and 

is utili/cd lid hoc by community mcmbers for fucl wood co llection. charcoal making. and 

grazing by the surrounding community. 

Based on the community participation. the research concluded that 

.. Public In format ion or Public Rel ations 10 provide complete and objel:lI\'c 

information for the publ ic . IInproved quality of decisions to obtain most effective 

~ollllion ,tntl nl;:\" ahcrnatives from the publ ic. high deg ree of opcnnes ... or Iru<;,.{ to (he 

institutions as well as in the program, consensm. building like solid. long term 

agreement. decrea ... ed controversy. legitimacy 10 govenlmcnt decision... and 

commitment between otherwise divergent panies. program for project identification. 

pl anni ng .. Implementation and monitoring and evaluation stages at commun ity Incl. 

are very c,>senllal componcllt of an effective public participation program howc,"er 

Addissan afforstatio program lacked th is essential component of an effeclive rub lic 

participilllon program since most of participant ... ill the sample respondent and the 

focus group partiCIpants generall y indicted Ihat th~y did not involved in the projec t 

IdentificatIon. planning and t.. 1&E . 

... It IInplic, that there ha ... been to low commun ity participation In the project 

Idcnlifil:atlon "Iage (proposal development. needs ~t ... sessmcnl. project slle select ion). 

planning mecltng (d<",.ul project activi ty. projcl'l life ... pan) and 1ll0lll tOrlllg and 
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evaluation all constituting essential l.:umponenrs of the project Idenritication and 

planning stage. 

... Because majority of the local people did not participate for the fact that they did nOl 

rcccive complete and objec tive information for Project identification and 1.3 % of 

the respondents indicated that they were nOl aware of when planning meeting was 

carried out. About 0.65 % ind icated that they never panicipated in plannin g 

meetings because they had never been invited 10 take part in. AboUi 4 % indicated 

that they never participated in planni ng meetings because they had in priva te 

jobs to full fill household gaps. About 45 % indicated that they never 

participuted in p lanning meetings because of compl:llnt again-,t Members and 

the p roject itself for agriculture <lnct social protcction (PSNP) projecl! .. and food­

for work .lIld they are not selected for PSNP progr;'lIn ami food- for-work proJccts in 

the previous programs. 

~ Here in view of the respondent'"' from the local people and FGD. we can also say thai 

Ihe Addi"o;,an alforestation project identification and planning meeting seel1l\ only 

conducting public participat ion to fulfill regulatory requirements . Therefore for the 

fact that such an issue is open for con trovcrsy. a kind of such publtc participat ion 

will not be of worth credibility. A~ a fesult the program lacks public Slipport from 

majorit) of the cummuni ty or Informed coment for a deci ~ lon, however it is usually 

necessary 10 u'"'c a collaborative problem-solving approach to public participation. 

with the public having genuine influence on the deci.!.ion (ahhough [he program 

management retains final decision-maklllg authoflty) 

4.. However there wa-, a rairl) high level of community p;'lrticipat ion In the project 

Implementation stage unlike III project identification and project planning ~ t age,",. 

The majof rea~on for cuntribUlion to Addl!)san afforestation project 1Il1plementatioll 

activi ty by the responden ts ;.ire economic benefits ~2.57°!0 from the proJect( food­

fOf-work) by ORDA based on the number of dates \\hleh they invohe dunng the 

IIl1plcll1entatioll. On the other hand of the total re'"'pondents 6.8 11
0 contributed due 10 

mere request of the 1000:al c011lllliticc. Othel reasons for con tribution to partlClp,lIion 

IIldudcli. followlIlg other \'illagcrs 3°0. per"on,d commit11lcnt 1.9°/(1 ,\Ill! social 

benefit 1% rcspcctJ\d). The FaclOr~ dctcrlllll1Jllg ("olllll1l1llity parl1cipallol1 in 
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afforestation projech in Adissan Whulehe was a strong positive relallono;;hlp between 

communi ty paflicipalion and the benefits farmers obtained from the affore~tallOn 

projects, 

... Unfortunately, the finding of Adissan afforestation projects also reflects low 

community p~U1icipation in the project monitoring and evaluation ~tage, Studies 

done elsewhere, also indicate that poor community participation in thi s stagc 

happens to be low, Again unfortunatel). almost all the studies did not provided facts 

in terms of figures to <;how how poor community participation was manifested in 

thi~ ~tage but have only given broad general ~tatements 

• The finding it also indicated that there are traditional admini~lrative se tups III the 

commul1lty far far~st conseryaUan pract1c~~ like arca enclosures"kllkll' ·. If these 

lwditional practices howe\er are imegrated with modern afforestation efforts, it wi ll 

greatly ')upp0rl the com.en-ation of forestry proJcct in sile. 

