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Abstract

Migration isa common featurefor the rural populationof Matebeleland south region of
Zimbabwe.lt is increasinglypecoming anmportant source of income and livelihood the

wake of the country’'s economic downfall, p C
which have hit hard the region’s mainstay t
climatic conditions which have affected crop production and the declm agriculture.

Although migration is a significant livelihood for the people, it has also negative impacts for
instance HIV/ AI DS. Statistics in the study a
HIV positive during voluntary testing and coulling. This isa negative impact which has
detrimental effects on household labour and resources available for food production.

This study identifies the effects of migration on rural household fpamtuction. Thestudy
interviewed 30 random sampled respdents and 3 key informantnd data was collected
through a surveyusingquestionnaires and checklists for informani$e data gathered was
processed and summarised in tables and pie charts using micro soft word and excel sheet
and analysed using the suesearch questions and the main research question.

The findings shows that migration is an important component of the economy of the people
of Matebeleland and given the trend it shows that it will continue to be a feature of the
livelihoods of these comunities. Also the results revealed that the remittances sent by
migrants to families left back home have positive effects on food production as they are
used on productive investments buying farm inputs such as fertilisers and seeds which could
increase poductivity. In addition the remittances could also be used to acquire assets such
as livestock which could be used as draught power, manure for the fields and could also be
disposed in times of shocks that may rise such as droughts. Also the remittaasesised

to buy food to increase own production thereby increasing food security among households
and also to acquire other households possessions, send children to school, social gatherings
as well as saving®espite these positive effects, the results@revealed that delays by
some migrants in sending remittances for farm inpotused the farmers to miss early
plantingleadingto late planting which negatively impacted on prodocti

Given thatthrough remittances the positive effects on food prodtion outweighed the
negative, the studgave recommendation® ORAP that theghould considemigrationas
an essential component of food productionThey shouldmap out sustainable ways of
promoting the flow and utilisation of remittancesnd encouragehe farmers to grow small
grains which are drought tolerant thereby ensurfiog@d security in the district.

Key words: Migration, Remittances, food production



Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1 Introduction to the study topic

This researchfocuses on transnatimal labour migration and food production in
Matebeleland Southprovince of ZimbabweMigration to neighbouring countriess not a

new phenomenon irZimbabwejt dates back to the colonial periotHowever an upsurge in

the number of people migrating has beevitnessed in the Zlcentury as a response the

down f al | of the country’ s e c bunteemmygre gedining per | as
capita agricultural output as a result of droughts and changes in rainfall patteralsas
contributing tomigration. Thus migration has become a majorelihood strategyavailable

to rural households as a means of diversifying their economic imadee wake of declining
agriculture in the country

The migrants keep close ties with their families left behind aent remittances in form of
cashand in-kind. These remittances recad are then used for productive investmeas
well asfor consumptionwhich then improves the food security at househédel in terms
of availability, accessibility as well as iefhging a change in consumption patteransd local
development of thecommunities Neverthelessasmuch as migration can actually increase
household income through remittances, it should be recognised thagration has also
negative impacts which advergaleverse the positive gains.

This research was designed to investigate the effectsasfsnational labour migration on
household food production in Matebeleland South province in Zimbabwe and contribute to
sustainable food production by themall holderfarmers This is important in that it is useful

to understand the circumstances in which farmers operate when their family members are
involved in transnational labour migratiorAlthough the research was carried out in
Mangwe district the findings of thisesearch may be generalised to other districts in
Matebeleland South province which have related characteristics such as type of farming
system, climatic conditions, geographical proximity to country of destination as well as
similar cultural and histora links with country of destination.

Thisreport is organized as fals; it starts with background fiormation on Matebeleland
South,food production then migration in the provindellowed by theoretical consideration
Then comes problem definition, research objective and research questions followsd
methodology then presentation of findingend discussion. Finally conclusions and
recommendationsre drawn



Chapter 2: Background information on m igration and food production

in Matebeleland South province

2.1 Matebeleland South Province

The research was carried outward 2 of Mangwe district iMatebeleland South province
of Zimbabwe.The province has an area of 54,1kf2 with a popudtion of approximately
650.000and 91 000 householdBrovingal Censu002 The province is made up of 6 districts
and the areafalls under agro ecological zone regidW andV which is characterised by low
and erraticrainfall <560mmyear, mean annual temperature of 29 degrees Celsius and
long dry season fromApril to OctoberZimvac 2008Hencethe area naturally receives low
rainfall amounts which make production of major cropgch as maize challenge The
region predominantly lies in agriculturally marginal andulght prone area in the country.(
Maphosa 209).

The province is arid and very dry. Opportunities for irrigation are minimal to complement
rainfed food production.Food production idurther constrained by thesoils which are
margina) infertile and dry weather conditions which makes crop productrisky The
major crops grown in the area are maize, millet as well as sorghuthe pastthe province
relied on the surplus of food crops from other regions, however with the economic decline
which hasreducedthe countryto a point that each year diit in cereals are recordedt
means the province is affected mostiihis is further elaborated by Fewznet 2011 which
cited that the total maize production for 2010/11 agricultural season is estimated at 1.33
million tonnes which is 500 000 tonnes shof annual domestic requirements of around
1.8millions.Animal husbandry is suitable for the area and it used to be a viable livelihood
activity, however many small holder farmers have been losing their cattle to droughts which
have constantly hit theegion. In addition, lack of water availability, a few reservoirs exist
and money to buy the required medicinés prevention of livestock from diseasésaves

the farmers with no option except tpursue crop production which is not suitable for the
areagiven the factors mentioned earlieBelow is a map which shows aggoological zones

in the country and as mentioned earlier Mangwe district falls under region IV and V.



Figure 1 Map of agro ecological zones in Zimbabwe

Map 1. Zimbabwe Agro-Ecological Zones
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Figure 2 Map of Bulilimamangwebistrict where Mangwe district is al$ound.

Bulilimamangwe



http://www.fao.org/docrep/010/ai469e/ai469e07.jpg

Bulilimamangwe usetb be one district but now they have been divided intootvBulilima

on its own and Mangwe on its own respectively. But there is no latest or updated map with

the districts demarcated. Hence the mabove shows Bulilimamangwe district but the

|l ower part t hat ' s wh er e Fiedawork was carded sotit rink ¢ t i S
Matebeleland Southprovince in Mangwe district part of Bulilimamangwen ward 2. The

province is bordered by Botswana in the west and South Africa in the Stheireasons for
selecting this research ar ea et preximity Hoa t due
neighbouringcountries andthe history of the people iMatebeleland South provincaost

people in that areare boundto be involved inmigration (Zinyama 2006)Most households

in that area depend on migration as a livelihood strategiso the other reason why

Mangwe district was chosen was because the researcher had access to the lacahan

ORAP a local NGO operating in the district gave permission to the researcher to carry out

field work. The Mangwe district is comprised of W@rds andward 2 is made up of 6

villages.

2.2 The Research population

According to Best 1993, a study population refers to any group of people that have one or
more characteristics in common and is of the interest to the researchisn, UN defined
houseéhold as oneor group of people living under the same roof dwelling, pool their money
and resources together and at least share a meal together each day as well as
acknowledging the authority of a man or woman who is the head of the househlold the

study population for this research consisted of small holder farmers in ward 2 of Mangwe
district of Matebeleland South provinc&here are 760 households in Ward 2 fdrtak 6
villages and research was done in 3 villages with 30 respondents.

The study popultion practice subsistence farming and they have on average 4 acres of land .
The economy of the people in this district dependsraim fed agriculture and livestock is

the mainstay of the economy though most of their incomes are now coming from migration
due to the unfavourable climatic conditions which are making agriculture not viable
(Maphosa 2006)They keep livestock which includes cattle, goats , donkeys, sheep, pigs and
chickens for sale and household consumption. The main crops grown in tharar@aaize,

millet and sorghum. The main farm implements they use include ploughs, hoes and carts.
Irrigation schemes in the district are inadequate due to shortage of dams and there is also
critical shortage of grazing land.

Other economic activities prased are selling Mopani wormg;rafts, petty trading,
carpentry, building, selling firewood and vegetabMfge employment within the district is
very low; most people are migrant workers outside the country. A study by Hobane 1999 in
the same district idicated that 62% of the adults were employed in Botswana and South
Africa and their remittances were an important source of household income. Most migrants



from the district are men leaving most households headed by woarahthis explains the
reason why vwwmen are more in humber than the males in the district

The District has aumber of natural resourcesvhich rangessoil, vegetation, and wildlife
species (including kudus, elephants, lions, impalas, buffaloes, wildebeests and Zebras)d s ’
species andviopani worms. However these resourcémve been oveexploited for both

trade and home consumption. This conditiothas been causedy the inadequacy or
unavailability of income generating resource basthe community.

Table 1 Institutions important for food security operating in Mangwe District: 17 wards in
the districts and study area is ward 2

Name of NGO Activities Role they play in food production

ISLT Food aid 1 They provide supplementary
feedingto identified vulnerable
houséholds to complement their
own production

ADRA HIV/AIDS 1 Education and increasing
awareness on how the epidemic
can adversely affect labour
available in a household which ca
affect food production.

CADEC Water and Sanitation 1 Provide training to farmers ohow
they can conserve their reservoirs
so that their animals can have
adequate water for drinking.

ORAP Agriculture& food aid 1 Provide training on good
conservation practices and
encourage the cultivation of small
grains which are drought tolerant

M Livestaek distribution to identified
households.

1 Provide agricultural inputs (seeds

fertilizers)
Help Age Agriculture 1 Provide agricultural inputs seeds
Zimbabwe and fertilisers to elderly taking cat




of OVC.

AREX Extension services 1 Provide technical adviagen good
farming methods and how they ca
take care of their animals

ICRISAT creation of efficient market| § Links the farmers to different
systems markets around the region other
than the local markets.

Practical Action | Small livestock production,|  Train farmers on small livestock
gender &HV/AIDS production

mainstreaming -
I sensitize the farmers on the

impacts of HIV/AIDS which can
destroy their economic base.

GMB Buy and sell graingereals) | § Households with remittances can
purchase cereals at lower price
than from the local market.

1 Farmers with surplus can sell their
grains to GMB and get some
income

Far mer s’ 9 Providesloansinform |  Provide farmers with inputs as fori
cooperative of inputs of a loan and pay back after
harvest.

Source: Catholic Relief Services progress report 2011

There are a number of organisat®mvolved in agricultural production in the district. For
instance ORAP is involved in inputs (seed & fertilizer) distribution, conservation farming,
water and sanitation (rehabilitation of wateesources). Other NGOs in the district are into
research, development of local agriculture markets and technology transfer through small
holder farmer training programme#gxtension services are provided by AREX officers from
the Ministry of AgricultureAll these efforts are channelled towards ensuring food security in
the district and increasing setifficiency among small holder farmers.

