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1.1 Background
Handeni land registration pilot project was initiated by MKURABITA Program Management Unit for two major reasons. The first was to test a few innovations on land use planning and registration in order to come up with a more efficient methodology for implementation of the Village Land Act of 1999 and secondly to gain field experience on implementation of the Village Land Act of 1999 that would produce reform proposals for the envisaged reforms in rural land management systems.

The pilot area is in seven (7) villages of Kweisasu, Mbuyuni, Sindeni, Bongi, Mzeri, Kwamkono and Nkale. The project covered the following five broad activities: survey of village boundaries and issuance of village land certificates, land use planning and preparation of by-laws, survey of land parcels and issuance of certificates of customary right of occupancy, construction of village land registries and registration of certificates. The implementation of the project has given us great experience and lessons that would be beneficial to share with other stakeholders in order to shape our ideas and be able to make concrete reform proposals.

1.2  Objectives of the workshop
The workshop was organized with the aim of discussing with interested stakeholders lessons learnt in implementing Handeni land registration pilot project. Through this exchange of ideas it was expected to come up with concrete proposals that would feed into the reform design stage. The workshop was also used to get feedback from key stakeholders on findings and proposals based on their experience in order to eliminate any information gap.

1.3   Opening Speech

The workshop was opened by a speech delivered by the Program Coordinator, Eng. Ladislaus Salema. The speech explained the goal, objective, target group and rationale of the Government in establishing MKURABITA. He explained that the goal was to empower the target groups and individuals, especially in the informal sector, so that they can participate effectively in the modern market economy. The primary objective is to build architecture of property and business rules that will bring together, standardize and modernize the prevailing local customary arrangements in business and property matters, so as to create a unified national property and business legal system that incorporates all sectors of the society. 
He further explained that implementation of the Program is planned to take place in four phases, namely: Diagnosis, Reform Design, Implementation, and Capital Formation and Good Governance. 
The Diagnosis phase involved a complete diagnosis of the size and nature of the Country’s extralegal and customary sectors, as well as a preliminary overview of the reasons why the informal sector continues to thrive. This phase took about nine months to complete, it started in November 2004 and the final report was submitted to the Government on the 5th October 2005.

The Reform Design phase aims at providing the Government with policy and institutional proposals, as well as an implementation strategy, to integrate into the legal system, property and businesses held in the informal sector, in order to boost economic growth, reduce poverty, and eventually expand the tax base. 
In the Implementation phase, the Programmer will progressively bring the property and businesses held in the informal sector, into the new legal order, through a national campaign. 

The fourth phase, Capital Formation and Good Governance, will involve formulation and implementation of recommendations for connecting the newly legalized property and businesses to larger national and international markets, and enable the property to gain value as capital, to generate more wealth. 

He also explained the progress to date. Workshop participants were informed that the diagnosis indicated that the current legal system governing asset ownership and business operation is difficult, cumbersome and costly to abide to.  It was estimated that Tanzania’s extralegal sector has assets worth US$29.3 billion. All this is “dead capital” that cannot be used to create more wealth and that about 98% of all businesses and about 89% of immovable assets are operated/held outside the formal legal system. 
The second stage, the Reform Design phase is underway. It aims at providing the Government with detailed policy and institutional proposals as well as a communication and implementation strategy to integrate extralegal real estates and businesses into the legal system in order to boost economic growth and wealth, thus helping to reduce poverty. The proposals will be built on well-established local legal and extralegal practices (archetypes) that Tanzanians identify with and respect. The proposals also aim at simplifying and adapting the current legal system to local needs and capabilities. The Reform Design phase is expected to be completed by March 2008. 
Several challenges expected in implementing MKURABITA were highlighted in the speech. The reforms are expected to be massive conceptually and policy wise and therefore a political WILL at all levels of government are paramount. Acceptance of the reforms by civil servants at all levels is also important. Furthermore, resources, both financial and human capacity in implementing various formalization projects is of uttermost importance. 
Finally the Coordinator’s speech explained the objectives of the workshop, which was to present lessons, experiences and findings of a land registration pilot project implemented in Handeni. The aim was to get a feedback that would contribute in designing proposals to reform the Village Land Act, # 5 of 1999 in a view to create a new village land management system that is more efficient, less costly and sustainable, that would boost economic growth and create wealth. Finally, he concluded that it was expected that the workshop would mark the beginning of a dialogue with interested stakeholders throughout the period of Reform Designing phase.  