• Many of the Addissan affore~tall i oJl program management ~aid that before. :-.tudy 

area had less expenence in participaring local peoples in afforestation project 

identification, plannlllg, implementation and monitoring and evaluation while 

coml11tJllIlie~ are involved in destruction rather than protecting the work of 

govcrnment :'lIld ORDA due to this most of afforestation activities in general were 

nOl MIC(:e~~ful. On thc othcr ~Ide government lacks structure to invoh e the 10l.:al 

peoples to take a major part in the overall development process. by dmgnosing local 

em'ironmcntal problems, laying down priorities and drawing plans of action to the 

later ... tage of IInplcmcntatlOn and (hu~ lO the su:..tamability of proJect~ out of the 

rooling ~en~c of owner"hip in the community. These are abo the major problem!'> that 

the governmt:nt filet: confront.lIlon from non particip.uion of the local peoplc, To 

conclude. community participation in communi ty forest development program~ at 

carly ~tage was di<;,couraging. Howcver it \\a~ III the ycar (2010 G.C) that the local 

government ORDA and the local commun ity ~tarted forest development acti\ itie<., 

including the Addi~:-.an arfore~tation project area and othcr acti\i~t~ like :-.tone­

tcrral'mg. In general in the ~lUd)' ,Irea and particularl) in Addi<;,<.,a afforc\lation 

program tht: project caml.': about bClllg ~uccc~ ... ful due to public partICipation 111 

the project Idcmliicalillll. projC(:t mcctlllg anti implementation fl\r t"i.<lmpie Addi~~,1Il 
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afforestation program has completed 19 .9~ o ut' its activity with the (wo year program 

li fe span(2010-2012 G.C) . 

..&.. The management group however said that il is not implied that things are currenlly 

completely right. For instance community's dependency to aid and menlality. 

inadequate participal ion lack of awareness and lack of sense ownership of the 

community in the affores.tation development effort s are the dominant ch;'lilenges still 

requi ring addit ional efforts . 

... Finally the current study does not state that the afforestation program in Adissan 

Wolehc hal, fa ilcd. howcver II argues that the program fa iled to cffeClively Involve 

locaJ communi ty members in the program even though go\,cmmcnt and ORDA key 

informant indicated that performance of project has been completed the two year 

projec t goal by 19.9% through ac tive paI1icipation of the local community o f 

\Volche kebele . In othcr worlds this implies that the program of the Addissan 

afforst:.l1 io program has lacked major components of effective participation program 

and thiS was supported by evidence from interviewer-administered face to face 

qucstlonnalre from the local people. interview from community representatives. 

from FGD partiCipants and interview from some program managcmcnt rcspondcnts. 
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6.2 Recommendations 

This sect ion basica ll y ra ises three issues which are considered 10 in three parts the fir!<. t part 

pro\'ides certain recommendations to strengthen com munity part ic ipation in key phases of a 

afforstation program based on the findings from this art icle. the second gives suggest ion for 

improvement and the third is are:'lS for furthe r research. 

Recommendations ror community pa rticipation in key phase the program 

r It is sugge~ted that the progra m should a'\ much as pos:"!ible involving the whole 

community 111 the three stages of the project cycle (ldcnllficaliol1. planning and 

monlloring and evaluation) 

;;r As the same time it is ~ugge!<.ted that the comlTIulllly ~hou l d be given the opportunity 

to reach at list majority agreement in project identi lic<ltion particularly in si te 

'iclection \\ Ith the a vicw to allcviating possible conlro\'ersies in the ncar future thc 

community also ~hould be given the mandale in deci~ion making and well 

integration procesl, in the decision making in a manner that the cOlllmunity i!<. fully 

consulted, should be there with as well. 

-.II"" Again there should be Awareness creation abou t the benefits of sharing decision 

making and incorporating local people's op in ion and crcatc scnse of ownership 

'7 CommunilJe:-. at the gra:-.~ roots level ~hould take a major part in the overall of 

project activ1ty. 

iF' The deselected and '\elacton or members or the community ror food-ror-work ~hould 

be in line with jUI,II"eable di:-.tribution procduer a:-. pm~ible a~ it cloud be done 011 the 

same token 11 i ... ad\'i"able that both deselected and selected members ~hould 

e;:qually protect the program :\1, if they are jOlllt o\vner.., of the project. 

-'"' Comlllunllic ... should know in advance with dear Clll legislation about the local 

ownership right to directly gain financial benelil'. from the developed forc~1 trees. 

,. Since Women participation i~ \'ery 10\\. it ... hou ld be promoted further in order that 

the project at the end '1hould hc inclusive. 
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Suggestion for improvements 

Local government officials and ORDA also need to lake the following measures: 

, Officers should be provided with adequate resources more so means of tran~port 

plantation inputs, 

" Arranging transplanting time base on the local people 's interest to avoid coincidence 

with peak periods when demand for labor is highest from farming .Uld other 

agricultural activities. This will demand that farmers adjust and plan activities on 

their f~lrms properly. 

