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ABSTRACT

Over three decades ago, Robert Chambers publishiéiedy piece of work in the field of rural devetognt.
In his tome, he raised a plethora of issues whiemmain pertinent to academia, practitioners as veallpolicymakers.
His work critiqued the approach to rural developmand advocated for a new approach to dealing wighelopment in
the periphery. The publication of his work was tiyrfer Zimbabwe given the renewed focus by the gevernment on
development. However, poverty and backwardnessirerifi@ in contemporary Zimbabwe. Using a Chamberiens, this
paper discusses poverty in rural Zimbabwe both fram existential perspective as well as in concepteams.
It recognizes that some assertions made by Chandlmenst play out identically at Sivomo where dis&iand household
income have a strong negative correlation (r= -.§880-tailed), p<.05). Assuming such perspectities,paper makes a
modest contribution to the continued call for broagal development for the millions in the third b The paper
suggests that a more concerted effort be adopteddlize some of the elusive ideals of rural degelent as outlined by

Chambers.
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INTRODUCTION

In 1981, the World Bank published a report entitladcelerated Development in Sub-Saharan Africa: §entla
for Actiorl. The publication highlighted the developmentabldnges of most African countries. Largely framesl
economic challenges, the report however, recognizgsrural development needed to be incorporatexthe matrix for
living standards and broader development to seklthough framed within neoliberal policy prescigats, the report was
part of a slew of publications starting from whatatbers christens the ‘development, administratimvement’ in the
1960s which drew attention to the third world arffi@d solutions to how development challengesadnd overcome.
Some of the most notable works of this era wereatdsbover the form and nature of development ranffom Andre
Gunder Frank, Immanuel Waller stein and Walt Rostidat long after, Robert Chambers published higdbr celebrated
1983 work entitled Rural Development: Putting the Last Firsflthough the generality of his focus was on inging
rural development, the text touched on varioustedlassues such aster aliaduality of economies, centre-periphery

relations, the morality of actors in the developtmgmcess, cultural complexities as well as apgdreado development.
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While all these perspectives provide a rich tagefsom which to draw insights, the paper will draw four key aspects
from Chambers’ book and use these as the lensghrahich to conceptualize and connect with the ggpees of people
in Sivomo. During the discussion, the paper usgseties from rural Nkayi to highlight the shiftsdacontinuities which
have been realized since the publication of thekb®bese contours in the development terrain arecknike Chambers’
own work- indicative of a field in flux. To borrodfrom Chambers’ metaphor, development -akin to thecgss of
publishing a book- is ‘like painting a long briddey the time one end is reached, the other neefténg’ Such has been
the general experience in the third world and esfigan much of the nebulous yet commonly refertedsub-Saharan
Africa.” Development has assumed many shades wittows priorities guiding the process in differdimections from one

country to another.

Although the general conditions of rural Africa kalveen addressed in the book by Chambers, thenmamg
conceptions and realities which portray a very digepastiche of the rural reality. Rural Africanist a homogenous form
across the more than fifty geopolitical spacesfdbénces range from climatic conditions to cultiegdtems. Resultantly,
the levels of development, aspirations and expiecsitof the populations will vary from place to g¢a Despite the
variability, basic infrastructure and needs in Bf® prerequisites which governments and otherlderent actors seek to
meet. A key appendage to the rural sector narradives intertwined nature to colonial history aatiendant policies of
exclusion. The pattern is consistent across sttels asZimbabwe, South Africa, Tanzania and st fetiere land was
part of the political economy of exclusion on thentinent. Through racially segregationist legiglatisuch as Land
Apportionment Act of 1930 and Land Husbandry of @b Zimbabwe as well as the Group Areas Act 41980 and the
1904 Native Locations Act), a skewed distributiémesources ensued culminating in what Sir Arthewls identified as a
dual economy. In Zimbabwe, the division witnessedistinction across three interloping sectors ie trm of urban,
peri-urban and rural areas. Although some changes bBnsued with the advent of political independdncmany of the
countries, the structure of individual economiedl stflects colonial biases wherein agriculture tile most popular
livelihood and accounts for a significant chunktb& economy, while other sectors remain in the emtsstages of

development.