2.0   Summary of Presentations
The workshop had three papers presented. The first was titled “An Overview of the Village Land Act, No. 5 of 1999”; presented by Ms Suma Mbyopyo from the Ministry of Lands and Human Settlement Development. The second presentation was titled “Guidelines for Land Use Planning” presented by Mr. Jayson Kami from the National Land Use Planning Commission. The third presentation was titled “Handeni Land Registration Pilot Project – Findings & Proposed Reforms” presented jointly by Mr. Stephen Rusibamayila from MKURABITA and Mr. Lucas Mwaisaka from Handeni District Council.
2.1   An Overview of Village Land Act, No. 5 of 1999 (VLA)
In the introduction she said that the Village Land Act, # 5 of 1999 was enacted in order to enforce the National Land Policy following recommendations of the Presidential Commission of inquiry into Land Matters (popularly known as the Shivji Commission) (3/1/1991 – 11/11/1992). It was noted that the Land Policy provides that Village Councils shall administer village land (Policy Statement clause: 4.2.2 (iii)); it provides for demarcation of village boundaries and resolution of village boundaries disputes (Policy Statement clause: 5.2.1); and also provides for titling of individual parcels of land in village land (Policy Statement clause: 4.2.28).

Objectives of the VLA were mentioned to include: ensuring that existing customary land rights are legally secured, ensuring efficient and effective village land administration, enabling villagers to participate in land administration, and ensuring gender balance in land administration and ownership. 

The presentation went on to identify roles of various stakeholders in the implementation of the Act. The role of the Ministry of Lands is to administer the implementation by ensuring procedures and standards were abided to.  Local Governments are the key implementers of the Act, whereas NGOs, CBOs, etc supports the implementation.

The presenter noted that the Ministry of Lands has taken initiatives to inaugurate implementation of the Act in various districts like Mbozi, Iringa, Handeni, Kilindi, and Babati. She also said that some NGOs have supported implementation in other districts, including Monduli, Kiteto, Hanang, Mbulu, Liwale, and Ukerewe. 

She summarized her presentation by saying that the implementation process includes public awareness raising, establishment of District and Village Land Registries, survey of village boundaries, issuance of Village Land Certificate (VLC), adjudication of individual parcels, and issuance of Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy (CCRO). Procedures for issuance of VLC was summarized to include resolution of conflicts if any and survey of village land, preparation of VLC by District Land Officer (DLO), signing and sealing of CVL by village leaders, sending of the CVL to Commissioner for Lands for signing, CVL is then sent to DLO for registration and delivery to village leaders.  

Procedure for issuance of CCRO includes application for issue of CCRO done through prescribed forms, Village Council adjudicates parcels and discusses application for recommendation to the village assembly, the successful applicant is given a letter of offer, VEO prepares three copies of CCRO to be signed by the applicant, Chairperson and VEO then sealed, the CCRO copies are sent to DLO for registration and subsequent delivery of two copies, one for Village Land Registry and the other for applicant.

Some of the challenges in the implementation of the Act includes, the fact that the land sector is not accorded as a priority in many district councils and therefore lacks a budget for different land activities; the Village Land Act provides procedures for administration and titling which are new to implementers therefore there is a need for special efforts in public awareness. The absence of Village Government offices is also a big problem because there is a requirement for a Village Land Registry.

The presenter concluded by charting out a way forward to include continued public awareness raising;  collaboration with other development partners; capacity building in Local Authorities at District, Ward and Village levels; and mobilization of both technical and financial resources.  

2.2   Guidelines for Land Use Planning
The presenter started by highlighting the importance and role of land use plans in development and environmental conservation. It was mentioned that land use planning reduces/eliminates land use conflicts between different categories of land users; enhances land tenure security; minimizes land degradation resulting from inappropriate land use; and co-ordinates participation of all stakeholders in land resources management at all levels. 
Levels of land use planning were mentioned to include National Land Use Plan and its Act (the Acts awaits to be signed by the President); Zonal/Regional Physical Plans; District Land Use Framework Plan; and finally Village Land Use Plans.