<¥" Finally it is indicated that there arc tradillonal admllwaral1vc sctups in the 

community for forest conservation practices like area cnclosures"'kilkil", But their 

ultimate authority is currently of very minimal role as a result of by the modern 

administrative sctup~. If these traditional practices however arc integrated with 

modem affore:-.tation efrorl':>. It wi ll gre;:ttly support the conservation of forestry 

project in site, 

Areas for further research 

The follo\\;ing areas need 10 be addrc%cd by rC!o.carchers: 

There is need to can'y out a dctai led study in thc Addissan afforestation program 011 the 

following areas: 

" Factors such socio·economic conMrainls to communilY participation were poor land 

use planning. shortage of labor. capital. family s i/e. small land "' l/e", and in",ccure 

land lenure and resource use compet ition between ca",h crops and Irees need to carry 

out. 

r Tree specle~ preferred by the local community and Indigenous knowledge on trce 

compatibility are required to be carried out. 

r There is also a need 10 carry out a stud) on tree ... pecie~ thai can be compal1blc to the 

ell vi ron mcnl 

I The re ... earch finally suggesh that there should be appropriate cross check hy going 

to the SIIC in person as 10 whether the seedlings arc properly wedged and SUI'\'j\cd so 

[hal there \\ ill be praglll<.ltic COITc"'ponc!cncc to the program pl<.ln at han(1. 
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Appendix I 
Addis Ababa University 

Center for ,"Vater, Environment and Dc\'clopment studies 

Part I 

Questionnaire for government and ORDA administratil'c level participants 

English VCf \ion of the Questionnaire 

The role of community Parlicipation in afforestation project: the case of Sekula 

adoining woreda Addissan atTorstalion project. 

Dear rc!)pondent. 

This questionnaire i!-. prepared to ga ther information about afforst<lli on practices. imCtbll ) of 
people's participation and comributions useful for the protection and main te nance of your 
environment. In an~wcring my quc!)lions. please remember thai there are no correc t or 
wrong answers. I am just after your hones l opinion. Th is in formation wi ll used for academic 
propose which mean It extremely confidential 

T hank you for you r time and cooperat ion! 
Yidcg A lemu 

Pari I. Socio-demll£raphlC' Informa ti on 
Nanle----------------------------------------------- ----------------------------- ---------------

Sex--------------------------------------- Age --------------------------------------------------

Woreda -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------­

Kebele ------------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------

Ethnicity---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------­

S ludy code #: -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Pari II. Thi~ pari of the que ... tionnaire is de:-.ign to a:-.:-.e ... ~ communi ty participallon a t SekOla 
adjoining woreda addl:-. ...... n affor~I ~lllon project. 

I. lIow do you define commun ity partic ipation in a fforestation project? 

2. Do you believe the Addlsan affore .. tation project is JOIIHly prnJcct Wi th ORDA'l 

A. Ye'D B. No 0 
3. If your answer for queslIo : "Yes", would) Ise give reasons'! 

4. If your an~\\'cr for questlon "# I is "No", would you pleasc gl\c reasons? 

5. What afC the maLll rcasons Addisan afforestation projc!.: t as priofl ty .tn:as that IS 

gl\cn 
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Emphasis in the plan? And why? 

6. Do you think that affor~talion project is designed in the cOnlex t of the environment? 
(woreda )? 
A. Yes. why? B. No. why? ______ _ 

7. Do you think that the afforstation projcciis participatory? 

A. yes. why __ _ B. No. why ______ _ 

8. What type of commUnil) participation i ... u ... ed? 

A. ci ti zen control D B consultation D C. manipulation D 
9. How can the community get informed about the afforMation project? 

A. U~ing mas~ Medias (pri nting or audio video i.e TV or cOllllllun ity radio) D 
B. Public meetings D 
C. Through training~ or worhhop D 
D. Through other social networks like Church, Mosque and 'eder' services D 
E. Others D 
10. Do you have methods of monilOring and evaluat ing the implementation of 

affor!oltalion project? 

A. yC!ol D B.No D 
II . What arc the major problems in implelllenting the affor~tJ.tion pwjt"l:t? 

12. How do you so lve lmplemclllation problems? 

13. Do you think that the implemcntation \\as as 1'1lc('c!oI!oIfui a~ it was planed? 

I .. t Do you remembcr any change made on the plan a ... resull 01 community feedback? 

A. ye" _______________ _ 

B . ~o :, __________________________________ _ 

15. b there stakeholder meeting takes place for addis~an afforcs lalon projcl. 

A Y r.: ... : __________________________________ _ 

B No: ____________________________________ _ 
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16. Wh3t was the ref>pon ~ibility of elected represelltative of the in (he preparation of the 

afforstation project? 

17. What are the roles government and ORDA with reg.ard to community participation? 

18. What experiences have you learned in tenn~ of community participation in the Kebc1e 

development? 