Although there is good presence of other institutionsod insecurity in rural Matebeleland
South is a common featuras a result of the following factors. Most households lack farm
implements, seed, fertiliser and herbicides due to limited livelihood options which can bring
in some income. Livestock stocking rates have been reduced by the severe droughts in 1990s
and that has reduced animal traction and thus most rural households use manual labour and
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cannot fully utilise their farms and they get low harvests which cannot take them through
the lean season October to April (Maphosa 2005).

HIV/AIDS has further exacerbatéde level of poverty in rural Matebeleland. HIV/AIDS
impacts on labour and this compromises household production. Losses in income reduce the
guantity of agricultural inputs a household can buy and this adversely impacts on household
food production (Crust2006). According to Maphosa 2005 in a research carried out at a
hospital in Matebeleland south province, the results indicated that 100% of migrants from
Botswana who came for voluntary counselling and testing were HIV positive while 88% of
those from Soth Africa tested positive. Such negative impacts destabilize capital available
to the household and it exposes the households to shocks that may arise such as droughts
and economic downfall.

2.3 Food production in Matebeleland South

According to Maphas 201Q Matebeleland South has been declared national disaster four
times due to failure to meet its food settifficiency Of the main food crops producedaize,
sorghum and millet are very important. However, their guation ha declined over time.
FAO 2011 highlights that the agricultural sector has been experiencing challenging
constraints since 2000. The country particularly Matebeleland province did not recover from
the effects of floods (cyclonélife) in the 1999/2000 season as well as the effefta dry

spell which followed in the 2000/2001 season. Thus periodic droughts, deteriorating macro
economic conditions compounded with HIV/AIDS drastically reduced output and
productivity andincreased exposure to recurrent food insecurity for smallhofdemers.

Of main importance is to ensure food security, first by own production and supplemented
with access to markets.However die to persistent deficits in food to feed its own
population, the area has relied in the past on trade flows from other megithat have
surplus. However, this has changed in the last decade because even the regions which used
to have surpluses are struggling to feed themselves throughout the yeaathermore
Maphosa 2009 highlights that even in a good year in terms of amotrdinfall very few
households are left with surplus produce from which they can obtain incéeording to
IFADagriculturalproduction has suffered as a result of weak support services, lack of credit,
and acute shortages of essential inputs such a&sisgfertilizer and fuel. In drier areas water
scarcity is a major challenge for farmetdenceaffordability is one of the issues thatffect

food production in Matebeleland South provincAccording toFAO 201leven if when
inputs are available in the anket, most rural households simply cannot afford théFhis is
worsened by lack of credit facilities in the district.

The farmers in ward 2 rely solely on rain fed for food production. According to FEWSNET
2010 estimated production for maize in Matebeletl South province was 71 145 metric
tonnes for 2008/09 season and 58 290 metric tonnes for 2009/10 agricultural season yet

7



area cultivated was 95 919 hectares in 2008/09 and 139 643 hectares in 2009/10. This
indicates a decline in productivity even thoutte total acreage had increased. Factors such

as long dry spells and erratic rainfall accounted for such a decline. The same report shows
that in 2010 50% in Matebeleland South were food insecure and most households had cereal
supply which could not lashem for 3 months.

2.4 Transnational labour migration in Matebeleland South Province.

Literature in this domain shows that it is difficult to define migration because of its
accelerating and multifaceted natur@lack 200L However according to Maphosa006
many definitions of migration use a combination of distance, time and purpose as the
characteristics that distinguish one type of migration from the otliZmyama 2006)
Migration is a process that involves the geographical movement of people fremdrea

of origin to take up temporary or permanent residence in another area. The 2000 era has
witnessed an increase in the number of Zimbabweans migratingth®r countries.
Zinyama 200highlights that the economic and political conditions in the doyrhas
fuelled out migration.

People migrating from Matebelelar§outhto neighbouring countries dates back to the late
19" and 20" centuries during the colonial era where most men used to work in the mines.
Labour migratiorwas historically consideretb be a male activitynonetheless irthe new
millennium anincreasein the number of women and men migrants to South Africa has
been witnessed. Zinyam2006 says the economic conditions in the country have gone
down to an extent that the lowniddle incone households are finding it necessary to adopt
a wide range of strategies to cope with hardshgsl migration is one of the available
options to diversify their economic basé&onseiga highlights that labour migration is an
important instrument in develoment strategy in the objective of reducing rural and total
poverty.

Maphosa 2006 indicated that the most migrating age in Matebeleland ranges from eighteen
to forty five and this includes school leavesshool drop outs anadults (productive age )
Evenyoung women are on the move to seek domestic labour in neighbouring countries.
There are also different types of migranisvolved intransnational migration. Zinyama
(2002) highlights that there are legal migrants who move to neighbouring countries with
official documents and some may even get work permits. However there are many
undocumented migrants who pass through the
j umping”’ and some take | egal entry [Ibheyt when
tend to overstay. Zinyama2002 alldes that mt only do these ovestaying and
undocumented migrants seek to secure employment in the host countries, but some even
manage to obtain South African or Botswana citizenship and other official documents
fraudulently. Acording to the South African High Commission in Harare, about 75,000
Zi mbabweans were believed to be staying *
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temporary residence permits during 1997, while an additional unknown number had
entered and renained there without legal documents. This number is believed to have
increased considering the economic decline in the new millennium.

2.5 Reasonsfor migration for Matebeleland South migrants

The tablebelow shows a summary of the pull and push fastevhich makes the people of
Matebeleland migrate to neighbouring countries. The effects of the economic downfall in
the country, political crisis as well as declining agricultural productivity inrélgégon are
prime factors which are pushing the migramist of their homes. These factors have limited
the livelihood options of the people in Matebeleland and to diversify their economic base,
they migrate to neighbouring countries. In addition prospects of getting jobs and higher
wages are some of the pullidgctors which are making the people to be on the move.

Table 2: Summary of the push and pulls factors

Push factors Pull factors

1 Economic (including unemployment) | Prospects of getting jobs and high
wages.

1 Political instability(political beatings, anc
violence) 1 Potential for improved standards of livin
1 Decliningagricultural productivity

1 Lack of income from agriculture

9 Peer pressure

Ecmomic reasons which includes high rates of unemployment in the country has pushed the
produdive age to migrate to neighbouring countries in an effort to seek employment and
increase household incomand supplement household food productioAccording to the
Index Mundi (ND) unemployment rate in Zimbabwe by 2009 was estimated to be above
80%.Zinyama (2002highlightedthat the high unemployment rates in the country exerted
pressure on theroductive agdo migrate hence making migration a livelihood strategy for
many households in the provinck Mangwe districtstatistics by CRS 2011 showattB6%

of the total households in the districhas at least one membemwho has migrated to
neighbouring countries as a coping mechanism given the economic conditions in the
country. In addition researchedy UNDP 2010 and Maphosa 2006 indicate that mbent

50% of respondents gave economic reasons as the main reasons to migrate to South Africa
or Botswana.



It is worthy mentioning thateasons for migration by the people of Matebeleland South vary
overtime. According to Moyo 2006 report migrants during todonial times moved to South
Africa to seek employment in the mines becaukeyt wanted higher wages. Frot®82

1987 the Matebeleland people moved to South Africa as they fled the political unrest in the
region. During this period it is estimated that@Dpeople from Matebeleland migrated to
South Africa or Botswana flakina 2007). Inthe 1990s migrants moved as a result of
widespreadretrenchmentscaused by the effects of structural adjustment programmes. The
2000 era main reasons cited were economic g@oditical crisisin the country.The political
instability whichincludespolitical beatings, killing and tortures during the 208&ctions

saw many adults fleeing the country to neighbouring countries.

Moreover the environmental stress caused by erratinfall and unfavourable climatic
conditionsare alsosome of the reasonwhich have seen migrants moving to neighbouring
countries As mentioned earlier that crop production is not economically viable due to harsh
climatic conditionsand animahusbandy which is suitable for the aa has been reduced by
droughts and shortages of grazing laraded to get income people have to look elsewhere
and in the process they migrate outside. Theglthe in agricultural productivity andck of
income from agriculire have pushed people to migrate to neighbouring countries to seek
employment

AsSouth Africa is increasingly becoming the economic hub of Southern Africa, the prospects
of higher wages and potential for improved standards of living are some of therdac
pulling thepeople inMatebeleland intathe country.The anticipation of better life, jobs and
opportunities has pushed the people of Mangwdistrictto an extent of risking lives by being
illegal migrantan the face of xenophobia attacks and depdidas. Furthermore countries

such as South Africa and Botswana their economies are grastriogg and are stable. For
instancei n 2009 South Afr i ca"insthe wald with @ @GDP ofv$488, r a n k
600 million and the same yeamemployment ratein South Africa was recorded to be at
24%as compared to above 80% in Zimbabwaven such a scenario, most people close to
the borders get attracted to migrate to countries like South Africa and Botswana with the
hope of getting better opportunities andake care of their families left back home in
Zimbabwe.In addition literature in this domain suggests that the geographical proximity of
this province to South Africa and Botswana makes it easynigrants tomove to these
areas. Parts of the Mangwe digtrare at the borderline with Botswana. (Maphosa 2006).
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2.6 Theoretical considerations about the effects of migration to household food
production

According to Maphosa (2006) the tangible link between migration and country of origin is
the impact of emittance. Migrants sent remittance to countries of origin d t hat ' s a
positive impact to migrant sending countrie8s van Doorn states, remittances have the
potential to create positive outcomes for the migrant source areas. Unlike other forasl of
remittances usually do not carry any obligations, constraints or preconditions and reach the
intended beneficiaries, who are often lewwcome families, because of the absence of
government interference (Stein, 2003). Taylor and Fletcher (2002) defemittance as
monetary or cash transfers and other transfers such as consumer goods, capital goods and
skills and technological knowledg@emittances come in various forms, it can be formal or
informal depending on the type of channel through which tleee transferred. Maphosa
(2006) states that formal remittances refers to remittances sent through official means such
as bank transfers, money transfer organisations while informal remittances are those that
are sent through unofficial channels such asvate money couriers, through friends and
relatives. Zinyama (2006) purports that undocumented migrants are less likely to send their
remittances through official channels than documented migrants out of fear of being caught
by officials and face deportatio At the same time remittances can be sent individually and
collectively.