The presenter zeroed in explaining steps and procedures in preparing Village Land Use Plan. These include:

· Mobilization and awareness raising in implementing the VLA at the District level, formulation of the PLUM Team and preparation of implementation strategy. 

· Participatory rural appraisal to identify strength, weaknesses/challenges and opportunities in the current land use at the village.

· Surveying of the village boundaries

· Preparation of a new land use plan by involving village Council, hamlets, and village assembly; preparation of by-laws to enforce implementation of the land use plan.

· Construction of Village Land Registry and issuance of CCROs.

2.3    Handeni Land Registration Pilot Project – Findings & Proposed

          Reforms
The objective of implementing the project in Handeni was to test a few innovations on land use planning and registration in order to come up with a more efficient implementation of the Village Land Act of 1999 and secondly to gain field experience on implementation of the Village Land Act of 1999 that would serve as inputs to the envisaged reforms in rural land management systems. 

Handeni was chosen because it was one of the Districts covered in the survey during the Reform Design Phase by ILD. During the survey it was found out that three villages in Handeni had started implementing the VLA and those only nine (9) CCROs had been issued for a period of 2 years. This rose curiosity for MKURABITA to do a pilot project in order to gain field experience to enable proposing practical changes that would speed up implementation of the Act.

Handeni District had already prepared the District Land Use Framework Plan; it also had constructed the District Land Registry and the necessary equipment like computer and GPS. Therefore MKURABITA project in Handeni begun by mobilizing and sensitizing concerned village councils to participate in the exercise. The project went through the following steps:

· Educating the village councils about the VLA and training of the technical team
· Boundary adjudication and surveys
· Preparation of Village Land Certificates
· Construction of Village Land registries

· Preparation of Village Land Use Plans and its by-laws

· Survey of individual land parcels

· Issuance of Letters of offers
· Issuance of CCROs

· Registration of CCROs

Lessons learned in the implementation process include: 
· Enough education on VLA to villagers is necessary in order to successfully implement the Act.

· Form IV and VI leavers can easily be trained to use the GPS satellite receivers and eventually be used to survey land parcels.

· There are many village boundary disputes. The Law is not very clear on the resolution of these disputes. It was, therefore, proposed to establish a District Adjudication Committee to deal with the matter.

· Boundary survey using GPS is a tedious and time consuming job. There is a need to use latest technology and aerial photos to simplify the job. Also the village adjudication Committee should be well conversant with their village boundary to avoid unnecessary errors.

· There is unnecessary bureaucracy in signing the Village Land Certificate by the Commissioner of Lands at the Ministry of Lands. It was proposed that the Authorized District Land Officer should sign the Certificates on behalf of the Commissioner

· Contribution of villagers in the construction of VLR is important in order for them to value and feel ownership of the registry. Concerted effort by politicians and technicians in mobilizing the contributions is necessary; also there is a need for various institutions (e.g. TASAF, World Vision) to harmonize villagers contribution in their projects. There is also need to have some coordination at District level for various donor supported projects in order to maximize efficient utilization of resources.

· Survey of areas for land use plans using GPS is a very tedious. Use of latest technologies and satellite images could simplify the job. It was proposed to form Ward PLUM Teams to speed up the land use planning activities as tested by MKURABITA and became very successful.

· By-laws for enforcing the land use plans are required to be approved by the Village Assembly, however very often the Assemblies are poorly attended, and as such many villagers do not become aware of the by-laws. There is a need to find ways of increasing participation in the Assemblies. 

· Application forms for CCRO are too bulky and complicated, and they are supposed to be filled in triplicate. It was recommended to re-design the forms in order to simplify and reduce number of pages. Also filling of applicant’s names should not require to start with the surname as this brings problem of identifying the person concerned.