19. How do you e\"aiuale the project collaboration? 

A=cxccllcn t 0 B. ve ry good 0 C. good o E. poorO F fail. 0 
Give your reasons for your choice pieas __________________ _ 
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Addis Ababa University 

Cenlu ror Walcr, Environment and Denlopmcnl studies 

Part 2 

Questionnaire for the Electcd Representatives 

English Version of the Questionnaire 

The role of community Participation in afforestation project: the case of Sekota 

Adjoining woreda Addissan afTorMation project. 

Dear respondent , 

This que~lionnaire is prepared to gather inron11alion abo lit affor ... lation practices. imem,il), of 
people's paniclpalion and cont ri butions useful for the protect ion and maintenance of your 
en vironmenl. In answering my quc~lions, pi case remember that there are no correct or 
wrong answers. , am just after your honest opinion. ThiS infol"lnal ion will used for academic 
propose which mean it extremely confidential. 

Thank you for your time and cooperalion! 
Yideg Alel11u 

P:'lrt I. Socio-dcmographic inrormation 

Nal11e----------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------

Sex--------------------------------------- Age ---------------------------------------------------

\V oreda ---- ------ --- --- --- --- ---- --- --- -- ---- --- ---- -- --- ---- ------------- --- --- -- -- ---------- -----

Kebele ............................................................................................. . 

Elhil1city-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------­

Study codc#: ------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Part IIlhi ~ part of the questionnaire ioS de~lgn to as~es~ the locallc\el d~vcloplll cnt plan 
at ... cckota woed ... 

I. b there any criterion for election to be representati\c in the kebcle dndopmem p l an '~ 

A. Yc,, ___________ B. No:: ________ _ 

2. Do you knO\\ have been the arfor~talioll project undertaken in your community? 

A. YC'D B. No D 
3. \vh~tI i~ your role in the i.lffor~ t a l ion project of the socicty'! 
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4 . Do you mvol ve in the addissan afforeSlaiotn project idenlifil:allOn like site selectIOn , 

criteria for site selection. project life span.and the whole project proposal? 

A. Yes O B. No 0 
5. If your answer is "yes" for question #3. have you conducted any community based 

di scuss ion conceming the affo r..t ation project before the implementation? 

A. Yes 0 B.No 0 
6. Arc the local peopl e involved in project ident ification. like site selection. criteria of site 

selection planning meetings and implementation? 

A. YesO B. NoO 

7. If the answer 15 'Yes' fo r question # 6, how are the local people be invo lved project 

meeti ng and implcmentiltlOn? 

A. Yes 0 B.~uO 
8. Are opinion of the communi ty have properl y integrated in the afforstation project 

meeting? o o 
A. Yes B. No 

9. Are your opinions conMdered prope rl y in project pl anning 8!'i we ll Ill1plcmel1t:.lIion") 

A. YesO B. No 0 
10. Do YOLI il1\o lvc in mcntoring and evaluation of affor:-. tation projec t? 

A. Yes 0 B. No 0 
I I Are the local people Involved in projec t fl.1 &E? 

A. Ye:-. B.No 

12 I f you have not invol\ed. do you ha\'e the reasons? 

13. 15. Is there ~takeholtkr meeting lakes place for add i",,;m afforc~taton projc l. 

A. ye" ________________ _ 

B. 1\'0· _________________ _ 

1 ... 10. Hov.. do )OU rank level o f co ll aboration between the communit ) and projec t'-

managcment 

A. cXl:cJ lcnt 0 B. vcry good 0 C. good 0 E. poor 0 F. fai l 

Rca"on~ for your choice pka" ________________ ·, 

15. Is therc any cyitl ence- \\ here loca l people d l ~ ;tg ree/rclucta n t til parl1 Cl patulll or project 
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Implementation activities or inclusion of Project Implemelltation Commillee after bemg 

Requested by the representatives? 

Yes D No D 
16. If your answer for question # 15 is "Yes", would you please give reasons? Why? 

17. What are the factor:, that influence in panicipation of local people in Projects? 

18. What are the factor!) that Influence in non.panlcipation of local people in afforstation 

project' ___________________ _ 

19. What are your suggc\tions to incorporate all walks of people In the affo rsta tion project? 
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Annex-3 

Addis Ababa University 
Center fo ... '''ater, Environment and De\'elopment studies 

Part 3 

Questionnai ... e for the Ru ... al Households 

English Ve ... sion of the Questionnaire 

The ... ole of community Pa ... ticipation in afforestation p ... oject : the case of Sekota 

adoining wo ... cda Addiss31l atTo ... .!Itation p ... ojett 

Dear respondent. 

This questionnai re is prepared to g:lthe r information about affor~tal ion practices, inlenslty of 
people's partlclpallon and contnbutions usefu l for the;: protect ion and main tt:nance of your 
en\'i ronment. In an~\\'enng my quc!o.tiom. p l ea~e remember that there are no cOlTect or 
wrong answers. I am just afte r your honest opinIon. This informa tion will used for academic 
propose which mean it extremely confidentia l. 