The multi-layered textures which Chambers attermlswill be addressed in the first section of the grap
These include poverty (un)perceived, knowledge oship, integrated rural poverty and practical aciihese will be
succeeded by a snapshot of the research site anddthodology employed. Thereafter, a discussiatheidevelopment
experience and conceptions will follow relying ol€hamberian lens to reveal the (re)shaping of rdeaklopment from

the time of his work publication.
Chambers on Rural Poverty

Robert Chambers attends to a vast array of issiéshvin his opinion hinder the development of rusadas.
While the challenges range from elitist biases, ithvsibility of the poor, asynchronous culturesgower dynamics in
knowledge, the focus in this paper will be on faneas which have been identified in four of hisntagcally structured

chapters, namely:
* Rural poverty unperceived,
* Whose knowledge,

» Integrated rural poverty and,
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* Practical action.

A useful starting point in discussing the text asllvas themes contained therein is in paying hontagthe
dominant discourses of the time. From the toolscvi@hambers himself deploys, a world-systems petisigepermeates
the language through the core-periphery dyad. $ncbnception, the core comprises of advanced desrdind the elite
which it contains while the periphery comprisestloifd world countries and especially the rural folk ignoring a
semi-periphery, Chambers’ conception fits well watldual economy thesis which sees economies asrisetf a rural
sector and an urban sector, each characterizedfbredt labor market equilibria. According to Lesyihe rural sector was
characterized by surplus labor in relation to maaioutput in agriculture. Because of this surglm®unt and the resource
endowments in urban areas, labor tended to midrate rural to urban areas. The plausibility of tlperspective is
contestable. Despite the criticism, Chambers deaptbgse frames to reveal nuances within the ruraéldpment arena
across third world countries.There are biases ter@aypes which maintained the colonially-rootpdthy towards rural

sectors. For example, Moyo (1986) quotes a metiideawhich maintained that:

‘but miracle really isn’t the right word. The susseof farmer Makuyana and thousands like her isebalt of a
conscious government policy and a lot of hard w&ikce independence in 1980 the government of PMinester Robert
Mugabe hawigorously promoted agricultural production, padiarly among the country’s peasant farmedghile many
African countries were making headlines with tragtories of famine and starvation, Zimbabwe’s fasmbrought
925,000 tons of corn to market last year, almostugh to feed the whole country despite three carisex years of
drought.What's more, small-scale or peasant farmers likekij@na marketed 378,000 tons of corn, or over 40%h®

crop and over four times their pre-independenceréof 80,000 tons(p.166) [emphasis in the original]

In the case of the rural farmers alluded to abtive,expectation was they remain marginally prodectind not
become key actors in the agricultural sector. Hasons for such lowly expectations were that conainfanmers were in
arid parts of the country and they did not emplapital-intensive methods of production. The legatgolonialism was
therefore still in force, yet a renewed ethos cedplith government support appears to have uslesathstantial increase

in output.

Chambers also offers warnings to the academic apiggsional elite on how to handle rural povertythbas a
phenomenon and as a concept. When consumed asuigakfdrm, a pluralist optic is advanced insteddboking at rural
poverty from one fixed analytical perspective. they words, poverty is not only what the acaderaigsst is. Neither is it
solely what state mandarins construe it to beatisuch broader form encompassing many aspedife @hd manifests in
various ways which a person specializing in onkl fadten fails to acknowledge let alone comprehekslia result, rural
poverty as a concept requiring complete understandnd as a condition requiring intervention iofmisunderstood.
Such a failure to broadly appreciate rural poverigiso plagued by the challenge of knowledge awiep.