· The phrase “Customary Right of Occupancy” has caused misunderstanding among villagers. For instance in Handeni very often the Zigua people would object an application by a Maasai based on misunderstanding the meaning of “customary” in the CCRO. It was proposed to change the name of the certificate issued for land parcel in villages.

· The requirement in the Act (Section 22.3(f)) for a person issued with CCRO to establish permanent residence in the respective village has proved to be irrelevant because many people in Handeni own land in more than one village.

· Survey of land parcels becomes difficult and time consuming when the parcels are in patches. Mobilization and sensitization of all villagers owning land to apply for the CCROs would ease the survey exercise.

· The Act requires issuance of Letter of Offer before issuing CCRO to a villager. For villagers who already own land, it was found to be unnecessary to issue the Letter of Offer. The letter of Offer may be issued to non-villagers who apply for CCRO. 

· Village land tribunal may be given the task of coordinating issuance of CCRO and supervision of land use plans.

· Registration of CCROs is done at both village and district registries using some alpha-numeric number like HDN/3/1. It is proposed to use numbers that would easily comply with computer systems (digital). Example was given of national census numbers that easily comply with computer systems. 

3.0   EMERGING ISSUES FROM THE DISCUSSIONS
          The workshop group discussions were held in five groups. Each group   

          discussed one separate topic. The five questions were as follows: -
· “Discuss the interpretation of the words Customary Right of Occupancy basing on the use and Registration of Land”.
· “Procedures on application and acquisition of Customary Right of Occupancy involve long procedures and a lot of documentation, discuss what should be done”
· “The District Councils have been given mandate to implement the Village Land Act No 5/1999. However, District Councils lack capacity in terms of funds, skills and equipment. What should be done in order to sustain the implementation of the Village Land Act?”
· “It seems like there is a problem of registering clan land to individuals. What should be done to eliminate that problem? And on second part; examine what is the role of Financial Institutions in utilizing these titles as collateral?” 
· “What should be done to formalize Pastoralists who move from one place to another   so that they also benefit from formalization of Land?”
3.1 Interpretation of the Customary Right of Occupancy

The Working Group on this issue was required to answer the following question
“Discuss the interpretation of the words Customary Right of Occupancy basing on the use and Registration of Land”. In answering this question the participants in this working group were supposed to address the words Certificate of Customary Rights of Occupancy which in Kiswahili means Hati ya Haki Milki ya Kimila. The use of these words customary right of occupancy has received different interpretation with regards to the use of land and titling processes.
According to MKURABITA in its Pilot Project in Handeni it was found that some of residents who originally were not indigenous of specific areas were being objected by their fellow residents’ rights to register their land because there were some residents who interpreted Customary Right of Occupancy to mean to occupy land according to the customs of the indigenous tribe. Now if the applicant was not indigenous person that means he did not have right to apply to be issued with a Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy.
On addressing this issue the working group admitted that there is a bit of confusion on proper interpretation of these words Customary Right of Occupancy. According to them these words means that procedure to register rights of occupancy should be customary rules of the given area or society in question. This brings more interesting interpretation to these words. It was argued that there is confusion in understanding the right meaning of Customary Right of Occupancy between technical persons and normal citizen.

It was proposed that the following could be done;

· There is a need to revisit the words Customary Right of Occupancy in order to get the right interpretation for proper understanding between normal citizen and technical persons. If changing is difficult adequate education on the meaning should be done before implementation.
· There is a need to involve citizens in the whole process of enacting laws in order to create better understanding on various issues when it comes to implementation of the laws. According to this working group this is crucial and will avoid any confusion in the future.
· Village land Act no 5 of 1999 needs amendments to remove words which brings confusion and simplify the implementation procedure.
3.2 Procedures on application and acquisition of Customary Right of Occupancy

The Working Group on this issue was required to answer the following question

“Procedures on application and acquisition of Customary Right of Occupancy involve long procedures and a lot of documentation, discuss what should be done”. In answering this question the participants were required to examine the procedures involved in applications and subsequent issuance of Certificates of Customary Right of Occupancy. Moreover the participants were also requested to analyze the documentation involved in the entire process before an applicant is issued with the Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy.
In analyzing the procedure and documentation involved the participants proposed the following in order to reduce bulky documentation;

· Letters of offers should be removed and conditions which are attached to the letters of offer should be incorporated in the application form such that once the applicant fills in the application forms should be able to see the conditions attached thereto.
· There is no need to affix pictures to the application forms and Certificates of Customary Right of Occupancy this is because of the on going exercise of persons’ identification system which will provide identity cards to be used by individual citizens.