Literature in this domairshows thatremittances are used on different investments. Some
households use remittances on productive investments such as capital goods, inputs as well
as labour hirethereby increasing household food prodtion. However others use
remittances on consumpte investments, buying food to supplement to what they would
have producedMaphosa 2006)According tcEllis2003migrationsbrings remittances which

helps the household to acquire assets thereby reducing poverty, shocks that may arise such
as droughts, vulnerability as well as improving livelihoods of the household.study by
INSTRAW 200Q8emittances contributd to improvement in foodsecurity of eceiving
households. Even though migration has a loss of labour effect which can lead to low
productivity, remittances can bring in income that can be used to pay labour or to buy food
instead hence increasingpusehold food security. Ratl2003 indicateghat remittances do

not only raise food consumption but has alsmny effects such as increasing access to
health and educational services as compared to -regeiving householdsRemittances
received can be used to buy inputs such as fertilisers, seeddaam implements which
includehoes, ploughs and carts. These inputs can increase food production and can also be
hired in exchange for labouBelow is the summary of the impacts of remittances.
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Figure 3 Summary of the impacts of remittances. Source Ellis 2003
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The summary above shows thegmittancescan facilitate a family to acquire household
assets which reduce poverty, risk as well as vulnerability and increase livelihoods of the
household. However labour is also affectedoa&® or more members migrates but this can

be covered if the householdssemoney to hire labour.

The studyby Gomez 2011ound out thatthe remittances were also used to buy assets such
as cattle andnot only did the cattle provide draught power, they also provided cow dung
which wasusedas a manure in the fields. Also tbattle provided milk and most households
would sell itand get an extra incom®ia 1992 describes migration as an efficient strategy to
promote agricultural investments and reduce food insecurity and income risks by families
thereby allowing the farmer® increase food production

A report by Tsik@010 purports thatabour migration hada negative impact on household
food production particulaly small holder farmer as reduced farm labour which results in
reduced farm productivityS i mi | a r findimgsGhash 20@6 hss study found out that
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remittances received by households left back at honael adverseeffects onagricultural
output consideringhat some households were able to live off remittances and completely
abandon cultivation hence eating dependency syndrome. He goes on to highlight that
remittances ould create a way of life thatauld not be sustained through local labour
thereby yielding a number of negative side effects such as income inequality, inflation, lost
production and hgher unemploymentHowever Taylor 1996 is of the view that migrant
remittance can reverse or reduce the loss of labour effect if the migrants can send
remittancesenough to hire labourMaphosa 2006 in his study found out there were no
significant negativempact of labour migration on agricultural productivity. He indicated that
Matebeleland has unfavourable conditions hence loss of labour had minimal effect on
productivity and it would be difficult to measure impact of labour on agricultural
productivity given that the income from agriculture was insignificant whether or not there
was migrationand there was no correlation between the size of the field cultivated and the
migration of household members

Cross cutting issues such as HIV/AIDS which d&edlito migrationhad negativeeffects on

food production(Crush 2010)This concurs with Maphosa 2005 who indicated that HIV/AIDS
reversed the gains of migration and adversely affected food production. HIV/AIDS led to
diversion of household income throughedical bills and such losses in incohmeited the
amount of agricultural inputs that the households could have bought and this compromised
food production. Crush 2010 indicated that HIV/AIDS triggered a chaiegaitive reactions

that undermined everydrm of capital available to the household and making the household
incapable of dealing with shocks that may arise. In addition the disease had double negative
impacts, besides the income, farm labour was also adversely affected for instance the
woman woutl abandon the farm to take care of the sick husband and in the process
undermine food production.
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Chapter 3. Research design

3.1 Research problem definition

Labour migration of migrants to neighbouring countries will remain a feature of
Matebeleland Sout region for a long time mainly because remittances are an significant
source of income and livelihood (Maphosa 2004). While literature on labour migration
Matebeleland Southexist, most of it dwelt on the nexus between remittances and
development bothat macro and micro levelnd no study has been done specifically on the
effects of migration to rural household food production. This notion concurs with Maphosa
2004 in his study he recommended that studies on the impact of agricultural productivity
shoud be done so as to assess the role of remittances in providing agricultural inputs, labour
as well as farm implements and the effects on household food production.

A similar study was carried out by Tsiko 2010 in another region of Zimbabwe and his study
focussed on the impact of migration to food security. However the findings of the study
cannot be concluded or generalised for Matebeleland South region due to factors such as

different characterstics like climatic conditionsgeographical proximity to amtry of
destination and cultural and historical links with country of destination.

It is against this backdrop that this study seeks to do a research on the effects of remittances
to household food production. This would assess the uses of remittances$irahd they

have any effects on food production. The findings of this study will be use@R®#&Ra local

NGO working in Matebelelan8outhprovincegiven that they areamplementing a project
focussing on small holder agriculture with the goal to inse2aouseholdfood production.

At the same time the organisation has a programmecatile production whereby they are
distributing cattle to selected target beneficiaries as loans in an efforintprove food
security in the regionORARacks informatioron the effects of migration on household food
production for Matebeleland South region and heemmissioned the researcher to carry

out this study.

3.2 The conceptual Framework

The conceptual framework has a focus on remittangb&h comes from migradn and the

uses of remittances that is productive investments which includes purchases of assets such
as cattle, pigs, goats, donkeys, farm inputs, farm implements and also hiring ,|&neuwill

then leads to increased agricultural productivity whichvéaeffect on income and
consumption patterns. Remittances are also perceived to be used on consumptive
investment and norconsumptive investment and thisakes into account purchases of extra
food to supplement own production, school fees for childrensibaneeds such as paying
medical bills, clothing as well as social gatherings like funerals, weddings and burial societies.
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The most important aspects are the relationships that exist on each among the factors. For
instance, remittances received as dirempital goods may assist in asset building which
increases resilience of a household to disasters, and at the same time can be sold to
purchase agricultural production resources sucliieaslisers,seed and can be used to hire in
labour. Availability ofliese resources will determine the level of food production.

Thus fromthe diagram shown above, migration brings remittance which can be in &rm
moneyand inkind. According to previous literature the relationship between migration and
home sending coumies is remittance. The remittances receives by households left back
home in the country of origin can be uséd on productive and consumptive and non
consumptivenvestments(Gomez 2011)

Migration can also affect labour which adversely affects houskHobd production.
However the issue of labour depends on the amount of cash remittances sent by the
immigrant. Some immigrants can send some money enough to hire labour thereby replacing
lost labour and can increase productivity. However labour replaceraeimes does not
substitute the lost labour and in the end the family left behind have increased activities such
as land management which was previously done by the immigrant who would have left.
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Figure 4 Conceptual Framework
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The following terms were defined:

Productive investment: It refers to the purchasesuch as farm inputs (seeds, fertilizeasd
pesticide3, assets such as livestock which had an effect on increased agricultodakcgon.

Consumptive investment: refers toinvestments such as buying extra food
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Non Consumptive investment: refers to investments such as education, medical health,
social gatherings, paying taxes (land and heb@ycles, telephones, radios, TV setatalies

3.3 Research Objective
The objective of this studis to enhancethe understandingof the effects oftransnational

labour migration on household foodproduction and related livelihoodsn Matebeleland
South Province

3.4 Research questions
Main research question

What effects does transnationalabour migration have on household fogaroduction and
relatedlivelihoods of small holder farmers in Matebelela@dutH?

Sub questions
1. Whatare the impacs of migration on food productiomf the rural rouseholds?
2. What are the uses ofremittances by small holder farmersand its effects on food

production?
3. In what way are their livelihoodand sources of incomiafluenced by migration?

17



Chapter 4. Research strategy and Methodology

4.1 Method of data coll ection

The researctwas based on both primary and secondatgta. A suvey was used in this
researchand primary data was collected from the field throutite use ofquestionnaires,
observations,focus group discussionand checklists for key informantdhe reasoning
behind selection of multiple methods of data collection was influenced by the need to check
consistency of findings obtained through different methods. This corresponds with Yin 2003
who cited that such triangulation increased validégd emnriched obtained dataA survey
strategy was chosen on the basis thaertables theresearcher to obtain data from large
number of people. Furthermorex¢ensive sources ofegondary data for this researchene
gathered from available literature, books, ymals, articles and internet search engines.
Existing datavasanalysed

Before going for field work, the researcher worked on literature on transnational labour
migration and its effecten household food production and related livelihood activities.sThi
secondary data was gathered from available literature, books as well as journals. This
information helped the researcher in coming up with interview questions, focus group
discussion and checklist for the key informants. The researcher then liaisedORIP to
carry out research in Mangwe district where a lot ofigrants are coming from.
Appadntments with key informantsuch as AREX officer, ORAP field afficere made and
gavea brief description of the aim of theesearch so as to prepare them for tdescussions.

Reflections on Questionnaire pretesting

A pretesting was carried ouin a non study area witfive householdsn order to see the
practicability and viability of the questionnaire. Then the researchers reflected on the results
from the five questionnaires administered and found out that some of the questions had to
be removed and some had to be rephrased. After editing the questionnaires, interviews to
individuals were carried out firsand then lastly key informants were interviewed. The
reaoning behind questioning the key informants lastly was that by the time the
guestionnaires were administered, the researcher would have picked some issues which
could need clarity and the experts would be the right people for tfwatinstance how
migration is impacting on food production.

4.1.1 Primary Data collection

Thirty questionnaires and three interviews with key informants were carried out to gather
primary data.This enriched information gathered for this study and helped in answering the
main resarch questionAmbert 1995 states that multiple informants and multiple methods
of data gathering within the same study are themselves checks for the validity of the
researchers’” interpretations.
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4.1.2 Sampling design

Random sampling was used for this rass, given that 86% of the households in the
selected area had a member who had migratetihe type of the choice of this sampling

design was influenced by the fact that almost every household had a member who is an
emigrant in the neighbouring countrgnd had been there for over five yeassmd random

sampling gave all the units an equal chance to be seledtedet a representative sample,

thirty (30) households in 3 villages were randomly selec&udce the ward is made up of 6

villages, 6 numbers wenaritten down representing each village and put in a hat and then

one village head was asked to pick 3 numbers and the numbers picked were the selected
villages. The same method was used for 30 respondents. Givethtieatvillages had been
selected,ther esear cher then used village head’s r e
the village. Theotal number of households in a village determined th&ervalsin random

picking therespondents. Fomstance ina villagewith 100 households, a respondesnwas

picked after an interval of 1@ouseholdsin addition his study followed Ambert etaB95 s
argument t hat , “An adequate sampl e depends
complexity of the model studied, the availab

For the key informants, accordingto G Ritzer (2007key informant is a knowledgeable
participant of a particular subject which is an important part of the investigatidarshall
(2006) also says that an expert source of informatidinus the ky informants served as a
check on the information obtained frorthe small holder farmersin this studythe key
informantswere experts on migration and food security. A key inform&n International
organisation for migratiorwas interviewed the reason beinghat they are dealing with
migration issues and have information on the trends of migration in that area. An extension
officer was also interviewed as they work with the farmers and have information on
production trends ORAP field officer was also intexwied given thathey are implementing
agricultural livelihod activities in the area chosen anidey provided the researcher with
information on the relation between migration and food production.