While modern development scholarship and the poleking elite is familiar with Indigenous Knowledge
Systems (IKS) as a conception and approach replitkeits own methods and approaches, it is throiungights from
Chambers that power dynamics between practitiomeqserts, farmers and communities were revealechdking a case
for the development architecture, he indicates thatlinks of modern scientific knowledge with wigalpower and
prestige condition outsiders to despise and igmoral people's own knowledge. He then alludes &warious biases
which outsiders wittingly and unwittingly demonsg&awhen dealing with those to whom knowledge isncieded.

International and/or foreign knowledge is givempacy over the knowledge of the farmer regardlesdsowf inappropriate
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such foreign knowledge may be. An underlying inthcaof power derived from knowledge is the embeddsd of a
person in the modern economy. In rural settingsetore, it is people like teachers, nurses, dectgricultural extension

staff who have authority and enlightenment.

Integrated rural poverty is yet another theme wiittambers deploys to deconstruct the multifacetddra of
poverty across many units of analysis. There ictimamunity, the household and the individual tosider. Even on each
unit of analysis, poverty is not manifest in evéagt of life, but must be understood without comgriall aspects of
disadvantage’ (p.109). there are clusters of disathge which may interlock but tend to charactettizeform of poverty
within each household. These clusters may includeevability, dearth of power, isolation and phgdioveakness among
others. when intertwined, they form a deprivaticaptwhich suggests that poverty may be the regudt teast twenty
causal linkages. Beyond the familial and housetleigdironment, poverty may be entwined into the dodtas and
obligations faced by communities. Ceremonies amhisvsuch as weddings and funerals as well as em&eg may have
a deleterious effect on households leading tode sfito poverty. The insights in this section haeen elaborated further
in sustainable livelihoods frameworks (Krantz, 20Bllis & Freeman, 2005; Scoones, 2009). Poweritmdications for
who is capable of bargaining and what they bardain Among poor rural folk, power dynamics often anethat the
poorest are in the weakest position to negotiateative outcomes for themselves. This is also #ee dor the disabled,
physically weak and destitute.

On the matter of the practical action, Chambergahthat whereas theory informs social scientistsalows for
some to assume dogmatic positions, human behavibowever not deterministic. In this sense, peegie are at the
centre of the poverty discourse and the povertystrg are not rooted in unitary theoretical pridmog often respond to
various stimuli in various ways. The rigidity whitheory assumes is at odds with the flexibility e¥hitheir existence
demands. This perspective by Chambers draws outl#ssical sociological contrast pitting agencyswer structure.
While economic forces and structures of knowledge imave an overbearing influence on people, dewsstill must be
made at the individual level. As such, people namagency over their lives and not theoreticalstautts. Given the
intimacy of third world citizens to poverty and @¢auses, the question then becomes, ‘what is tiobe’ — to borrow from
Marxist/Leninist thinking. The answer proffered tiois question is assuming courage and to confrasicbbeliefs,
challenging personal values and exercise of theiimasion (p.194). The corollary is that a set ofredl@uestions emerges
which pits various sets of beliefs and mores agdowal mores and beliefs. As an example, Chambeas/s on the
complexity of the statement ‘the poorer people e less theyshould be paid’. Importantly for the development
practitioner and scholar, the changes are not ¢éegesplely from foreign outsiders but from the locatsiders who are

part of an elite class comprising of agriculturéagfrs, teachers, doctors and so forth.

An additional set of remedies includes avoidingltfesses mentioned in earlier sections as well aptaty Rapid
Rural Appraisal (RRA). We will not comment much thre former but shall hasten to emphasize that RBAdince been
succeeded by a host of alternative approachesdbdevelopment such as participatory rural apptdRRA). Perhaps the
most striking action which Chambers points out isomplete reversal in learning. It is this revenslich captures the
essence of ‘putting the first last’, that is, puitithe knowledge systems and approaches of thegsofaremost positions
instead of ‘expert’ knowledge, beliefs, attitudesl o forth. Reversals are recommended in formaligformal learning
platforms where curricula as well as interactiors @l deemed fair ground for transformation. Thgsg snobbish and
often racist mindset which portrays the poorestaay, ignorance, devoid of worthy insights and ktenlge requires

change such that those with power withdraw fromdéeter and recognize that they have much to l&am the poor.
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Mechanisms for such learning include joint R&D rleag by working as well as simulation games amotigrs.
Research Site and Methodology