· The application forms should provide space for application in terms of gender (Male/Female) and for different categories like Personal, Clan, Family, Group etc.)
· Names in the application forms and in other forms should be written as usual but the surname or clan name should be underlined.
· Numbers of copies of the Titles should be reduced to two instead of three as it is right now. One copy to be kept by the land owner and another copy to be kept at the Village Land Registry. There is no need for a copy at the district level. Only a list should be maintained at the district registry.
· The District land Registry should keep a register book in order to keep record of all certificates issued instead of keeping another copy of Title in this Registry.

For the purpose of reducing time spent in acquisition of the Village Land Certificate, the Lands Commissioner should authorize the District Land Officer to sign the VLC. The argument here is that the Commissioners is too busy with other official things including signing Title Deeds acquired under the Land Act no 4 of 1999 and his office is centralized in Dar es Salaam. It will be good therefore if he should be relieved of the duty to sign all Village Land Certificates for the purpose of saving time.    

3.3 District Council’s Capacity to implement the Village Land Act No 5 of 1999

The Working Group on this issue was required to answer the following question

“The District Councils have been given mandate to implement the Village Land Act No 5/1999. However, District Councils lack capacity in terms of funds, skills and equipment. What should be done in order to sustain the implementation of the Village Land Act?” In answering this question the participants were required to examine the procedures involved in the implementation of the Village Land Act no 5 of 1999.
After the analysis this working group came up with the following proposals: -
· Implementation of the Village Land Act No 5/1999 should be incorporated in Districts and Villages development programmes and the budget for its implementation should be prepared.

· The general public should receive enough education on the existence, rights and obligations created by this Act for the purpose of creating awareness.
· The Ministry of Lands should supervise implementation of the Village Land Act by advising the District Councils to employ enough employees to carry out this work.
· There is need to amend the Local Government Laws in order give these Local Authorities mandate to implement the Village Land Act No. 5/1999.
· It was also proposed that there is modern technology like Omnistar GPS, which might be used to simplify the exercise of surveying large areas and store all data which are collected by this equipment.
· Local Governments have the ability to secure this equipment because they have resources it is a matter of priority and serious planning and implementation of those decisions.
3.4 Registration of Clan land to an Individual member of the Clan

The Working Group on this issue was required to answer the following question

“It seems like there is a problem of registering clan land to individuals. What should be done to eliminate the problem? And on second part; examine what is the role of Financial Institutions in utilizing these certificates as collateral?” In answering this question the participants were required to examine the procedures involved in the implementation of the Village Land Act no 5 of 1999.
· The clan land is being owned by the entire clan for security purposes.

· The clan can appoint one member of the clan whose name can be written on the Title Deed.
· Clan land can be subdivided and subsequently individual parcels of lands can be registered.

·  It will be better to identify all clan land in each respective village.

· There is a need to create awareness of formalization of clan land so that the process can be easy and smooth.
The role of Financial Institutions on issuing loans basing on Customary Right of Occupancy as collateral
In response to the second part of the question on the role of financial Institutions on alleviating poverty by accepting Customary Right of Occupancy as collateral the following was the outcome;

· That some 15 residents in Mbozi District have managed to secure loans from various financial Institutions by using Certificates of Customary Right of Occupancy as collateral. It was also revealed in the course of the discussions that although on the matter of Law the status of the Certificate of Granted Right of Occupancy and Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy are equal, in practice the two do not have equal status. The Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy is being treated with less value compared to the Certificate of Granted Right of Occupancy issued under the Land Act No 4 of 1999.

There was an example which was given that a certain farmer who wanted a tractor through lease financing was required to submit his Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy together with Title Deed for his house as collateral to Exim bank for the bank to issue the loan for the purposes of purchasing the tractor. This alone was cited as an example on how the financial Institutions treat the Certificate of Customary Right of Occupancy with lesser value compared to the Title Deeds issued under the Land Act No.4 of 1999.