Thank you for your time and cooperation! 
Yideg Alemu 

Part I. Socio-demographic information 

Natne----------------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------

Sc x -- -- ----- ----- --- --- -------- -- ---- --- -- Age --- --- --- ------ ----- --- -- --- --- -- -------- --- --- ---­

Woreda -------------------------------------------- -----------------------------------------------­

Kcbelc ------------------------------.---------------------------------------------------------------

Ethincity--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Stud y code number: -----------------------------------------------------------------------------­
P:lrt II thi!o. part of the que~tionnaire is design to asses~ the IOCi.!l level dC\'clopmenl plan 
at set:kota woeda 
I . Occupation respon" lbtlity 

Agriculture D Busincs~ D Sen ice D Labor D Olher::. 

2. EducatIonal Status:-What f.!. r:u..le did you compl ete------------ ------ ---- ___________ ., 

General Qucstioll"i ahout the alforshllion projc('t stage b,) stage. 

I>~rt t\\o:- Pr oj cc t identificat ion 
I. Do you know anythi ng about the plan tation projec t whidl is take place III the add(hv.,an'? 

\. Yes D B. No D 
2. Arc )Oll I\l\olvcd in tht.: need i1<.,!'>e~~nH.:nt o f project'? 
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AYes 0 B.No D 

J. Do you have in,·ol\'Cd in meeting where the projects' management di scussed issues 
related 10 site scleclio~ the commun ity ? 0 

A. Yes ~ B.No 
4. If your answer for que~tion # 5 is "No", would you please give reasons? 

5. Do you know the criteri a fo r site scicction?o 
A. YesCJ B.No 

6. Are you invot\'Cd in Ihe preparation of projrt prloposal likC sile d emarcation? 
A. Yes D B.No 

7. Do you agree for the demarcation of the area wh ich is closed? 
A. Yes [:=:J B. No [:=:J 

8. If your answer for que~tion # 7 is "NO", would you please gl\'e reasons? 

9. Do you have accessed the project proposals? 
A. Yes c::::::::::J B. No c::::::::::J 

Par i Ihree: . Planning Shlge 
I. Arc ) 'OU invoh'cd in (he projec t planning meeting? 
A. Yes [:=:J B. No[:=:J 
2. tr your answer ror question # I IS '·Yes", would you please give reasons for your 
participati on? 

J.lfyour answcr for quc5.tion 11 1 is "No'·. would you pi case give reasons for your non-
particlpat ion? _--, ___ .,--____ -,----:-_--,--::-__ ,-_---,.,-:-_---, __ ,-----,,.,-_--,-_ 
-t. Do you engage in any other community b,t!o.ed discllssion or did you hear the affor!->tation 

project before the Implementation? 

A.Yes 0 B.NoO 

5. If you r answer for que ... tion # 3 IS ··Yes", would you please glvc reasons for your 
participation? 

6. What mean.., of information used to announce or create ;:l\varcncs.., about the afforestation 

projt.!c t ? 0 0 
A. community mectlllg B.rJmn,tcrm training C. Public 0 
announcement ~ 

D. atl\crll~ement . F Othcrll 
7. How often do you participate in meetings or concerns regar<.lIng local aTrOrcsLt ion 
planning proce~s 

A alwaysc=:J B OCC3\ionallD C often 0 
D. rarely CJ 

R. If your an~wer i:-. atwa}~ . \, hal arc your rca~oIH,? __________ _ 
Plci.l\C spct.:ify If you t.:hokc other option~ . and wh)? 

9. lime you dlscussc:d opcnly or ditl )Oll Ihlll!.. community opimon and Idea ... \\il~ IH:<Ird ant.! 

atlopted III the ill the plan of projec t? 
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A. Yes: _____ _ II. No: _______ _ 

10.5. If your answer for question # 3 is "Yes", would you please think that your opinion is 
considered proper) y? 

II. Do you know the projects' life spans? D 
A Yes:c=J how m.my? B. No 

12. b education influences your participation in the project pl'lnning meeting? 

B. No: ________ _ A. Yes: ---:-__ -:-:--:-
13.1s any cu lt u r e which influence.;; your pa rticipation in the project planning meeting? 

A.Yes: ____ _ B. No: ________ _ 

14. Is gender which innuences your parucipation in the project planning meeting? 

A. Yes: _____ B. No: ________ --

15. Is thefe cleaf cui legi"lallon about the local communilY"s 0\\ ncrship righllo directly gain 
financial bencfilS from the de\'cloped forest trees? 

A. Yes: B. No: ________ _ 

Pari four:-Implcmcntation of the project 

i . Do you know anYlhing aboul Ihe Pial1laliol proTI which is impiemcnled in Ihe 
addd i <;~an'! 

A . Yes 0 B. No 

2. Do you invo\yc 111 community (raming on affore~tation activi ti es and o ther project 

management <I')pe(.:t::.. 