Sivomo ward is in the Nkayi District which is in tdbeleland North Province. The geographic locationonly
situates the area within Zimbabwe’s administrategions, but gives context to the agro-ecologicatext. Zimbabwe has
traditionally been classified as an escarpment cimimg of five agro-ecological regions which arestiiguished by
rainfall volumes, average temperatures and soikgyMatabeleland North province is generally charazed by low
annual rainfall. The mean annual rfifhin Nkayi mirrors that of other dry and arid regsowhere between 17-70 mm
which translates to river flows especially in Nkayid Lupane that are seasonal and often dry in &n®g June to
November every year (Hoko, 2005). The political amtininistrative structure of the district is likeher districts in
Zimbabwe. This means that the district is demaccat® wards (30 in total) which in turn comprisenoimerous villages
(156 villages) within them (NkayiRDC, n.d.). Thaseone growth point in the district, which is conmhoreferred to as
Nkayi Business Centre located in Ward 29. Accordmghe 2012 census, the total population in tistridt amounted to
109, 371 people with an average household size.lofpBrsons (ZimStat, 2011). Ward 18 is commonlgradtively
identified as Sivomoward. Fanison rural health eemirovides the major conventional health servigewsision in the
ward. However, due to religious and traditionalqpicee, less conventional remedies are resortedich as faith healing
and traditional medicine/healing.Major schools ime tarea include Sivomo, Mkhalandoda and Nkuba dnd t
infrastructural portfolio serves a total populatioom the 2012 census-of2 953 in 553 householdsn&fat, 2011).
In addition to the health and education facilites a craft centeand voluntary counselling and testing ceriterkich the

government has assumed stewardship of. It is ;nsihiiting that a mixed methods study was conducted.

The discussion contained here is part of a broadeiyear study (2016-2017) with wider themes whiogerim
findings have been discussed elsewhere (Zikhaliy 2dikhali& Zikhali, 2017). Findings reported henedate to the theme
of rural development and are presented from foctmupm discussions (FGDs), observations and interwievith
participants. The purposively sampled participamthe study can be classified into three key gsptipe elite, rural elite
and the rural poor. The elite are participants Wiihambers would most likely ascribe the tag rtoafists, that is, urban-
based senior officerén=2) in government departments and Non-Governmentab@zgtions(n=3). The rural elite
(n=20) comprised of rural-based officials such as scleachers, nurses and AGRITEX officials, the Chiet&xive
Officer of the rural district council and field aférs from the NGOs operating in the area. Thel npoar comprised of
purposively sampled community members from Sivorveigo is sub-divided into eight villages. Four bese villages
were randomly selected and from the sample, fouséloolds were selected. The selection of the fousdholds entailed
caution to include at least one household, which situated either close to a road or close to eeplghere commercial

activity was conducted. As such, at least four kbotds met the spatial criteria.
Rural Development in Sivomo: Findings and Discussio

Chikwanha-Dzenga (1999) opines that wrong assumptiisinformed the Zimbabwe government’s immediate
post-independence approach where development obalewere construed as within the capacity of lgealernment
institutions. This misnomer resulted in non-goveemtal organizations (NGOs) assuming the primary thaaof
development agents/facilitators in rural areas.iriinished role of the state posed a myriad of emagles, particularly in
the sphere of governance (Hammar, 2008). The fathallenges ensued despite the state having atl@stdntensive

Rural Development Areas policy, albeit with feebleergy expended to its implementation. The oftecitelicator of the
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success in this policy are growth centers or ag éine colloquially identified in Zimbabwe, growtloipts. Nkayi is one of
more than fifty centers, which were earmarked fomgh as a rural center.