· Another issue which was revealed in the course of discussion was that Certificates of Customary Right of Occupancy should be issued for the purpose of security in land tenure rather than for collateral purposes. This is because it is not all residents in the villages who have enough information on how to use these Certificates as collateral. It was proposed that residents in the villages should be given enough education on how to use their certificates as collateral when it comes to economic use of these Titles.

· Another proposal was to the effect that the Financial Institutions should be involved right from the beginning in the whole process of  implementation of the Village land Act No.5 of 1999, in formalization of land in the villages so that  the financial Institutions would bring their contributions on how to use the acquired certificates for economic use. It was observed that it would not be economically useful to issue  these Certificates of Customary Rights of Occupancy without involving Financial Institutions if at all contributions from these institutions would be required for improving the livelihood of the majority of citizens in the villages.

· It was also proposed that the financial institutions in the country should learn from other financial institutions outside this country on how those institutions managed to tailor their products to support farmers. An example was given of the Grameen Bank model which is now being used worldwide to support micro enterprises. It was also proposed that the financial institutions should be more innovative and creative in developing conditions for loans which will be attractive to these small farmers in the villages.

3.5 Formalization of Pastoralists who move from one place to another.
The Working Group on this issue was required to answer the following question

“What should be done to formalize Pastoralists who move from one place to another so that they also benefit from formalization of Land?” In answering this question the participants in this working group came up with the following observations;
1. There are two groups of Pastoralists;
    a)  Those that move from one place to another within their land.

    b)  Those that move from their land to any other available land. 

2. In respect of those Pastoralists in category (a) above the following was 
    Proposed
· These pastoralists should be given one certificate of customary right of occupancy which covers their land.

· In those areas which they own individually each individual pastoralist should be given his or her customary right of occupancy.
3. In respect of those Pastoralists in category (b) above it was proposed that these      pastoralists should be given One Customary Right of Occupancy as a group in those areas which they graze their animals. This includes all areas set aside by various District and Village Councils to be grazing areas. It was stated in the plenary session that pastoralists have a tendency of sharing their grazing land without any difficulties. This being the case in the exercise of formalization of pastoral lands all grazing land should be demarcated and one certificate of customary right of occupancy should be issued.

In practice this proposal is not practical this is because while it is easy to earmark grazing lands in certain villages, it will not be possible to issue one customary right of occupancy to a group of pastoralists due to following reasons: -
a) The grazing land in one village is not connected with grazing land in another village.

b) The procedure of securing certificate of customary right of occupancy demands approval of the village assembly that certain land belongs to the applicant.

c) There is also requirement that certain documents needs to be filled and approved before the certificate of customary right of occupancy is issued. 

The requirements stated above operates in disfavor of pastoralists, this is because for those pastoralists who keep on moving from one place to another it will be difficult to locate them and during formalization processes for the purpose of fulfilling the above conditions. That being the case it is proposed that another method should be used when formalizing village lands so that pastoralists would not be left landless.

4. It was also proposed that pastoralists should be helped to implement land use planning methods in their respective areas. This will help them to have better environment for their lives and animals. But the challenge will still remain as to what method should be used to identify pastoralists who move from one place to another and what can be done to in order to implement land use planning methods in these areas.    

3.6 Other issues

· It was observed that most Tanzanians do not have a culture to honor loan repayment agreements, and therefore could be difficult to use their land titles to secure loans. On addressing this shortfall it was advised to emphasize on the need to create awareness among Tanzanians on the importance of honoring loan repayments.

· It was further observed that Tanzanians do not have a culture of reading especially legal matters, and therefore more time should be spent in educating them on important issues such as the VLA.

· It was emphasized that the President of the URT should continue to be the trustee of all land in Tanzania.

