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A more specific objective relates to the panel studies programme discussed in the background section 
and at greater length below. The utility of such a programme can be increased and its costs can be 
decreased to the extent that a national panel can be based upon prior work done by the community of 
researchers in Zimbabwe. This review therefore seeks to identify candidate studies which might become 
constituent components in a national panel.

Thus a first step in the work reported here was the identification and review of studies of rural 
households done in Zimbabwe since 1980 and the appraisal of these studies in terms of their usefulness 
as potential components of a programme of panel studies. The larger and/or longer-term of these studies 
include, among others, Amin and Chipika (poverty and food security in communal areas); Campbell et 
al. (environmental and economic change in different tenure systems); Cheater (social change in small- 
scale commercial areas); Corbett (food security); Jackson and Collier (food security and incomes); Kinsey 
(social, economic and welfare changes in resettlement areas); and Michigan State University/University 
of Zimbabwe (food security in Mangwende and Chibi communal areas).

One of our intentions in carrying out the review has been thwarted. We hoped to be able to document 
and evaluate the costs of collecting different types of data, using different approaches and at different 
frequencies. Not a single one of the studies we have examined reports the type of information that 
would allow us to comment meaningfully on the costs of rural household surveys.

During preparation of this review, we also noted a minor trend to make increasing use of rapid rural 
appraisal (RRA) and participatory rural appraisal (PRA) techniques, particularly in cases where a study 
has been intimately linked to specific rural development activities; In many cases, it is not clear the 
extent to which these types of studies could be incorporated into a wider study with different objectives 
and employing different methodologies. In his recent broad review of RRA and PRA, Chambers (1994a 
& b) notes that the evidence is not yet in on therextent to which PRA methods can and should replace 
questionnaire surveys. He argues persuasively in favour of such methods in a wide variety of settings. 
His arguments are strongest in the context of enabling local people "to share, enhance and analyze their 
knowledge of life and conditions, to plan and to act (1994b, 1437). Policy analysts are certainly well 
advised to ensure that their work reflects grassroots realities, and it may well be that explicit 
experimentation to determine the best means of doing so could be incorporated in a national panel 
studies programme.

Design and Implementation of a National Panel Studies Programme
This review represents the outcome of the first step in design-a systematic search for data sets collected 
in rural Zimbabwe in the 1980s and 1990s. Eventually permission will be sought from the researchers 
responsible for the most promising candidate studies to place suitable data sets in the public domain and 
to extend them by transforming all or part of the original samples into panels. Selection would be based 
on a number of criteria, including agroecological region, production system and land tenure system, so 
as to give the most representative national panel possible. A standard methodology for data collection 
would be adopted so that a common core of data can be guaranteed over time, but provision would also 
be made for ad hoc studies to be attached to the programme (see below).

Collaborating institutions in Zimbabwe would nominate staff members to be involved with the 
programme over a period of years, and it would be a requirement that all partieipants would be qualified 
to undertake postgraduate studies and research under the programme. It is anticipated that participants 
would take part in the programme on an in-service basis, initially being released from their duties 
periodically to supervise data collection, but later, when the demands of time tor coursework, analysis 
and writing become greater, release over longer periods would be required.
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II. SELECT REVIEW OF STUDIES OF RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 
CONDUCTED IN ZIMBABWE

AMIN, NICK. PEASANT DIFFERENTIATION AND FOOD SECURITY IN ZIMBABWE

OBJECTIVES:
1. To examine the factors which account for the dramatic rise in the peasant sub-sector’s share of 
nationally marketed maize.
2. To examine the extent of this widely reported success.
3. To examine who the beneficiaries are of post-independence rural development initiatives.

�
FOCAL GROUP OF HOUSEHOLDS: 614 households in Wo communal areas of Maskonaland West.

SURVEY LOCATION: Chirau and Magondi communal areas, which lie adjacent to each other in 
Mashonaland West, about 150-250km from Harare, in Natural Regions II and III.

YEAR AND SEASONALITY: Data were collected in late 1987 and covered the 1986-87 agricultural 
season. A more detailed questionnaire was given to a portion of the sample households between February 
and April 1988. Additional surveys sought information on the 1987/88 agricultural season

METHODOLOGY: A small census survey was first done of 614 households. Then a smaller sample was 
selected to obtain a comprehensive setof data. Interviews with sample households were conducted through 
lengthy structured questionnaires.

NATURE OF THE SAMPLE: A random sample of 11% of the 614 households was selected. A random 
stratified sample was chosen, based on land holdings, of 67 households. To examine implications of non
cattle ownership for food security, 15 additional non-cattle owning households were chosen, for a total of 
82 households.

COVERAGE OF THE DATA SET:
1. Household demographics
2. Agricultural inputs, output, consumption and marketing
3. Ownership of means of production
4. Labour and off-farm incomes

ANALYSIS TO DATE:
Amin, N. 1990. Peasant Differentiation and Food Security in Zimbabwe. Working Paper 1. New York: 
Social Science Research Council/American Council of Learned Societies.

SUMMARY: Growth in the peasant sub-sector has been, to some extent, achieved with respect to maize 
and cotton. However, it is largely the relatively prosperous peasantry in natural regions I-III that have 
benefited. Production and social conditions in natural regions I and V remain largely unchanged. National 
self-sufficiency for maize has remained high since independence, but conceals the food security problem 
in the peasant sub-sector. Large numbers of households depend on state handouts of food, confirming that 
the economic and social position of communal farmers remains relatively unchanged. Food insecurity is 
a result of inadequate access to resources, low production levels, high-priced food for purchase, lack of 
wage-paid employment and generally, the result of low incomes. The resolution of the land question within 
the framework of a more broad-based rural development strategy will be necessary for achieving a solution 
to rural poverty.
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ASHWORTH, VINCENT. SMALL-SCALE COMMERCIAL AGRICULTURE
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, COVERAGE OF THE DATA SET:
1. Household characteristics and income sources.
2. Cropping and sales.
3. Livestock and agricultural assets.