Perceiving Poverty

Much like other areas in Zimbabwe, poverty is iiféNkayi in general and Sivomo in particular. Tle@asons for

the poverty can be explained as follows:

All the three development plans formulated andtlypaimplemented in Zimbabwe did not pay attentitmn
poverty alleviation in rural areas. The assumpti@s that the benefits of any national developmiategy embarked on
would inevitably trickle down to the poor in theripdery. This oversight could have occurred becafishe concern with
correcting the racial imbalances in all segmentshef society. Poverty was thus not perceived astemal problem
(Chikwanha-Dzenga 1999, p.44).

The result of the negligence over the years is 182837 households in Nkayi district were deemestifpoor
whilst about 969 were non-food poor, making foload poverty prevalence rate of 66% in 2016 (UNICBfrld Bank
&ZimStats, 2016). Sivomo ward had a prevalence o4t61.1% over the same period and our findingkecefa similar
pattern, albeit not only confined to food poveriyt bsset poverty. The houseuholds in the studyrgiyenirrored the
descriptions in reports such as the survey conducyeUNICEF, World Bank and ZimStats. A descriptisrlaid out in
Table 1 below:

Table 1: Description of Sampled Households

Sample Description

Number of HH 16
Gender Split Male=45%; Female=55%
Average Age 43Yrs

Average HH size 5
"0-18"=31; "19-29"=15; "30-
39"=18; "40-49"=7; "+50"=9

Age Distribution

In assessing material poverty, the approach wasniploy a method which incorporated income/expenglitu
poverty measurements as well as people’s capabilititer Sen (1999). Such an approach is not Bntireled proof given
the difficulty in assigning consumption values toukehold members (Atkinson, 1992). However, for poeposes of
getting a snapshot of a household’s position, {her@ach was adopted. Table 2 below shows the darta the areas
scrutinized. The intertwined nature of income argdeaditure is evident in some of the dimensionscilinterchangeably
play the role of income-generators as well as edjpere-drivers. Such is the case with livestockjoihdepending on the
form of livestock- is used as a store of value ¢odispensed in future periods of strain much Ihe insurance markets
mechanism identified by Stark and Bloom (1985).

Complementing Table 2 data are observations madegiuransect walks as well as in meetings betwdécials
and community members as well as one meeting batwemmunity members and their traditional lead&teere is one
secondary road which cuts through Sivomo ward amuhected to it are generally poorer-conditionedneator roads to
various places including the rural health centiteetings amongst community members and either érikeotwo elite
groups tended to be held at a site such as otleedbcalschools or at the rural health center. iffq@ications are very

reminiscent of Chambers’ observations on ruralistsimvho do not stray into the interior of localeBhe implication was
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obvious particularly for those resided in placesréamoved from transport routes. It is such peop® must travel the
longest distances to attend meetings. The averaggnde travelled as reported by household headsSaakilometres
with the farthest distance being 10 kilometres #rel closest less than a kilometre. Is there amyeladion between
distance traveled and (1) income and, (2) experefiturests for correlation between household incame distance
(r= -.553 (two tailed), p<.0p and household expenditure and distanee-(487 (two tailed), p<.0} reveal a strong
negative correlation across the two. The test tesuiggest that as one moves away from the mathnmeavorks, one is
unlikely to encounter marked entrenchment of incqmoeerty. There is a plausible explanation for .tf8évomo is

characterized by markedly low incomes and as swold reflect widespread income poverty regardleisthe spatial

location of a household. This is not to suggest @fmmbers’ observation about better off househbotdsg located closer

to roads is invalid; instead, the ubiquitous presesf poverty masks some nuances such as thoseretbs®y Chambers.