Table 3 Summary of Justification for using various methods

Data collection | Study Sample size | Type of information needed and
Method Population Reasoning for the various methods
Survey Small holden 30 1 Impact of migration on fod
(administered | farmers in ward production

guestionnaires) | 2 Mangwe Uses of remittances

1
district f  How migration is influencing the
livelihoods and sources of income
i Due to constraints of time 3
respondents were feasible t

interview
Checklist forkey | Arex officer,| 3 1 They were chosen because the
informants IOM officer, are experts in relation to migratio
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ORAP fielg and food security issues
officer 1 Researcher wanted to get &g
overview of the impact o
migration on food production sinc
the experts ar ¢
happening in the district

Observation Ward 2 1 The researcher was looking f¢
physical assets such as hous
livestock, ploughs, acreage of the
lands, the soils which helped in g
an understanding on the uses
remittances.

4.1.3 Survey

A survey wasised to collect data on household demographgsaurce endowmentsand
economicactivities, and remittances, types of remittances as well as uses of remittances.
Information on consumption patterns was gathered using a survey. The researcher came up
with a questionnaire which contained both closed apkn ended questions’he advantage

of closed questions was that the presence of response options enhanced standardization by
creating same frame of reference for all responderi?siring the interviews with selected
households, the researcher made use bservationsof the visible household assets such as
type of houses they had, cattle, kradts gather informationon the uses of remittances
whichwere necessaryor the study and to probe further. An averagearfe hourwas spent

with each interviewee. Tdn issue of confidentiality and importance and purpose of the
research was explained to the respondents before interviewing them.

How the questionnaire for the 30 sampled respondents was developed:

The sub research questions guided tlenfiulation of intervew questions and in addition
guestionso n  r e s p charatteristicssuch as age, sex, household sizes, occupation, land
holdings, asset ownership and food consumption were also included mainly because they
were found relevant for the studyThe followng is a summary of the characteristics and how
relevant they were to the study.

Table 4: relevance of selected respondents’ characteristics

Respondent Characteristics | Relevance to the study

Age 1 Relevantin knowing whether the majaty fell under the
productive age and could work meaningfully in the fig
or maybe most of the head of households left home w
elderly people who could not work gainfully in the farm.
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Marital Status

it helped to explain cross cutting issues such agAIDS
which reversed the positive gains of migration, given t
more married men had migrated leaving their wives b
home and were therefore vulnerable and prone
contracting the disease

Sex

helped to check with literature which asserts that mq
men in the study area had migrated.

Household size

household size was a variable relevant in determir
whether a household had enough labour or not

Occupation

The type of occupation determined the need to migrate
other countries.

Knowing the type boccupation was therefore necessa
as it helped to identify push and pull factors for migratio

Occupations of the respondents were relevant

understanding whether agriculture is the mainstay of th
livelihoods or they had other livelihoods theicaomy
depended upon.

Land holdings

Land ownership is a factor that determines fo
production. Those with land are able to use it
production or rent it out to those who can use it better.

acreage was relevant in understanding if the responde
hawe enough land to cultivate and produce for their o\
consumption and in relation to the topic of the study
helped explain whether migration was the only cau
factor of food production or the were other factors whi
affected food production in the stly area.

It could also tell whether those households that rece
remittances were able to cultivate more land or not.

Asset ownership

It was relevant in order to find out if the assets they ha
were acquire through remittances received or oth
means.

Food consumption

This was asked tdepict theirdiet and check whether the
had diversity in their diet anthe number of meals eate
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per day.

1 This was quite important in determining whether tf
household were food secure or insecure and whether t
utilised the food remitted by members in the neighbouri
countries.

Crop production (cropy I The questions on crop production were asked because
grown, type of inputs researcher assumed that migration had a positive imy
harvest) on crop production irthat the remittances received wer
used to buy the inputs and the farmers would cultivg
different crops using hybrid seeds and also fertilisers wi
would help increases in productivity.

1 About the harvest it was relevant in checking the impac
migration in that if the farmers would use the remittanc
towards crop production and all factors being equal th
they would harvest enough production thereby improvi
their overall food security.

4.1.4 Key informants

Three key informants were selectedrfthe study and the researcher had one on one
interviews with the selected key informanthe interviews were done using a checklist and
had open questions. Further probing and followaupestions weredone depending with the

type of response given by ¢hkey informant. The questions for the checklist were derived
from the sub questions and were in line with the objective. Responses received from the key
informants helped in answering the main research questkwollowing is the description of

key informants selected.

1. Monitoring & Evaluation officer of the International Organisation for Migration (IO0M)

IOM is the only international organisation in Zimbabwe dealing with migration isgues.
interview with the M&E officer was conducted and the interview waated to the
influence of migration on food production and the migration trends. The researcher
intended to find out if migration is beneficial or not in terms of development and ensuring
food security of the rural households of Mangwe district in Mateksnd south province.

This key informant was chosen because {irahd information on the impacts of migration
could be accessed and also to know what that information has been used for with regards to
development.
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2. Mangwe district extension officer Ministry of Agriculture (Arex)

An interview with the extension officer based in the selected study area was done. The
rationale being that the extension officer w
group) and therefore is well versed with thedd production trends in the arealhe key

i nformant '’ s i nput was cruci al in trying to
production and other livelihood activities of the people of Mangwe distAttthe same time

the researcher wanted to find oultow the extensionist perceivesigration, whether the

small holder farmers should abandon agriculture and maybe depend on migrant
remittances.

3. Field officer ORAP

ORAP is one of therganisationsvorking in the study area and a field officer responsible fo
the implementation of agricultural activities was selected as a key informant. A interview
with the field officer was conducted and the researcher intended to get information on the
influence of migration to household food productiofs the field office is involved in the
implementation of the project and interacts with the farmers, the researcher found the field
officer useful and appropriate to interview and get information which answered the sub
research questions as well as the main research questibe officer was useful in providing
data on demographic information of the study area, such as number of wards, villages. In
addition the officer provided information on the nexus between migration and food
production in the district.

4.1.5 Observation

Though other methods of data collectiavere used to gather relevant data for the study,
observation was also ulertaken and ithelped the researcher tprobe further for instance
visible assets such as dwelling units, livestock helped the researchek tocas about how

the remittances were used and how they contributed to household food produciitre.
researcher realised that observations chéhe advantage of generating insight on issues
established in other methods of data collection. At the same tohservation complements
data already there or it can lead to refining of other methods and it made the researcher
pursue unanticipated issues. Furthermore the researcher also used observation for
triangulation checking consistency or differences betweerawwbther authors say on the
subject and what the respondents said.

4.1.6 Secondary data sources
Literature review of transnational labour migration and food production was gathered

through the use of desk research and this formed the secondary data. fitersity digital
library, books, journals as well as articles were extensively used to derive relevant data for
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the study. Secondary datawas fundamental in problem identification, theoretical
considerations, formulation of the research design and alsbsoussion.

4.2 Methods of data processing

Data collected from the survey wasoded and analysed using excel package. Qualitative
information gathered from focus group discussions and interviews with the key informants
wassorted and summarised in tablesing Microsoft wordThe focus on data analysisas

to establish the contribution of migration to household food security in relatiorfood
productionand other livelihood activities.

Data from key informantswas summarised using Microsoft word and felped in
determiningthe contribution of migration to household foodroduction from Institutions
perspective and try to correlate with the information gathered from the community.
Furthermore, existing secondary datesanalysed and compared to findinffem the field.

Henceraw datawas processed followedvith the discussion of findings arehme upwith
results whichthen led to conclusion. Outcomes dfie studyansweed the main research
guestion and the sub questionsTables and pieharts werealso wsed in presenting the
research findings
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Chapter 5.Research findings
Introduction

The researcher explained to the respondents that the study was for academic purposes and
wanted to investigate the effects of migration oaral household food poduction. The raw

data is presented in two parts, first part shows the characteristics of the respondents which
were found relevant for the research questioasd that has been explained in a section on
how theresearcher developed the questionnatteen the second part answelthe research
guestions which then answers the main research questibshould be noted that some
questions asked were noted directly linked to the research questions but helped the
researcher in understanding migration for instenquestions such as the reasons for
migration.

5.1 Characteristics of respondents

Table 5 Surveyed Households Demographic Characteristics

Household demographics No of Households
Male headed 10
Femaleheaded 20

Married 26

Widow widowed 2

Separated 2

Table 6: Age of the respondents:

Age (Years) Number of respondents n=30
5-18 5

18-64 21

64+ 4

The age limits format was taken from CRS M&E template and it shows that below 18 is the
school going age inm@babwe, between 18 and 64 they are the adults who are considered to
be the productive age and 64+ is considered the retirement age.
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Table 7: Household sizes

HH number Number of respondents
3 4
4 7
5 6
6 4
7 6
8 3

Table 8: Occupations For the 20 Female respondents (head of households)

Occupation Main Occupation Secondary occupation
No of respondents n=20 No of respondents n=20

Agriculture 19 -
Government employee 1 -

Crafts - 6
Vegetable venda - 7
Firewood vendors - 1
Agricultural labourer - 3
Nonagricultural labourer - 2
Household worker 1

Total No of respondents 20 20
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Table 9: Occupations for the 10 Male respondents (Head of households)

Occupation Main Occupation Secondary occupation
No of respondents n=10 No of respondents n=10

Agriculture 10 -
Carpenters - 4

Firewood vendors - 1
Agricultural labourer - 2

Builders - 3

Total No of respondents 10 10

Table 10: Land holdings

No of Acres No of respondents
2 4

3 6

4 14

5 3

6 2

Out of 30 respondents 1 persaid not have a piece of lan&rom the30 respondents20
people utilised their acres in full in the last season 2010/2@k&spondents cultivated only
half of their total land due topoor rainfall patternswhich were characterised with long dry
spells

5.1.1 Asset ownership of 30 respondents

22 respondents indicated that they hafivelling units built of burnt bricks and iron roofed
and also thatched roofed and 8 respents said they had mud and thatched houses. For
the burnt and iron roofed dwellings, 16 people had 1 unit each, 9 people had 2 units each
and 1 person had 3 units. For the burnt and thatched roofed 11 people had 1 unit each, 8
people had 2 units each ar&lpeople had 3 units each. For the mud and thatched houses, 4
people had a 1 unit each, 4 people had 2 units each and 2people had 3 units each.
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Table 11: Farm Implements

Implements No of respondents who had the
implements
Ploughs 24
Hoes 30
Oxcarts 16
Wheel barrows 25
Bicycles 24
Ridger 1

On ploughs of the 24 respondents who had them, one had 2 ploughs, and the same is for
bicycles and wheelbarrows.or oxcarts the 16 respondents had only 1 per person. For
the hoes each howhold had a hoe, 2 people had 1 per person, 9 people had 2 each, 9
people had 3 each, 4 people had 4 each, 1 person had 5, 4people had 6 and 1 person had
7 hoes. Only 1 person out of 30 interviewed respondents had a riéfigem implements

assist in timelyoperations at the farm and hence is a main factor for food production.
Since it is claimed that remittances are sometimes used to accumulate assets, ownership
was included to assist in identifying whether households that receive remittances use
part of the resources to accumulate them.