4.0
CLOSING REMARKS
MKURABITA’s Program Coordinator thanked participants for their active participation and positive contributions on ideas on village land formalization process and procedures. He also thanked the participants for stressing that there is a need to change some of the provisions in the Village Land Act No.5/1999 in order to simplify procedures of formalization of Village Lands. In this respect he made promises that proposed changes would be incorporated on MKURABITA’s Reform Proposals which will be submitted to the Government for implementation.      
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ANNEX 1

Workshop Programme

	S/N
	Time
	Event
	Responsible

	1.
	08:30 – 09:00
	Registration
	PMU

	2.
	09:00 – 09:30
	Opening Remarks
	Program Coordinator

	3.
	09:30 – 10:00
	An Overview of Village Land Act, No. 5 of 1999
	Ministry of Lands

	4.
	10:00 – 10:30
	Tea break
	PMU

	5.
	10:30 – 11:00
	Guidelines for Land Use Planning
	National Land Use Planning Commission

	6.
	11:00 – 12:30
	Handeni Land Registration Pilot Project - Findings &  proposed reforms
	Presentation by MKURABITA / Handeni District Council

	7.
	12:30 – 13:00
	Handeni Land Registration – Experience and Lessons
	Ward / Village PLUM Teams; Surveyors

	8.
	13:00 – 14:00
	Lunch break
	PMU

	9.
	14:00 – 14:30
	Documentary
	PMU 

	10.
	14:30 – 15:30
	Group Discussions
	Moderator / PMU

	11.
	15:30 – 16:30
	Group Presentation & Plenary
	Moderator

	12.
	16:30 – 17:00
	Recommendations and Way Forward
	Moderator


ANNEX 2

List of Participants 
	S/N
	    Name
	     Designation/Office Address

	1.
	Dr. Peter  Mandwa
	UCLAS –Dept of Urban and Regional Planning

	2.
	Mr. Bakari   Makapu
	Handeni DC – Land Surveyor

	3.
	Mr. Castor O. Kalemera
	Farm Africa Tanzania - Capacity Building 

	4.
	Fr. Laurine Muchungu
	RUDDO - Land Resource Coordinator

	5.
	Mr. Lucas Mwaisaka
	Handeni - Land Development Officer

	6.
	Mr. Hoseni A. Simbei
	Handeni DC  - VEO Nkale village

	7.
	Mr. Musa  Msingwa
	Handeni DC  -  Counselor Sindeni ward

	8.
	Mr. Andrew Mbogi
	Handeni DC  -Education Coordinator-Sindeni ward (Ward PLUM team member)

	9.
	Mr. Michael Mgaza
	Handeni DC  - Counselor Kwamatuku ward

	10.
	Mr. Godfrey Mhando
	Handeni DC – Agricultural Officer (GIS Expert)

	11.
	Mrs. Rehema Kashalankoro
	 Handeni DC – Counselor Misima Ward

	12.
	Mr. Emmanuel Mvula
	Haki Ardhi – Programme Officer 

	13.
	Prof J.M.L Kironde
	UCLAS

	14.
	Mr. Ulrick Mumburi
	MKURABITA – Economist 

	15.
	Dr Aldo Lupala
	MKURABITA – Member of the Steering Committee

	16.
	Mr. L.M. Ole Kosyando
	Kibaya – Land Coordinator

	17.
	Eng. L. Salema
	Programme Coordinator

	18.
	Mrs. S.R Mgembe
	MKURABITA – Accountant

	19. 
	Mr. Stephen Rusibamayila
	MKURABITA-Programme Officer

	20.
	Mrs. Ellen Nyagori
	BRU

	21.
	Mr. Wilfred Kazaura
	 UCLAS (GIS Expert)

	22.
	Ms. Cornelia  Mwalende
	Town Planner – DSM

	23.
	Mr. Mujungu Masyenene
	MKURABITA – APA

	24.
	Prof  F.D. Luoga
	University of DSM – Faculty of Law

	25.
	Mr. Chediel Mliyuka
	Handeni – Mzeri Village– Survey Assistant

	26.
	Mrs. Gloria Mbilimonywa
	MKURABITA – Development Communication Officer

	27.
	Dr. Siri Lange
	CMI -DSM

	28.
	Mr. Yusuf Mpako
	Handeni DC – Forestry Officer (Ward PLUM team-Kwamatuku)

	29.
	Mr. Amon Nzalalila
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