Table 2: Household Income and Expenditure Figuresi Sivomo

Total Monthly Expenditure ‘ ‘ | | Income
A;::)l;:]ge Average A.;f;:]ge Average
Description Apr Aug Dec Household | Description Apr Aug Dec Household
Monthly Spend Monthly Spend
Spend P Income P
Food $299.20 | $440.00 | $404.80 $381.33 $23.83 gigving $36.80 $72.00 $67.20 $58.67 $3.67
Clothing §83.20 $51.20 | $211.20 $115.20 $7.20 l?:i?ling $48.00 | $118.40 | $83.20 $83.20 $5.20
HH
2 2 2 2 2
School $203.20 | $132.80 | §192.00 $176.00 $11.00 Enterprises $51.20 $56.00 $54.40 $53.87 $3.37
Health $54.40 | $115.20 | §145.60 $105.07 $6.57 Vegetables $27.20 $17.60 $25.60 $23.47 $1.47
Emergency | §20.80 $33.60 | $299.20 $117.87 §7.37 g::finuce $67.20 $19.20 $19.20 $35.20 $2.20
Slf’o‘j”m““’” $33.60 | $36.80 | $3520 | §35.20 $220 |Livestock | $27.20 | $5440 | $19.20 | $33.60 $2.10
Travel $81.60 | $ 3840 | §148.80 589.60 $5.60 Remittances | $ 196.80 | $244.80 | $227.20 | $222.93 $13.93
Farm
2 2
Tnputs $188.80 | $217.60 | $99.20 $168.53 $10.53
Farm

$323.20 | $118.40 £ 36.80 $159.47 $9.97
Assets

Livestock $163.20 | $134.40 | $156.80 $151.47 $9.47

Both incomes and expenditure were incorporateduciat a snapshot of household positions at threelbq
interspersed points in the year. The points areifiignt when construed in terms of the agricultie®ason. The time
around April marks the late end of the harvest@easd is therefore generally characterized by faalability for those
who have good fortunes off their farms. The pe@oound August is one where vulnerability is setiimgnd often leads
into a time of immense food strain for many housghaintil late November and December when rainsrbegfall, and
farmers engage in tilling and tending to crops.siish, expenditures, particularly on food tend tiofe the seasonal
patterns.To gain a grasp of the income povertyiwithe households, we compare the average housekpkend as well
as the average household income against the fowdrgyodatum linefor Matabeleland North which was6$B2 in
December 2016 Average total household spend was/498hile average total household income was $431ti8ese
nominal figures highlight the dire circumstances lajuseholds in Sivomo without peering beyond thesqrel

circumstances of members when incomes and speadingistributed.
Whose Knowledge?

The second thematic area which was identified éoutiy in the paper pertains to what Chamberstities as
‘whose knowledge’.Data on this dimension was gaitién gatherings and meetings held between vadoogositions of

the aforementioned participants. As already obskrkeowledge deployed is revealing in terms of ghaver relations at
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play. The observations were then complemented Isiglits drawn from interviews and focus group distuss.
Interviews were conducted with elite actors whibeus group discussions were held twice throughbetstudy with

community members. Two key issues emerge from ét@ glathered:

» Elite actors have justifications -both ideologi@id methodological- for deploying the interventiomkich

community members participate in.

« Community members are not powerless and docilepiets of technology, but have devised methods of

embracing technologies without compromising th@indorms of knowledge.

The first insight relates to who dispenses of kremlgke and who consumes or adopts it. Formal educttiough
the school system is valued across Zimbabwe. Batigped in western values and knowledge systesrs, iglittle doubt
that much of what is instilled to young people/teas is knowledge as mass-produced by the acadsditeicin so far as
informal education is concerned, there is a s@itveen western and traditional knowledge systenest®¥yn systems are
exhibited in training programs related to such atpas farming methods and health practices. Tdtdigation by the elite
is either based on methodological premises or ealadjical ones. The methodological narrative traheswvay putatively
‘contrasting’ forms of knowledge are (re)produc@daditional knowledge is deemed inchoate sincea hot been
subjected to rigorous scientific review. On theesthand, the knowledge which elites churn out ienged worthy of
adoption due to the various processes it undergoeserify its usefulness. A second related straséduin the
methodological narrative is the approach whichetite through their organizations deploy to havenownities engaged.
Informal and formal interviews are furnished withealthy dosage of buzzwords and fuzz words (Calin@@07) such as
‘buy-in’, ‘participation’, ‘inclusion’, ‘sustainald’ and so forth. It is argued that through deplgyithese tools, the
interventions which communities are beseeched ttalpain are more credible and legitimate compaoetthose imposed
in the name of tradition. In this sense, the afitaintain a hold on power albeit with the oftersélimpression that

communities are a part of the solution-seekingrvsation.