Table 12: Livestock

Type of animal No of respondents who had the animals
Cows 24
Oxen 20
Goats 27
Donkeys 21
chickens 28

For the animalsl person had 1 cow, 5 people had 2 cows each, 3 pdogd 3 cows each, 7
people had 4 cows each, 2 people had 5 cows each, 3 people had 6cows each, 1person had 7
cows, 1person had 17 cows and 1 person had 12 cdiitb. regards tooxen 4 people had 1

ox each, 10 people had 2 oxen each, 4 people had 3 oxem, & person had 4 oxen and 1
person had 5 oxerfor the goats, 5 people had 2 goats each, 2 people had 3 goats each, 3
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people had 4 goats each, 5 people had 5 goats each, 3 people had 6 goats each, 2 people had
seven goats each, 3 people had 8 goats e&cpeople had 10 goats each, 1 person had 15
goats, 1 person had 2foats, 1 person had 21 goats. Asdonkeys 1 person had 1 donkey,

8 people had 2 donkeys each, 2 people had 3 donkeys each, 6 people had 4 donkeys each, 1
person had 5 donkeys, 2 peophad 6 donkeys each and 1 person had 8 donkaiso for

the chickens, 1 person had 3 chickens, 2 people had 4 chickens each, 2 people had 5
chickens each, 2 people had 6 chickens each, 4 people had 7 chickens each, 1 person had 8
chickens, 5 people had Ibickens each, 1 person had 11 chickens, 2 people had 12 chickens
each, 5 people had 15 chickens each, 1 person had 16 chickens each and 1 person had 21
chickens.

Table 13: Other household possession

Type of possession No of respondents with the possession
Granary 16
Toilets 26
radio 25
Axe 28
Shovel 24
pick 15

Forthe granaries, of the 16 respondents who indicated that they had them, 14 hatil e
and 2 had 2 granaries each. With regardshe toilets all the 26 respondentsho indicated

that they hada toilet had one Blair toilet. Alsolldhe respondents who cited that they had
radioshad 1 radio per householdor the axes, 19 people had 1 axe each, 4 people had 2
axes each, 3 people had 3 axes each, 1 person hadshasel person had 5 axes eaétor

the shovels 16 people had 1 shovel each, 5 pedylé 2 shovels each, 1 person had 3
shovels ad 2 people had 4 shovels each. Lagilythe picks, 14 people had 1 picaah and

one person had 3 picks.

Table 14: Food Consumption -number of meals eaten per day

Meals No of respondents n=30
One meal 4

Two meals 15

Three meals 11
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Table 15: Components of the meals eaten the previous day before the interview

Type of food Number of respondents n=30
Cerealdmaize meal, millet, sorghum, breag 29
Tubers( potatoes, yams, cassava) 4
Vegetables 23
Fruits 6
Meat (beef, goat, chicken, wild ) 18
Eggs 4
Fish(matemba, kapenta) 9
Pulses (beangeas, lentils, nuds 22
Milk/milk products 11
Oils, fat/butter 23
Sugar/honey 26
Tea 26

Findings related to the research
5.2 Uses of remittances and food production

Out of the 30 respondents interviewed 24 indicated that they had household members who
had migrated to neighbouring caotries to seek employment. 10 respondents had 2
members who had migrated and 14 respondents had one member each who had migrated.
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Table 16: Demographics of the migrants

The total number of migrants from 30 respondents was 34

Demographics No of migrants n=34
Male migrants 21
Female migrants 13
Single 22
Married 12

5.2.1 Uses of remittances

N/B X24 refers to the number of respondents who mentioned the responses
1 Purchasing livestoc¢lbuilding materials, farm implements, inpux20

1 Paying school fees for children, health care, funerals, burial societies, social gatherings
X20

1 Groceries (food stuff) X24
1 Paying taxes such as herd tax and land tax X20
1 Hiring labour X8

Table 17: Types of remittances

Type of remittance No of respondents n=24

Cash (money ) 20

In-kind (groceries, clothing, household goqg 24
such as radios, property, building materig
bicycles, farm implements, inputs)

5.2.1 How they obtained the assets
N=30

1 Purchases using money from remittaiscé 20
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1 Purchases using money from other livelihood sources (sale of Mopani worms, firewood,
vegetables, carpentry, building and crafi}4

Table 18: Frequency of receiving remittances

1 All the respondents with a member a migrant cefed to be receiving remittances
though they differ in terms of frequency and amount received.

Frequency remittances received No of respondents n=24
Once in 3 months 2

Twice in 3 months 7

More than twice in 3months 15

1 20respondentsout of 24 who recered remittancesndicated that they received money
and groceries regularly and remittances such as clothing came once a year and big things
such as bicycles, TVs and radios were once off things.

5.3 Impacts of migration on food pro duction of the rural hou seholds
Table 19:Crop Production

Below are the crops grown by the respondents, inputs used and quantity harvested.

Crops grown 2010/11 n=30

Maize Sorghum Millet Groundnuts | Sweet potato
Cultivated | 26 23 20 20 5
Did not |4 7 9 10 25
cultivate
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Table 20: Inputs used by the respondents:

N/B the used and not used refers to whether they used hybrid seed, traditional seed,
fertilisers or manure.

Crops Maize Sorghum Millet Legumes
Used Did Used Did Used Did Used Did not
not not not use
use use use
Hybrid 20 9 14 15 20 9 15 14
seed
Traditional | 6 23 9 21 0 29 10 19
seed
fertilizer 22 7 7 22 2 27 1 28
manure 17 12 13 16 4 25 1 28

Table 21: Quantity of harvested cereal

No of bags (50kgs) No of respondents with the bags
5-10 20

10-15 6

15+ 3

The reason for low yields had nothing to do with migration but was because of the
unseasonal and prolonged dry spells which devastated the crops.

5.3.1 Labour

The question on labour was pasto checkif migration had an impact on food production
that is if there were any loss of labour effects experienced by farmers as a result of migration
and how it affected food productiorl2 respondentut of 30indicated that they required
additionallabour inthe 2010/11 agriculture seasoB8.respondentut of 30hired labour in

the 2010/11 agricultural season for land preparation, planting, weeding, harvesting and
herding animals.
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5.3.2 Trends in migration

1 The key informantdrom I0M reported that there has been an upward trend in
people migrating.

The reasons given for causes of migration explains the upward trend and this helped to
explain the changing factors in terms of agricultural productivity, economy, political arena
and this was quite relant for the study in that it helped the researcher to understand the
current status of food production in Matebeleland South region.

Table 22: Education of the 34 migrants

Level of education Number of migrants

Primary 10
Seconday 23
Tertiary 1

5.3.3 Age distribution of the 34 migrants

Out of 34 migrants30 migrants were between 18yea years and 4 migrants were
between 517 years

Table 23: Countries where migrants migrate to:

Country N=34
Souh Africa 24
Botswana 10

Table 24: Years of migration

No of years No of migrants N=34
1-5 28

6-10 5

11+ 1
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Table 25: Monetary value of remittances received within 3 months. Amount is in South
African rands.

Amount received No of respondents N=20
Below 500 13

500-1000 5

1000+ 2

Table 26: Channels used to remit (responses from 24 respondents)

Channel Percentage
Cross border transportersocial networks) 17
Middlemen (injva) 4

Western Union/home link/money gram (cash transfel 3

5.3.4 Reliability of channels used to remit.

Out of 24 remittance receiving responderit4 indicated that they were very reliable and 10
said they were reliable.

Table 27: Changes encountered by farmers

Changes encountered by small holder farmers with | Number of respondents n=24
regards to food production as a result of out-migration

Increased food security as a result of the use of remittan 24

Increased incomes 24
Diversified livelihood options 24
Labour division (increased roles upon women) 24

Developing coping strategy to overcome loss of labour | 24

Migration of other members may not mean remittanc ORAP & IOM officers
will come
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5.3.5 Cross cutting issues linked to migration and food production that reverse the
positive gains .

Cross cutting issuen this studyare aspectshat are not directly related tdood production
but they negativelyimpact migration and have an effect of reversing the impact of niigmna
on food production.

1 ORAP officer said HIV/AIDS scourge had been felt by most households with household
members on migration

1 25 respondents out of 30 mentioned HIV/AIDS that the disease had implications on
labour and loss of income in the household

1 13female respondents mentioned that loss of labour meant more work for théma
other 7 female respondents did not mention about having more workload as a result of
migration mainly because they had enough labour available in their households.

5.4 Ways in which the livelihoods and sources of income of farmers have been influenced
by migration

Out of 30 respondents interviewez cited that migration was their main livelihood strategy
and 6 indicated that they didn’ tedhave any ho

Table 28: How the farmers’ livelihoods are influenced by migration

How the farmers’ livelihoods are influenced by migration Number of respondents
n=24

Migration brings remittance which are used to buy inpy 24
start small busiess like buying vegetables, Mopani wor
for resale

The remittances were also used to buy assets such as ( 24
which are disposable assets and can be sold in time of n

Secondary occupation like cross border trading w 13
influenced by migratin as the remittance sent could ser
as start up capital for the business

Remittances was the main source of income 24

Other data gathered which is not directly linked to the sub questions.
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It wasfound but useful for the studyn understanding fod production ofMatebeleland and
why peoplewere diversifyingtheir economic base by migrag to neighbouring countries
and how migration was impacting on food production of the rural households.