A. Yes. \\ hy: - ________________ _ 

B No. \\ h) :--------c----------
3. Arc you involved in the project implemcntation? 

A . Yes c:::::::J B. No c:::::::J 
2. Do you think that the project~ undertaken in your local ity have been implemc ntcd through 

participation of all? 

AYe'D B.No D 
3. What type of cOlll ribution has you provide in the implemcnt<ltion 'l 

A. labor D B. ca..,h D C. kind. D. mforrnalion D 
E. s ll gge~(ion D F. other D 

4. What arc the r~a ... on~ for con tribut ion? 

A economic benefit D B. Social bcnefil~ D 
o Following other \i llagcr ... D 

C. Per ... onal commitment 

D 
D 

E. requested b) local COlllnllll CC 
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S. Do you Involve in qakeho lder forums mccting? 

A. Ves D B. No D 
6, How do yo u rank leve l of coJlaboration between the comlllun ity and projects management 

A=excellent D B. very good D C. good D E. poor D F. fail D 
Reasons fo r your choice 

plc<lse ________________________ ? 

7. Do you think culture have positive or negatl\e mfluence in the implementation? 

A.Yes D B.No D 
8. Do you have any gender ba~ed claS' .. ificatlon of role LIl the implementation? 

B. Ves D B. No D 
Part fi Vfj-l'rojectl\lonitori ng and Evaluation Stage 
I. Do you imohe in monitor in g and evaluation of the afforestation projects? 

Yes D B. No D 
2. What was your reason for you r non-participation? 

A. because not mcmber of food-fo r-wo rk and PSNP 

B. not aware whcn monltonng and cvaluatlon was carried out. 

C. never been invited to take pan 

D. other 

***Thank you once again for you kind cooperation 
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Annex-4 

Addis Ababa University 

Center ror \Vater, Environment and Development studies 

Part 4 

English Version of the Questionnaire 

The role of community Participation in affo restation project : the case of Sekola 

adoining woreda Addissan afforsta tion project 

Inten- iew questions for Sectoral office heads and ORI)A 

This questionnaire is preparetl to gather mformation aboU( afforstation prac ti ces, in!cn\I!} or 

people's partll'ipation and contributions useful for the protection and maintenance of your 
environment. In answering. my questiom., please rl!member Ihat there are no correct or 
wrong answers. I 'Ull jusl after your hone..,t opinion. This information will used for academic 
propose which mean it extremely confidemi.d. 

Yideg Alel1lu 

I. Personal Data- f!:! 
1. 1 Sex ______ _ 

1.2 EdUCaiional background _ _______ _ 

1.3 Year of work experience _ _ ___ ___ _ 

1.4 Po~ition _____ ___ _ _ 

Queslions related to the community participation. colhlhoration and support. 
I.To what extent arc the relationships between Wcrcda and kebele administratIon, and 

ORDA" 
2. Who is responsible for community participation, co-oper~lIion and re:.ource 

l11obili/311on for afforc\taion project'! 
3. How participated the com1l1unitie\ In project <lCl1vities? 
4. How did you evaluate the participation of communities in affon.:::.tation project? 
5. b thert.: compet1l10n by community? 
6. 11 0\\ <..10 you evaluatc the performance of affore~lation project in gcnera l anti the StlH.ly 

area m p'111ieular'l 
7. Ilow do you cxpla11l affore\tatioll project before and after Illlplerncnt.\l1on? \VlIh 

Exn11lple~. 
S. lIow do you explain ollm:ated budget to implement the actIvi ti es? I" there a gap between') 

Physical and financial plan? To what extent? 
9. Doe\ have Zonal and Re!.!ional adlllill i ~ tratlon 11ltcrfcre in projcct affairs? To what extent? 
10. To what cxtcnll~ the Zone administration ~upporlt::d 10 thc projCl't? 
II. What will you recommend 111 0\ aeoming the prohkm:. you han! mcntion~ 
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Annc x-5 

Addis Ababa University 

Ccnter ror \Vater, En\'ironment and Dc\Clopmcnt studies 

ParI 5 

English Version or the Questionnaire 

The role of community Participation in afforestation project : the case or Sekota 

adoining woreda Add issan :Ifforstat ion project 

Focus group discussion questions, for Experts, Elders. and Rurailiouseholds. 

This quest ionnaire is prepared 10 galher information about afforSl3t1 0n practices, in(cm.il) o f 

people'!> part icIpation a n d cont ri bution ~ useful for the protec tIOn and maintenance o f your 
environmen t. In answeri ng my quc~tion s, please rcmember that there are no correc t or 
wrong answcrs. I am j u~ t after your hone:-.t opinion. This information will used for academic 
propose which mcan it ext remely confi dential. 
I lhank you in advance for )our co-operation and response. 