The second issue relates to the fact that commuméitgnbers do no exhibit signs of powerlessness. Gaesm
almost portrays a picture where the knowledge imlatrender the poor apathetic if not helpless.e®laions in Sivomo
suggest that a more nuanced interplay of relatisnsxderfoot. The case of Dlodlo, a former civihant who has now
commits his energies to farming is instructive linstregard. Dlodlo is part of a group of farmersowtarticipate in a
conservation agriculture (CA) program funded andilitated by an international NGO. Although he aciseto the
principles stated in CA, he insists on modifying Bpproach to suit the household needs in his hBoreinstance, on the
aspect of mulching, he indicates that poor gralangs compel him to use the waste from previoupses fodder for his
herd of cattle instead of leaving it to serve agecmn the soil. The modified CA is then alterec®more by adding
animal manure on the soil — an apparent act oftuésh for the removed soil cover. In such wayatnfiers are not
beholden to the dictates of the elite-instilledger knowledge'.

Integrated Rural Poverty

Table 2 above depicts the income situation amoteris@ouseholds in Sivomo. However, Chambers doés n
confine his conception of rural poverty in the malf income economics alone. Instead, his conceptiorors much of
what has been written by Scoones (2009) and otifexiars in the livelihoods field. Poverty is muiticensional, often a

result of numerous factors at play and seldom healdiconstructed to identify immediate causatiohe Btudy noted the
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various manifestations of poverty amongst househwldhe sample. Many lacked material resourceslwbould be put
to productive use. However, the analysis cannaebtricted to households alone. There was a cadaffastructure and
need for a social support structure. Infrastructaohools, hospital, commercial zones- is largéppitlated and in need of

renovation or outright replacement.The same applitsa social support structure which is incregbjirgetting thin.

Migration to Zimbabwe’s urban centers as well aSeaith Africa has led to a massive depletion oftimg®ung,
employable people from the rural areas. Nkayi i®@gnthe areas which have been hard hit by thisgrhenon which is
dated as a rite of passage (Mlambo, 2010)for yom®m. However, with new waves of migration in Zimibab
(Crush, et al., 2012), young men and women have mayate in droves. The burden of supporting thengpas well as
offering them material support daily falls on tHdezly who are mostly overburdened by responsipbdibd work. When
the burden is compounded by the disruption on famdaused by HIV/AIDS, the situation is evidertlge. Sivomo is no
exception in this vicious circle. The causes andifeatations of poverty are not simply relatedrioame, but touch on
various issues which relate to health, servicevdgji infrastructure and elements which impingewdrmat Sen (1999)
would identify as people’s ‘functionings’. Accessrtliable markets is made difficult by poor roadworks. Participating
in community activities for very young people istually impossible as culture and tradition oftempbses restrictions on
who can participate either based on age, or gemdbpoth. As a result, the ability to participatedertain development