Figure 5 Causes of migration

All the 3 respondents mentioned the following reasons as causes of migration

W Economiccrisis in the
country

B Political instability in the
country

B Declining agricultural
productivity

B Limited livelihood options

Causes of migration were relevant in understanding why the migrants are moving to
neighbouring countries instead of staying back at home and focus on agriculture given the
unfavourdle conditions in countries such as South Africa and Botswana which includes
xenophobic attacks and deportations.
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Chapter 6. Results and Discussion

This chapter will discudbe effects ofmigration and food productiorusingthe findingsof

the study and the literature. The results and discussion will be outlined using the sub
research questionsand respondent characteristics which were found relevamhe
researcher found out that remittances forms major component and have a great influence
on the livelilbods of the people of Matebeleland South provineed it contributed
significantly to the livelihoods of the rural communities through productive, consumptive as
well asother investments.This is quite similar toitérature gatheredwhich shows that
remittanceshave significant impact othe livelihoods of the communitiem Matebeleland
South Maphosa 2005s st udy on r e mregidnandicatedhat remittabhchk e s a m:
wasthe link ketween migrant sending countrgnd destinationand theyconstituted a large
proportion of household incomes

6.1 The uses of remittances by small holder farmers and effects on production

6.1.1 Productive investment:

With regards to the uses of remittances and effects on food produclibe researcher

found out that the renittances were used on productive investments such as buying farm
inputs such as fertilisers, seeds, implements, assets such as scotch carts, ploughs and hiring
labour to help with land preparation, weeding, planting as well as harvedfimginstanceti

was striking to find that migrant sending households had plougi$ the nonreceiving
remittance did not have and when asked how they acquired them they all attributed to
remittances sent by migrants. Having ploughs meant timely operations which hade#Hect

on food production. In addition for the inputs used, majority of remittance receiving
households indicated that they used hybrid seeds and fertilisers which they acquired
through purchases using remittances and the households without migrardidlkisey used
traditional seeds because they lacked the money to buy such inputs. This again had an effect
on production and having i nput s increased
INSTRARD08 highlighted that remittances contributed to the improvemén food security

of remittance receiving househol@he studyfound outthat the remittances were also used

to but farm inputs, implements as well as hiring labour to help in the farm. This had a
positive effect on total productivity. At the same timégne nonreceiving remittance
households also benefitted from purchases like ploughs and scotch carts as they could have
an agreement with the owners to use them and in return pay in kind by providing labour.
Furthermore the receiving households with suchplements could get some income or
labour as form of payment when they hired out their implements.

Given that the study area is located in marginal lands, the inputs bought using remittances
had an effect in improving soil fertility thereby increasing ra¥e productivity though
productivity in the study area was generally low due to poor climatic conditions and
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environmental stresses. However the research also found out that at times the remittances
were not received in time and many a time they were eobugh to hire labour and replace

lost labour and this also impacted negatively on productivity. Nevertheless all factors being
eqgual, remittances can increase food production. This assertion is similar to a study carried
out in Philippines where it was ted that remittances increased total agricultural
productivity and part of the remittances were used to purchase land thereby removing the
over dependency on wealthy landlords. Thus the receiving households put effort in ensuring
that the remittances boostheir agricultural productivity in order to reduce vulnerability and
food shortages, hence production can be strengthened by remittances.

Remittances were also used to acquire livestock by the rural househaoldstdck is an
important rural assets amongthers in Matebeleland South region, not only is it a prime
source of livelihood but it is also a symbol of stathbost respondents indicated that they

had cows, oxen, goats, donkeys as well as chickens. AlImost every household interview had a

cow thoughthey were very few.When the researcher asked the respondents how they had
obtained the livestock, they all indicated that they used money from remittances to
purchase livestock. The effect of such an asset on food production was that the cattle
provided the draught power, manure which were useful for food production. The
respondents indicated that they experienced the effects of these remittances as they could
buy farm inputs and hire labour as well.

6.1.2 Consumptive investment

From the raw data, theridings indicate that the remittances are also used on consumptive
investments other than productive investment such as buying extra food to supplement own
production. More so, a significant change in consumption patterns was also realibazsh
impliedani ncrease in household incomes. Thi s
report which noted that the chamber of commerce in Zimbabwe estimated that 85% of
remittances were spent on consumption of goo#ésilying extra food ia positive effect on

cor

househdd food securitymai nl'y because the area is drough

last them till the next season.

Instraw 2008 in a study in the Philippinfsind that there was aubstantial changevith
regards to consumption patterns which led to incsed consumption of nutritious foods.
This is in line with a study carried out in Lesotho by Makonnen which indicated an increase in
terms of consumption for household receiving remittances. The same results were found in
a researclconducted in Ghana usirtge living standard measurement tool by Quartey 2004

in which he cited that remittances raised food consumption levels and households receiving
remittances tended to have better nutrition and access to basic needs as compared to their
counterparts who dichot receive remittances. This concurs with the results from this study,
out of 30 respondents 26 indicated that they ate more than 2 meals per day and most of
these respondents indicated that they ate cereals, pulses and meat which were nutritious
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foods. Only a small proportiorsaid that they had one meal per ylaThe reason being that
they didnot have an emigrant in their household who can send some remittances and eating
one meal, to them is a coping mechanism since their production cannot last thetietil
next harvestAlso from observations, the researcher found out that the remittance receiving
households bought different goods from the shops as compared to therecgiving
households due to availability of income.

6.1.3 Other investments of remitt ances

Theseinvestments didnot have a direct link to food production but they enabled the
researcher tounderstand howremittance receiving households use their remittances. The
author found out that remittances were also used gend children to schoohealth care,
funerals, social gatherings, as welldsaring debtsAlso, some respondents mentied that

they used money received from remittances to pay taxes such as herd tax as well as land tax.
In addition out of thirty respondents interviewed, theajority turned out to have dwelling

units which were built with burnt bricks and iron roofed and also thatched roofed. Very few
respondents said they have mud and thatched houses. The reason for this was because most
of the respondents receive remittancesd could afford to build housesithr burnt bricks

and iron roof.Almost every household had a toilet and assets such as radios were common
among respondents.In terms of change experienced after they started receiving
remittances,most of the respondentssaid that they experienced a bighangeand now at

least their children could attend school regularfjrom the results gathered most of the
respondents who indicated to have household goods were remittance receiving, for the non
receiving could not afforduch goods due to lack of income.

6.2 Impacts of migration on household food production of the rural communities in
Matebeleland South province.

From the finding®f the study, migration plays @ivotal role in food production through the
use of inputs(fertilisers and seeds)ymplements and assets such as cattle (draught power)
acquired from migration. In addition from the raw data shown in previous chapter, the main
occupation of the respondents was agriculture and givatdrs such as recurring drought
lack of irputs, erratic rainfall patterns anénvironmentalstressmigration is contributing
significantly to the food security of these rural communities by bringing extra food,
disposable assets whiclould be sold in timesf shocksand hiring labouthereby providing
employment in the community and also increasing productivity. addition the high
dependence on agriculture helps to explain why people are migrating to neighbouring
countries in search of income. TheBedings concurs with the studyf ésomez 2011 and
Maphosa 2005 in the same region whevealed thatremittance receiving households
acquiredassets such as carts, ploughs and cattle. Thesenmaltiple effects in that the
cattle provide draught power thereby paying a role in food produttiThe carts were used
during harvest time to transport the harvest from the fields to the homes and at times the
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carts could be hired in so doing household incomes were increased and household food
security ensured. The studgiso found out that not onlydid the cattle provide draught
power, they also provided cow dung which was as a manure in the fields. Also the cattle
provided milk and most households would sell it and get some form of income. Non
receiving remittance household also benefitted from Isuassets as they could hire from
othersand pay back in kind through providing agricultural labour in the farms of the owners
of the assetsGiven such a scenario it worth noting that migration has a positive impact on
food production and the overall fooskcurity of the rural household in Matebeleland.

From the results shown on the harvest of the farmers for the 2010/11 se28twuseholds
interviewedout of 30harvestedbetween 5 tol0 bags of cereal and this will not tatteem
through the lean seasothat is from October to April. More to sudindings USAID2011

cited that crop production for 201QI1 in Matebeleland region wasdampened by the
prolonged midseason dry spells which negatively affected growth. FEWZNET 2011 cited
that Matebeleland soutlhad the least number of cereal supply ranging from one and half to
less than three monthd-dence positive gains of migration were so useful in ensuring food
security of the rural households.

Also, he Arex extension worker reported that some migrants réedit money to their
families to buy farm inputs and some families were even given money to hire labour for
activities such as planting, weeding as well as harvesting. He said that this was a positive
contribution especially hiring labour as it would repldost labour. Nevertheless he also

said that some migrants remitted money to buy inputs when the farming season was already
underway. Such a delay in farming meant a lot in terms of productivity. Also considering that
some of the migrants did not send rettainces regularly it impacted negatively on food
production to an extent that a household with no one migrating might do better on food
production since they had adequate labour within the household.

The researcher found out that migration in Matebelelsswlith province has become one of
the livelihood strategies adopted by a number of rural households in an effort to provide for
their families and reduce economic vulnerabilifihis explained why the area had more
married female headetiouseholdstheir husbands had left for other countries in search of
employment. Similar to this is the report by CRS 2011 which indicates that most of the
households in Mangwe district, the study area for this research, had members who had
migrated to neighbouring countriesuch as South Africa and Botswana as a way of
diversifying their economic base. According to Chambers and Conway 18@&izood
comprises the capabilities, assetghich include both material and social resources and
activities required for a means ofving. To counter vulnerability, rural households get
involved in a number of neagricultural livelihoods to enhance their asset base as well as
increase their food security and migration is one of the major livelihood activities employed
by many rural hoseholds. This corresponds with what De Haas 2006 indicated in his study

41



that migration could be seen as a main strategy employed many rural households to
diversify, secure and potentially, durably improve their livelihoods often in combination with
other drategies such as agricultural intensification and local -fasm activities.
Furthermore Ellis 2005 considered migration as one of the manifestations of livelihood
diversification given that remittances had potential to enhance the household asset base b
increasing household income and reducing vulnerability.

Furthermore De Haan 2000 highlighted that migration could be seen as a strategy to acquire
wider range of assets to insure against future shocks and stresses. Thus migration is a means
to improve Ivelihoods, facilitate investments and help reduce fluctuations in household
income. In the study asemigration turned out to be the major livelihood strategy employed

by many rural households in the face of declining economic and agricultural prodgativit

the country. The remittances received were the major source of income for many
households and were used to increase household food security and other basic necessities.
This is in accordance with Hall 2007 affirms which is that families had becoresasimgly
dependent on international cash transfers to meet their basic needs. Hence remittances
were used to cushion households from vulnerability and poverty. In the study, the
researcher found out that some of the remittances sent were used asgpectpital to start
businesses such as cross border trading as well as buying assets such as cattle which are
disposable and can be very useful in times of need. This finding is in line with Ellis 2005 who
purported that migrant remittances played multipleles in reducing vulnerability of many
households and in enhancing asset accumulation which gives families coping strategies in
the wake of poverty. This is also contrary to the orthog@w which viewshat remittances

are mainly consumptive since theyagl a crucial role in boosting household income and
enhancing their asset base.