Yideg Alcl1lu 

I. Profile of Respondents Community Forest Site 
• A total of e ight discussants 
• Two elected representatives ( one tradition al sch ooling and one elementary 

schooling) 
• Two you ng men village represen tat ive (illite ra te ) 
• on e nearly young women 

• One School teacher (d iploma) 

• On e wood seller (illiterate) 

• One charcoal seller (illite ra te) 

• On e farmer (illiterate) 

• Held near a market place (illi te rate) 

• Held on Saturday, November 1,20 12 
• isslies PLlll iclpalion about in all<..I iv.,an arfort::-. talio projcc t? 

o Projcct proposal 

o Projec t lllCelll1g 

Projcct llllplcmt:ntalion Llnd M&E ... t agc~. 
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Appendix-6 
About the Organization ror Rehabilitation and Development (ORDA ) 

Vision;-Secillg poverty free people of Eth iopia 

Mission:-Empowcring the Amhara region food livel ihood in~ccure househo l d~ and cOlllmunities 
to maximize their deveiopmcni poten tials and benefi ts by developing the ir cap<lbiiities and sel f­

esteem 

Positioning:-ORDA is the learning, caring and dependable devcloprncn! part ner 

Motto;-Making a dilTerence In coll aboration!!! 

Valucs: -Effectjvc collaboration -Respect and dedication to the people 

Dynamic im,titullon,,1 governance -Unity of pllrpo~e 

Imegrity -Impartiality 

Tran ~p~lrcncy and accountability - I-iarne<;sing vollill teerism 

Community participation and -Empuwcrmcnl 

Goal: -To ensure hou :-.chold ami community livelihoods !loccurity and enhance socio-economic 

and governance transformation in Amhara . 

Objcclh cs :-De\eloping the t.:apabllity and self-esteem of the food insecure households and 

communities Supporting the rural poor hou:-.ehold-, and communities endeavors in natural 

re!loourcc. agriculture and infra ... tructurc development as well a ... off-farm income diver-,lIicallons 

Re:-.pom.hng to natural and manmade di"a ... ters Empowenng women Combating HIV'AIDS allll 

Harmful TrallilJonal practlt.:c ... 

Progr a ms 
I . Agricultural Development focusing on: 

Capacity building. Enh<lnccmem of markcl-icli agricultural produ,-uon dmJ pnx.luctl\i(y ami 

Promotion of participatory Il:llura l resource s conservation and integmted water shade 

management practice" ,Di vcf''I ifying and increa ... ing household income 

2. Water Resource Development :-Safe water supply and Small scale lITigation 

3. Fort:\t resource development 

Bio-dive r .. ity cOI1:.er\ation. Agro-fore ... try. IndiVidual household's \\'oodlO1 e .. tabli .. hment 

Commull1ty/-,ocial forest dc\clopmcnl. Wood .. nd high \alue tree production 

-L Disil\ ter nlltigallon 

5. Capacity building 

Organizat iona l Structure 

General r""elllbl) 

Board of Director ... 

The E\ccmi\'c and Deput) Director, 

Program" and \~rVlce\ 

Project. liaison. und 'lonal coordllwtion o llict:~ 

Nt.'t\\orJ....lng .. nd Col laborat ion 

In funhL'nng it-. purpo ... e. ORDA i ... a mcmber of ~c\eral national and IntcnU!lllnai nct\\orb. It 
ha:. ah~a~'> been COllllll ltt ed In m~\xil1llling collaboration \\o11h the target commullIlIc:.. 

C(ll1lmllnl1~ -b;hCd orgalllt;ltlon .... loc~tl government .,truclurc ... ilnd line ofllct''> 
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Appendix.7 

Inslitu lional Structure and Planning Process in \Voleh Kebele 
Sekota Adjoining \Voreda 

In Wag-himira zone, we rind two tiers of .admi nistrat ion i.e woreda and kebele. Both have 
the ir own Icgisl:llivc. execlitive a::-. well as judiciary branch of government nex t 10 the zonal 
hierarchy .. At \Voreda level. there arc woreda counci l and woreda executive and judiciary . 
In similar fashion at kebele level. there afC kebele councils kebele administrat ion and social 
courts. The Woreda auministration structure has 14 sector-based offi ces each of them 
ass igned to discharge differcnI governmenta l rcspon~ibililic~. Similarly each of the kebe le 
adminiMraliolls has 11 seclor-ba~cd offices under it. Wllh ,jew to giving better 
administrative service. the sec tor-based officcs at both levels are categorized under two 
major ca tegories i.e MUlllc ipa l and Non-M unicipal offices. The existi ng development 
planning sy',(cI11 both at woreda and kcbclc Icve l involves word .. counce!. administrativc 
sectors. keble cOllBcel and kebcle aUl11l1listration offices. It is obvlOm, that hierarchy of 
political authority increases as one g.oes up from kebele leve l sectoral offices to woreda 
executives. Accordingly Sekota adjio ing woreda is one of the district found in the zone 
Wolehe Ma.ri3111 kebele is one of kebe les of Sekota adjo ining Worede found at south CJ'" of 
the town. 