processes for a subsection of the Sivomo commigmityrtailed.
Practical Action

Given the technologies which the elite promote #mal realities which rural folk encounter, there anany
possible scenarios which may play out. People mhagliw adopt the technology, adopt with reservationsreject it.
The reasons as outlined by Chambers are due tofeontation between dogmatic theory and the comfleid reality of
the poor. On this count, all stakeholders in Sivomere invited to openly engage on this matter inimterview.
The community members also discussed the mattpaidsf an FGD. Theory and practice are often atsodue to the
time lag which exists between testing and provinigchinology and meeting the problem in its curfeni. Agricultural
experts noted for example that although some irtdgions were theoretically robust, they were howeeoenpromised by
delay in adoption such that when finally implemehteonditions in the field would have altered ahdréfore required
modified or completely different solutions. The Biage of implementing conservation agriculture {G#as a case in
point. CA has been compromised by delayed rainfaftterns which now characterize much of the Zimbedow
escarpment. Because of the rainfall patterns, pejyissare longer which in turn means that debiiisglyn the fields is left
accessible to livestock for longer. In a region mhgrazing lands are scarce, this often meanstlleatiebris is fed to
livestock, thereby compromising CA. however, whie@ technology was initially introduced, rainfalltigsins were still in

sync with the norm and such dynamics were notat. pl

The idea in discussing these matters was not tatifglechallenges, but to solicit perspectives whiaduld be
identified as possible solutions. In this regardthbelites and locals were invited to proffer swng on various issues
raised. The broad consensus appears to have dadhnology and local knowledge ought to be fumeth that the dual
systems of knowledge complemented one another. iShi®thing new especially given that Chambers $aggested
much the same. What remained uncertain was howptieer relations of this hybrid knowledge structuveuld be
constructed. It is unfortunate that on this mattee, elite -especially in fields such as agrici@tand science- proved the

least likely to compromise. Some local knowledges wiher dismissed as an anachronism or labelfagith. Seldom did
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they take locally produced knowledge as wholly piale. It is in areas such as health that a confleeappears to have
been identified, presumably because numerous aifvesn treated in traditional and spiritual platferrilowever, even
here there was skepticism when a disease such\&alIBIS, Cholera and Malaria were discussed; hephdctitioners
leaning towards western science and discreditimglloemedies. The picture is therefore mixed ant paoticularly

convincing with respect to finding a consensuatigepted remedy.
CONCLUSIONS

More than three decades ago, Robert Chambers pedlia timely piece which served as an audit of the
development thinker and practitioner’s landscapeaddition, he offered numerous recommendationsasious themes
which compromise effective understanding and sglwafthe poverty problem. While not being as ouligh in style and
ethos as Jeffrey Sach’s ‘The end of poverty’, gsloffer a raft of solutions to be employed by acaids, elite actors and
common people alike. This paper has employed a Ghaan lens to the plight and experiences of peoplgivomo, a
ward in the Nkayi district in Zimbabwe.Hinged onmaxed methods approach, the study reveals thae tisen strong
negative correlation between household income astdrite to major transport routes (-.553 (two tailed), p<.0p as
well as between household expenditure and distérce. 487 (two tailed), p<.0p These correlations suggest that the
observation by Chambers does not apply to househaldsivomo. Such an observation is plausible gitien broad
prevalence of poverty in the area under study, iathe poor are both close to and far off themeansport arteries.
There are parallels between Chambers’ recognitionompeting knowledge streams and those identifire&ivomo.
Western knowledge is given the dominant role inpgheduction of new knowledge often at the experfsieal and/or
traditional knowledge. Such power dynamics tendlifuscate an understanding of the various mantfestaof poverty
in the area because the conventional and the popoleception of poverty is income based. Yet theeemore nuanced
causes and manifestations of poverty in Sivomo whitate to societal and cultural factors. Migrafipoor infrastructure,
collapsing social support all coalesce to form atame which both causes and reveals integratedrpoire the area. In
coming up with solutions to the challenges, combierorts involving elites and communities are idesl. However,
some experts are often at odds with the knowleddieolocals. The result is not determining a sohytbut jousting over
who exerts more influence in the locale. The distusby Chambers compels us to relook the appreaassumed in rural
development and the question whether three decandwards, our approaches as academics, as policysakel as
communities have changed for the better or we gtdpple with the same problems. The discussiamatgtl in Sivomo

suggests that changes in some aspects have beenbuoadiore effort is required in such areas asvienge production.
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