The respondents alsadicated that they engagkin a number of livelihoods in order to earn

a living and meet their expenditures. The participants said that they grew crogls as
sorghum and millet which are drought tolerant. The majority mentioned that they also grew
maize even though it was not suitable for thegion;i t ' s t he country’s st
they are used to eating maize meal as a cereal. Thus sorghum aed anédl grown to
increase their cereals and not as main crops. Livestock such as cattle, goats, donkeys as well
as chickens were also kept by the majority of participants and they would sale them
whenever need arose. Furthermore other livelihoods mentiomede cross border trading,

most women and other men were involved in cross border trading and they would take
some goods to sell in countries such as South Africa and they would return with groceries
and other goods to sell back home. Other people were aigolved in selling home brewed

beer, Mopani worms, firewood and crafts. With regards to how these livelihavelie
influenced by migration, the participants highlighted that the migrants outside sent
remittances in form of money and this money is thesed to buy inputs such as seeds and
fertilisers and thus being useful for growing crops and increased yield. Some households
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used the remittances to purchase livestock which are disposable assets that can always be
sold when there is need.

The respondentsvere asked about their main source of income, and majority said that it
was from remittance even though the remittance was not so regular. Livestock sales, selling

firewood as well as vegetables were menti one
the major one was migration. Furthermore the respondents also reported that due to
scarcity of water, this year they haven’t b

reserve the water for their animals. Given such a scenario it shows that factors sumiv a
water levels also impact negatively on household sources of income amndited their
livelihood options thereby making migration an important livelihood soufid@s concurs
with the study of Maphosa 2006 who found out that remittances were majurce of
income.

From the literature gathered@shosh 2006 in his studgported that due to the remittances
sent, some householdsvere able to live on remittances and abandoned farming thereby
creating dependency. Taylor 1999 substantiated this by higimigithat the remittances
framed away of life which could not be sustained through local labour and it led to lost
production. However the author found out that as much as migration led to loss of labour
and most of the migrants did not remit enough monyhire labour and majority of the
respondents said that though the remittances were sent, they were not enough to hire
labour and replace lost labour. Only a small proportion interviewed said that they hired
labour in the past agricultural season. Evérode who hired labour, it was not for long
periods, only pressingeriods suchas weeding and planting where they really needed
labour. More sq the extension worker went on to highlight that most of the migrants sent
property and groceries and contribudevery little to food production in terms of providing
their families with inputs in time. Howevdhis line of thinking doegot hold much water as

the author from further probing realised that loss of labour did not have any significant
impact on total production given that agricultural productivity in Matebeleland South is
marginal. Hence labour or no labour, the effect on output in the study area was minimal.
Matebeleland South was not suitable for farming and due to poor rainfall patterns coupled
with prevailing unfavourable climatic conditions the productivity had been declining and
even the subsistence agriculture was gradually decreasing. Maphosa 2005 highlighted that
even in a good year in terms of rainfall, the farmers in Matebeleland were nowigt
surpluses, each year they experienced food deficit. The researcher also found opathat

of the remittances wasised to purchase extra food. This was a good indication for food
security in ensuring that they had enough food to take them to th&trfarming season.
Also pertaining labour the interviewed respondents reported that they had come up with
strategies to replace the lost member who had migrated and these were helping each other
during the planting season in preparing the land, plant aottivate their crops. Other
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school going children tended to take days away from school and helped in the fields as a way
of replacing lost labour from those household members who would have migrated.

In as much as migration impacted positively on food picithn, the raw data also shows the
cross cutting issueshat reversed the gains of migration and adversely impacted food
production of the rural households. Respondents indicated that issues such as HIV/AIDS
impacted food production and was influenced mpbile populations and most households
had felt the scourge of the epidemic. Given that the popular migrant destinations were
South Africa and Botswana and these countries Hagl HIV prevalence in Southern Africa
making themigrantssusceptible to be th epidemic considering that most of the migrants
were married and would leave their wives back horA#.the female headed respondents
indicated that they were married with their husbands working either in South Africa or
Botswana.Furthermore since most d the migrants were illegal migrants with no proper
document s, it s di f ftiotfeal df fadng degodatidn. Mot af the a |
times themigrantswould return home plagued with the disease aitdmpactedheavily on

food productionas haisehold labour available is affecteohd in many casesvomen were

left with heavy burdens, caring for their husbands and at the same time working in the
farms In the end the farm would be neglected leading to low productivity andhs
scenarios reverseche gains of migration in that all the assets acquired would be disposed
SO as to pay medical biltBverting the money which should have been used to acquire farm
inputs and incase of death of that person the family incur funeral costs and they arénleft
debtsimpacting negatively on household food production and food security of the family.

Similar to the above findings on how HIV/AIDS is linked to migration and how it negatively
affects food productionMaphosa2005reported that the impact of HIV/AISis one of he
negative impacts brought about by migratiamd it negatively affected food production of
rural householdsIn addition Crush etal asserts that migration has facilitated the rapid
spread of HIV/Aids across Southern Africa and the studgreéd that there is a close link
between migration and HIV/AIDS. For migrants are more vulnerable to HIV/AIDS and more
often than not most migrants are reluctant to go for HIV testing or post infection treatment
and care. According to Maphosa 2005 in aesgsh carried out at a hospital in Zimbabwe in
Matebeleland south province, the results indicated that 100% of migrants from Botswana
who came for voluntary counselling and testing were HIV positive while 88% of those from
South Africa tested positivéde goes on to indicate thathe negativeimpacts of HIV/AIDS
was the erosion of savings and investments in an effort to pay the medicalThilisthen

leads to the reduction of draught power artde loss of asource of income and livelihood

and this affecedfood production.

Respondents alsandicated that some migrants when they migrated to neighbouring
countries they tended to forget families left behind and they never send anything back
home. Worse still when the household head passed away, the faragyleft with no one to
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fend for their needs and production in the fields is adversely affected. In other cases,
participants said that at times they migrants when they go to South Africa or Botswana they
took | ong to settl e aramthifgihome untl thegyamdt a jamadd c o u |
this impacted negatively on food production in terms of labour and inputs which should
have been acquired from the gains of migration.

To summarise the impact of migration on household food production, it can belsgithe
positive impacts such as bringing in assets like livestock, farm inputs, farm implements,
consumptive investments increased household food security as well as household incomes
and they outweighed adverse impacts such as loss of labour and antigzg issues like
impact of HIV/AIDS.

6.3 Reasons for migrating

Therespondentswere asked for the reasons of migrating to neighbouring countries such as
South Africa and Botswana given the unfavourable conditions out there which include
xenophobic attaks, killings of foreigners as well as deportations among others. The
participants said that conditions in Zimbabwe such as the economic downfall, political
turmoil, declining agricultural productivity, recurring droughts as well as high unemployment
rateslimited their livelihood options and forced them to migrate to neighbouring countries

in search of employment so as to increase household income and enable their families to be
food secure. Another reason which attributed to out migration was peer pressiine
participants mentioned that the migrants already in neighbouring countries persuades other
people | eft at home giving them the I mpressi
most of the people at home fell for that. At the same time, gpio South Africa for people

in Matebeleland is a big achievement so soon after completing secondary education, some
did not even complete it, they left for south Africa mostly as illegal migrants with no
passports. The participants admitted that they wexeare of the unfavourable conditions in

the neighbouring countries but still they were determined to try their luEkrthermore

since the South African and Botswana economies are performing well in the Southern
region, prospects of getting better opportities were also luring the young able bodied to
migrate. This coincides with the studies of Zinyama and Tevera 2005 and Maphosa 2005 who
also found the same results on the reasons for migration by the people of Matebeleland
South region.

6.3.2 Trends in m igration

Main reasons given for upward trend were economic crisis in the country, high
unemployment rates, recurring droughts, limited livelihood options as well as peer pressure.
Thus in an effort to increase household income, most people the young allied are
migrating to neighbouring countries such as South Africa and Botswana to search for
employment and provide for their families. However a key informant from ORAP said that,

with the rate at which the young able bodied were migrating, in a fewsygacome very
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few people will be left to take up farming thereby making the family dependent on
remittances which is a risk or threat to food security considering that most of the migrants
do not have legal documents in South Africa or Botswérnaratue gathered indicates that

the number of people migrating is increasing year by year due to a number factors. For
Zimbabwe specifically, UNDP 20t&ided that the year—on-year average increase of 34
percent between 2001 and 2007 was estimated to have rtsem further 10 percent to 44
percent in years 2008 and 2009 as a result of eleatedated violence and also the
relaxation of South African visa requirements in April 2009.

With regards to marital status the married migrants outnumbered the single antgr
Marital status is important in analysing the impact of migration to food production, married
migrants means they left their spouses in country of origin and mostly its women and
children who are left to take up the roles which mesed to doincluding farming decisions

and this can place a heavy burden on women and can affect total productBiitgn that
most married men leave their wives whilst they go to neighbouring countries, it explains why
most wives of the migrant were tested HIV positiveaistudy by Maphosa 2005, this was
because most migrants were vulnerable to the dise&srtaining education of the migrants
most migrants were educated up to secondary level and a gmaflortion reachedorimary
perse. One person had attad a degree. fAis then indicatedhat the province is exporting
relatively educated labour force the reason behind being that given the high unemployment
rate in Zimbabwe, the country cannot absorb people with secondary certificates and some of
them would have failed th secondary level and cannot proceed to tertiary level.

In relation to migrant destinations, South Africa and Botswana turned to be the popular
destinations.Even though xenophobic attacks have been reported as Zimbabweans are

bl amed f or t jabs,ipeogle stillmerate to Sauth Affica. The reason for a small
proportion to Botswana considering that in terms of geographical proximity, Botswana is

very close to the research area than South Africa because Botswana is a small country
therefore less opportunities and Botswana have stricter rules towards illegal migrants than
South AfricaAlso in terms of year of migration mosf the migrants had been working

either in South Africa or Botswana for theast oneto five years. Howevea small
percentage hasnore than five years, they are between six to ten years and only one person

was reported to have more than ten years working outside the country. The reason behind
staying for l ong i n the neighbour imprgvedcountr
economia@lly in the country, the unemployment is still high so these migrants cannot return
back since they don’t have jobs back home an
are very slim given the economic situatioW/ith regards to frguency of remittances

received the researcher found out th&kequency varied depending with the type of goods.

Most respondents indicated that they received money and groceries regularly and
remittances such as clothing came once a year and big thingsasugicycles, TVs and radios

were once off things.Also, majority of the respondents indicated that they received
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remittances both monetary and nemonetary remittances. Only a small proportion said
that they received only one type of remittance either n&y or in kind.

The monetary value indicated in the raw data werestimates becausat was difficult to
come up with it as some could not value non cash remittance and some could not remember
the amount they had received since the beginning of the yeacesithey did not keep
records. At the same time some of the respondents were hesitant to disclose the real
amounts out of fear of that the information could be usedegerageagainst them and they

will be excluded from NGO and government aid programmeégerGsuch a scenario it was

not easy to come up with the exact monetary value.