According to the information given by Woleh kebele adminis tration dc\elopmcnl plan i ... 
prepared by ;:Ictive invol\'ement of various kebele sectoral offices which arc responsib le for 
identifying and recording problems. incorporate community priorities , prepnrc kebele 
level annu~1I scctoral development plans and o\crseeing the implementation of ... cctoral 
dcvelopment projects and other differcnt tasks. Furthermure. these offices arc responsible 
for preparing report s of seclornl perfnlTIlallce. serv ing as a liaison to any loca l level sectoral 
development activities and undertaking the day-to-day Illnnagement of loca l level sectoral 
development projects. Each kebele level seclOral offices i" expected to prepare. implement. 
mon ilOr ,evaluate development activities and rinally submit its periodical performance 
report to kcbcle level adrnini~tra t ion a:-. wcll a~ 10 its rc!-pcctive mother Woreda :--ectoral 
offices. In the ~ame way afte r careful Kebele administration evaluation thc tinal approvcd 
report of each kebelc office \\o'i ll ~ubl11i ts to its kebele and woreda council ... 

On the top of that the woreda auiminstra tion give coordination. supporting guides and 
poli ticallcadcr!'ihip in order to achieve over.lI! d(';\'clopmental and good governance plans of 
thc kebele. Warda level o:;ectoral offices. \\ hlch are in charge of facilltaling. community 
meeting on "cctoml " .. sue". idcllllfying needs and priorities the communit) needs, 
hannolllllng the sec toral plans. guiding the implementat ion of sectoral development 
projcCts. Generally the woreda executive branch of gm'crnmcnt is in chargc of leading thc 
overall implcmentation (If 10c .. 11 dC\'e!opmcnt :.lclivitics. pro\'iding :--Ifalegic political 
leadership, gi\ IIlg qratcgll; gtlldance for cOllllllunity lllobJliJation for local dcwlopmcnt 
;\(,:t;\ itlc~, and cn"'lfIng equitable bl'ncliciary or thc community from the dcwloPlllCll1 fruil!oo. 
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Figure 10: hl ... tllutional Structure and Planning Procc<.,s in Wolch Kcbclc Sckola Adjoinmg 

Won:da (Source: SWARADO) 
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Appendix-8 

4JlI)1S AJIAM UNIVEIISlTY 

.lUlU ~ UIIIARY 

Stages and Cycle of Planning Process in \Voleh Kebele 
Sekota Adjoining Woreda. 

According {Q the woreda agricullural rural and development offi ce plan (20 10/ 11 -2014/ 15 
(Tablet 5. 6. and7) is an integrated document in which all agricu ltural concerns have 
cxprc~sed lhrough programmes and projects which have been separately planned for every 
year. As explulI1ed in the document the life span of development plans being prepared by 
the kcbcles of the woreda was one year. It b understood thal. thi s i~ a recenl 1I1II lative to 
prepare the five-year strategic pbn of the v. oreoa. after which the kebeles would be 
preparing their own st rategic plan in line with It. 

According LO government administrallve and ORDA explanation. comlllunities arc involved 
in identifying problem~ and concerning issues by providing Information, in training and 

..,eminar , meeting .... and home to home inten·iew. COl1lmunillc:-. ab.o attend in advance In 

Planning stage through attend mcctlllgs. conference~ and present their opinion on proposed 
plans and programs before the IInplementation and also influence the implementation. 
monitoring and evulu;.Ition. 

Summary of Stages of planning process at wolehe kebele 
1. Identifying problems and concerning issues 

J.. providing mformation and identify problems 
~ participate III training .md seminar 
4. Attcnd mecting and consult with govcrnment agencic!'> about problem!'> ill1d possib le 

solu tion ... . 
2. Planning stage 

... attend meetings or conferenccs and pre!'>cllltheir opinion 011 proposed plan 

.J- citizen'!,> opinion was hl.!ard and adopted by government agencies 
~ communi ty proposed plans and programs 

3. Implementation 
.. Appointcd comnllllcc's membcrs in plannlllg formati on 
.. Community participates in Plantation activities held by government agencies 
... Community provide mfonmHion and being key·informallts 

4. Evaluation and monitoring 
~ participate in monilOnng and evaluating plan and progralll~ in community 

(Source: SWARDO) 
The development plunning cydc of woreda i~ round to have si'<. ~tag .... s; ~lr<lIegic plannmg 

framcwork preparallon. plan pre-preparation. plan preparation. apprai~al and consolid;'lIion. 
implementation • .IIu1 monitOring, and cvaluation. Amongst the "1\ ~lJgC!\, it 1,\ only on pre­
preparation. preparation and evaluation that direct commullllY participation i" bCl1lg 
conduc ted in the \\'orcda. In all the other pha:-.es of the planning cycle. community 
panicipmion i" conductcd through indirect partiCipation 
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