ANALYSIS TO DATE:
Callear, D. 1984. Land and Food in the Wedza Communal Area. Harare: Department of land 
Management, University of Zimbabwe.

Callear, D. 1984. Land and Food in the Wedza Communal Area. Zimbabwe Agricultural Journal 81: 163-8.

Qillear, Diana. 1985. Who wants to be a peasant? Food production in a labour-exporting area of 
Zimbabwe. In J. Pottier (ed.), Food Systems in Central and Southern Africa 217-30 London: University 
of London, School of Oriental and African Studies.

SUMMARY: Only approximately one third of the total sample were entirely dependent on agriculture 
for the major part of their incomes, depending instead on remittances or part-time employment. In 66 
percent of the households, the women bore all responsibility for agriculture. Maize cultivation was on the 
increase by 84 percent of the farmers, and cultivation of other crops, such as groundnuts, was decreasing. 
Farmers saw labour constraints, lack of draft power and lack of credit as more significant constraints to 
production than a shortage of land.

CAMPBELL, B. M.,S. J. VERMEULEN and T. LYNAM. VALUE'OF'T^EES'IN THE SMALL-SCALE 
FARMING SECTOR

OBJECTIVES: To examine the value of woodlands and trees to households' in"the small-scale farming 
sector, approaching the question of value from four perspectives:

- the role that trees play.
- the value of some of the goods provided by the trees.
- the value of trees using an indirect contingent valuation method. •
- commonly proposed interventions in terms of their costs and benefits.

FOCAL GROUP OF HOUSEHOLDS: 359 communal area households from different agro-ecological 
regions.

SURVEY LOCATION: Mangwende CA, Natural Region Ila; Shurugwi CA, Natural Region III; and 
Chivi CA, Natural Region V.

YEAR AND SEASONALITY: Unstated.

METHODOLOGY: Most of this study is derived from the literature. Additionally, a number of surveys 
were conducted using questionnaires.

NATURE OF THE SAMPLE: Three communal areas were chosen which represented high, medium and 
low agro-ecological potentials. At each site, two areas were selected for survey, one with high and one 
with low woodland cover. In each of these areas, roughly 65 households were surveyed, for a total sample 
of 359.

COVERAGE OF THE DATA SET:
1. Tree planting practices.
2. Income-generating activities based on woodland products.
3. Questions for the contingent valuation.
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ANALYSIS TO DATE:
Carter, S. E. (ed). Soil Fertility Management in Mutoko Communal Area, Zimbabwe. Report of a field 
exercise, August 12-September 3, 1992. Nairobi: Tropical Soil Biology and Fertility Programme.

SUMMARY: Fertility management was found to differ significantly between fields and gardens for all 
households, and between households depending on economic status. Wealthier households used manure 
in the dryland fields and had the available labour to make more use of leaf litter. Intercropping was 
practised only by the poorer households, and overall poorer households applied less inputs, although they 
had a more diverse range of inputs for gardens. Inorganic inputs had a greater importance than expected 
among poorer households because they require less labour, and with good rainfall, have an immediate 
impact on yields. The study highlights the considerable variability' in soil fertility management techniques 
within a single village, suggesting that the current modelling of farming systems requires revisions.

����	������ ����$� �	����	��	���� ���������� �	�� ������ ����������

OBJECTIVES:
1. To quantify the contribution of environmental resources to rural household production and welfare 
more broadly.
2. To-link environmental utilizations to characteristics of rural households ie. poverty, constraints, 
remoteness, local resource abundance/scarcity, risk, intertemporal behaviour and thence to understand the

■ connection between rural agents and environmental change. - ...
3. To chart and analyse peasant environmental management strategies, relating these to value, tenure etc.
4. To analyse what "degradation" is using an integrated economic and ecological analysis, and thence to 
explain resource change over time.

. FOCAL GROUP OF HOUSEHOLDS: 213 communal area ..households.

SURVEY LOCATION: The research was carried out in Shindi Ward, Chivi District, Masvingo Province. 
The area is part of a Communal Area comprising c.I,100 households in c.30 villages, in NRIV. Bounded 
to the east by a resettlement area whose land actually by right belongs to Chief Shindi, and to the south 
by the Lundi River and large-scale commercial farms.

YEAR AND SEASONALITY: The agricultural season 1993/94.

METHODOLOGY: The research covered an entire year using a quarterly survey in order to cover 
seasonality effects.

NATURE OF THE SAMPLE: Unstated.

COVERAGE OF THE DATA SET:
1. Standard economic data (assets, income, expenditure, transfers, production, consumption) plus all 
aspects of environmental utilizations, resource management, resource change etc.
2. Interviews with selected resource users on resource use, life-histories, tenure, cross-border flows etc.
3. Aerial photographic data of resource change, 1955-85.
4. Sacred and traditional environmental management (interviews, perceptions).
5. Species listing of 200 species by botanical and economic information.

ANALYSIS TO DATE: Not yet available.

SUMMARY: The research area is exactly the same as that used by Jane Corbett for her data collection 
in 1990-92, thus allowing the easy construction of a panel of c.100-150 households covering the drought 
and recovery and ESAP. This data set (yet to be merged) should in principle be usable to carry out more
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