Channels used to remitere found useful for the research in that as mentioned earlier that
the link between migrant and people left home is remittances. In the same vein clsaohe
remitting makes the link viabl€ross border transporters is the most common used means
of remitting money and nomonetary remittances da families back home. However
middlemen called the injivas were also usadrery small proportion of the respoedts.

Both the middlemen and the cross border transporters charge some small fee for remitting
and they deliver the goods or the money door to door. Western union was the least used
mode of remitting by the migrants, the reason being that the charge wh# higher as
compared to the cross border transporters and most of the Western unions were located in
towns which meant extra cost of going to town to collect the money. At the same time most
mi grants are ill egal mi g r a nts such savaddrebsesywhicho n ’ t
are required when sending money, so out of fear of exposing themselves and deportation,
they would rather use the cross border transporters. Another reason highlighted was that
the western union are only used to send money and the nonmonetary yet most of the
migrants were said to send nemnonetary goods regularly unlike monefhe respondents

also mentioned that these channels were quite reliabldey did not encountemany
difficultiesin receiving their goods or money. hmthe less problems such as damages of
goods, delays in receiving the goods and mistakenly given some goods which did not belong
to that particular household were also mentioned though they were not common. A few said
that they encountered challenges ohdurring travel costs if the remittance was send
through western union.
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Chapter 7. Conclusion

On the basis of the findings from the study, migration isrdagral part of thelivelihood of
many householdsaind had positive effects on household foodoguction. Also migration
makes valuable contribution to other livelihoods of the rural communitiexsd it
strengthered theselivelihoodstherebylessering economic riskand vulnerability

In this study the research objective was to enhance the understandf the effects of
transnationallabour migration on household food production and related livelihoods. The
results indiated that the objective was met in the sense that before the study, the
researcher had information from secondary sources which tdwalich on the nexus
between remittances and development but after this research, the author now understands
how migration impact on food production at household level and their food security as well.
The results revealed thahe migrant households had thgotential to increase agricultural
production given that they receive remittances that can be used to buy farm inputs,
implements as well as assets such as livestock which are useful forpiooldiction.
Remittances received were also enabled householswild houses, toilets as well as
providing a source for human capital investment that is education. Most households cited
that with remittances they were able to pay send their children to school. Hence migration is
a strategy to diversify livelihood adphs and reduce vulnerability.

The study also revealed th#te remittance channelled to rural households had potential to
increase and contribute to rural food security not only of the receiving household but even
the whole community can benefit throughultiple effects of the remittances. Employment
opportunities could be created for nameceiving households and they could work in the
farms of the receiving households and earn some income wtocitdéncrease their food
production. Changes in consumptigmatterns were also realised due to remittances
received and that’s a good indication for

Also, findings show that besides being a significant livelihood, migration is an important
source of incomes. Given that agricultural productivity la&gn declining due to factors
such as recurring droughts and unfavourable climatic conditions, migration is gradually
becoming the main source of income for many households in Matebeleland. Agricultural is
no longer the main source of income in Matebelelag®outh.Migration enabled households

to sustain their livelihoods by stimulating and providing for local productive activities such as
inputs for food production thereby contributing to food security of the household

The findings revealed that remittansdrom migration varied with the length of time spent
away by migrants and also the number of people in a household who have migrated. The
more the years spent away the more the assets that household had and also the more the
number of people in a househltbbn migration the more the remittances.
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Factors that have determined migration in Mangdistrict include economic and political
unrest in the country, continuous decline in agricultural productivity, limited livelihood
options, recurring droughts as wels unfavourable climatic conditions prevailing in area. In
order to increase household income and ensure food security, the young people in the
district are migrating to neighbouring countries such as South Africa and Botswana.
addition prospects of géng jobs and other opportunities to diversify their livelihood
activities attribute to out labour migration.

It can also be concluded that in as much as migration has positive attributes which impact
positively on food production, negative impacts such HIV/AIDS reversed the gains of
migration. HIV/AIDS affected both migration and food production in the sense that with
regards to migration, it impeded the migrants from working and in most cases to return
home and in most cases the migrants would bedaolwinners. This brings the source of
income from migration to a halt. From food production perspective, the diseases had a loss
of labour effect and it led to reduced farming areas as the families would not be able to
manage the farms and caring for thelsat home.

However given the time the data collection was done and the focus in one ward out of
seventeenwards in Mangwe district which are heterogeneous, the findings are modest and
therefore lack the scope necessary to generalise the results. Henaesh#s of this study

are specific to war@ and cannot be generalised for the whole of Mangistrict except for
those wards with similar conditions. For instance the positive effect of remittances on
h o us e lmnoomelis likely to be found in other was.

7.1 Recommendations

Basing from thefindings from this study, recommendations will be made to ORAP an
organisation working in Mangwe district that seeks to ensure food security in the area. The
organisation should promote the cultivation of small gsaiin the district so that the
remittances received can be used to buy inputs for cultivation of these small grains given
that the area is marginand the small grains have a high chance of giving the farmers high
yields and thereby ensure household fosekcurity.

Considering that remittances have positive impact on food production, it is therefore of
paramount importance to include migration as an essential component of food production.

Given that migration is increasing and will remain a featud@atebeleland Souttas long as
poverty and unemployment remains. Alioe migrant households will continue to receive
remittances andit will remain an important source of income and livelihoods, income
generating projects whichllow investment of remittancestsuld beestablished sahat the
receiving households can save and invest their remittances for future shocks.
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Cross cutting issues that reverse the gains of migration such as HIV/AIDS should be
mainstreamed in projects running in the district so that agrass is increased and the
negative impacts of the disease are reducedimong other HIV/AIDS awareness
programmes, there isalso need to encourage voluntary testing and counselling among
migrants particularly the men.

To counter the risk obver dependeng on migration, small holder farmers should invest in
farming activities such as growing small grains so that in the event of a migrant not be able
to send remittances or even case of death the family will have something to lean on rather
than abandonindarming.

Also to realise the developmental potential of remittances received by the rural households
in the district, joint efforts encompassing the government, fgovernmental organisations,
CBOs, migrant groups, the rural communities are needed so they tan map out
sustainable ways of promoting the flow and utilisation of remittances in a way that ensures
food security in the district.

Further research is needed to shed more light on migration and food produgtdicularly

a comparative study beteen remittance receiving households and A@mittance receiving
household their food production and also in the aspect of the relationship between length
spend on migration and assets acquired and how they contribute to food produatdn
elaborate on tle findings presented in this study so that the findings can be generalised in
the region.
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Annex 1 Questionnaire for interview with rural households in Mangwe

district.

District

Ward Number:

Village:

1. Household Demographics:

Sex Age (years) Household Marital status | Main Secondary
sizes occupation occupation

1=male (code 1)_ (code 2) (code 2)

2=Female

Code 1 Code 2

1=Single 1=Agriculture

2=Married 2=Agric labourer

3=Widow/widowed
4=Divorced

5=Separated

3=Non agric labourer
4=Government/private employee
5=Skilled worker(cagnter, blacksmith)
6=Builder

7=Cralfts: potter, weaver, carver
8=Brewer traditional beer
9=Firewood vendor

10=Vegetable vendor

2. How much arable land do you have?

3.How much did you cultivate last season 2010/2011?
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4. Asset ownership

Dwelling units # Implements # Livestock #
Burnt brick walled, Bicycles Cows

iron roofed

Burnt brick walled, Plough Oxen

thatched

Mud and thatched Ridger Goats

Other items Donkey

Toilets Hoes Chickens

Private swallow wel Ox carts

Pick Wheel barrow

TV Shovel

Radio Axe

5. How many meals do you eat per day?

5b) what kind of food did you eat yesterday?

List of food Yes No

Ate any sitshwala, millet, sorghum, bread, rice, or foods made frereals?

Ate any potatoes, yams, cassava or foods made from tubers and roots?

Ate any vegetables?

Ate any fruits including the wild fruits?

Ate any eggs?

Ate any fresh or dried fish?

Ate any foods from pulses (beans, peas, lentils as)?u

Ate any milk?

Ate any food made with oil, fat or butter?

Ate any sugar or honey?
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Ate any other foods such as tea, coffee?

6. Do you have any member who migrated? Yes............ No.......

If yes how many............

Sex Age Marital Level of Where Length
status education | migrated to | migrated

Agel.>5 2517 3.1864 4.65+

7. Do the member sent any remittance? Yes..... No

(if yes fill table below)

Type of Monetary Frequency | Channels used

remittance | value

Reliability of Channels

monetary

None
monetary

Bikes=1

Tv=2

Fertiliser=3

Clothes=4

Others=5
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8. Use of remittances

remittance

Productive investment
(Code 1)

Consumptive investment

(code 2)

Other articles and services
(Code 3)

Codel= cattle, farm inputs (fertilisers, seeds, pesticides)

Code2=food

Code3= savings, bicycles, TV sets, radio, watch, education, health care, social gatherings

9. Which types of crops did yowlktivate last year 2010/2011?

Crops planted

Quantity harvested (kgs)
50kgs=1bag

Quantity sold (including sales
to neighbours)

maize

Sorghum

Millet

Groundnuts

Sweet potatoes

10. What kind of inputs do you use?

Crops Hybrid Traditional | fertiliser manure Others specify
seed seed

Maize

Sorghum

Millet

Legumes

Other crops

11a) Did youexperienced any severe agricultural labour shortages during the past seasomvhich
required you to hire labair?

Yes=1, No=2
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11b) if yes how did it affected production?

12.Have you hired any labour (including casual) for various crop and livestock operations during the
past season. If yes, for what operations?

Operation Frequency of labour hire during last season
Residue incorporation =1 Only 16 days hired=1

Land prepaation=2 7-14 days hired=2

Planting=3 15-30 days hired=3

Weeding=4 more than one month hired=4
Harvesting=5 other (specify)=5

Tending/herding animals=6
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Annex 2. Checklist for the key inf ormants

(1 Extensiorofficer and oneM&E officerfrom IOM, one person from ORAP)

T
T

Trend of migration in the selected villages.

Changes encountered by farmers as a result ofroigiration with regards to labour
and food production.

Contribution of remittanes to food production of the small holder farmers.

Opinion on the rate at which people are migrating in these villag®bether
migration carpositively or negativiy impact on food production of the regioand in
what ways

Differences between receivingnd non-receiving remittances households with
regards to food production.

Opinion on whether people should migrate or not given factors such as remittances

received the overall agricultural productivity in the area.
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Annex 3: Pictures

1. Livesto& kept by the small holder farmers the water reservoir where animals get
water for drinking
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Interview with key informant from Arex on tHeft and on the right interview with selected
respondent
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