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ACTION MEMORANDUM FOR THE ACTING DIRECTOR, USAID/ZIMBABWE l

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Charles Cutshall, GD~
Melissa Stephens,~

September 29, 1994

Approval and Authorization of the Namral Resources Management Project
Supplement No. 1 (690-0251) and Authorization of the Bilateral Natural
Resources Management Project (613-0241)

p

'I. ACTION REQUESTED: You are requested to approve the attached project
documentation which expands and extends the Natural Resources Management Project (NRMP)
activities supponed by USAID in Zimbabwe. This increase in funding is from two sources:
the Regional Natural Resources Management Project and our bilateral OYB.

H. BACKGROUND:

-=

On August 20, 1989 USAID authorized the regional NRMP (690-0251) at $19,530,000 to
provide assistance to three member countries of the Southern Africa Development Coordination
Conference (SADCC) - Botswana, zambia and Zimbabwe - and to the Ministry of Forestry and
Naturnl Resources of Malawi serving as SADCC Sector Coordinator for Forestry, Fisheries and
Wildlife. The purpose of the regional project was to improve the social and economic well
being of residents of targeted rural communities by implementing sustainable community-based
wildlife conservation and utilization programs.

Funds for the Zimbabwe component of this project (690-0251.13) were obligated on August 31,
1989 and January 11, 1990 for a toud Phase I obligation of $7,600,000. In Zimbabwe,
anticipated project results of increasing community involvement and rationalizing use of fragile
lands have been panially achieved, and the potential for nationwide impact bas been
convincingly demonstrated through a fIrst phase of project activities which focused efforts in
four pilot areas.

The three recipients funded under the current NRMP/Zimbabwe activity which implement
sustainable resource use programs are: tile Department of National Parks and Wildlife"
Management {DNPWLM>, the Zimbabwe Trust (ZT), and the Centre for Applied Social
Sciences (CASS). These groups wort together as parts of a broader organization, the
CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group (CCG).

This Project Paper Supplement is the basis for the authorization of another $4.5 million of FY94
regional funds, plus $16 million of bilateral funds over the next five fISCa1 years to finance Phase



Funding Sources: Phase I Phase Jj 10(31
1989 - 94- 1994 - 99 1989 - 99

Regional (690-0251.13) $ 7,600,COO $ 4,500,000 $12,100,000
Bilateral (613-Q241) $16,000,000 $16,000,000

Project Total: S 7,600,000 $20,500,000 $28,100,000

•

I
R

n of the Project in Zimbabwe. The proposed $20.5 million amendment perinits an extension
~ into 1999 of ongoing activities started in Phase I of the NRMP.

~
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The goal of Phase n of the Natural Resources Management Project is to use natural resources
management to develop economically sustainable communities on lands marginally suitable
for agriculture. The purpose of Phase n continues to fall within the original Zimbabwe
country-level purposes: 1) to develop community-based programs to increase incomes while
sustaining natural resources; and 2) to improve local capabilities to protect the resource
base.

--~

,-
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At the Project's conclusion, it is intended that community-based natural resources management
win be practiced in appropriate ecological contexts nationwide, declines in the natural resources
base will have been halted, and communities on lands marginally suited to agriculture will have
new gI'('unds for economic sustainability. The four project components to achieve these results
are community-based resource management :md utilization; planning and applied research;
natural resources conservation; and regional communications.

Phase II of the Project, as described in this document, will use a different implementation
approach in that it will channel the majority of funds through an institutional contractor selected
through competitive means, which will serve as a secretariat for implementing agencies and as
a liaison with USAID. Direct relationships will be maintained with the Department of NatioD8.1
Parks and Wildlife Management aOO with the Ministry of Local Government and Rural and
Urban Development.

m. DISCUSSION:

An issues meeting for the subject project documentation was held on September 9, 1994, during
which a broad range of issues and points for clarification were raised and a fmal,formal Mission
review was deferred until September 20, 1994. The following section addresses the major issues
raised during the review process and indicates their resolution. It should be noted that many of
these issues w~re discussed with the Regional Legal Advisor/Swaziland whose comments are
contained in Annex I to the Project Paper Supplement.

1. One Project or Two - Toe NRM Project is clearly one activity in concept and delivery,
with two sources of funding. Implementation will be carried out as one project.

-
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2.

3.

However, to recognize the two funding sources, there will be two authorization
documents (an amendment for SARP project 690-0251 and a new authorization for the
bilateral project 613-(241), and two project facesheets. However, there will be only one
Grant Agreement Amend.m~nt signed with the GOZ, and one project document which
supports the $20.5 million increase in funding.

Host COUDtry Contribution - The Host Country Contribution of 2S % of total project
costs will be met through the generation of revenues at the community level. The Project
staff will track these resources to ascertain if HeC requirements are being met. Given
current community revenues from NRM activities, the Project design team does not
anticipate problems in meeting the required contribution. Host Country Contribution is
discussed in Section IV. A of the PP Supplement.

Adequacy of Project DescrIption - While the Project Description in the draft version
of the PP Supplement clearly stated the goal and purpose of the expanded activity, it did
not provide sufficient discussion of the actual activities that would be carried out. The
Project Description has been revised and expanded and is found in Section m.

4. Relationship Diagram - In order to facilitate the presentation of the new implementation
and management structure of Phase n, a diagram indicating fmancial and technical
relationships bas been added at the beginni.ng of Section V.

s. Role of Institutional Contractor - Phase n of the NRM Project will use the services of
an imtitutional contractor to provide subgrants and support to members of the
CAMPFIRE Consultative Group. The Institutional Contractor is expected to fulfill a
management and administration role rather than a technical role. The Institutional
Contractor will have the ability to contract for specialized assistance to help
implementing agencies carry out their agreed upon roles, but is not expected to have
direct technical expertise in the natural resources management area as part of its long
term project team. It is anticipated that the Institutional Contractor may provide long
term local personnel to be seconded to the Department of National Parles and Wildlife
Management; however, this provision has not been included in the Institutional
Contractor's budget at this time but remains ~ith the proposed grant to DNPWLM until
such time as a specific agreement is reached between USAID and DNPWLM on this
matte~.

6. Implementation and Procurement Planning - The procurement plan bas been adjusted
to allow for additional time in the selection of the Institqtional Contractor. An
Implementation Plan has been added to the Supplement to illustrate the anticipated
sequencing of major project implementation activities.

7. Environmental Aspects - An Environmental Assessment has been completed, and an... ". ~ . . ".., .. ""''''. . ... ...... .... - - - .... - _. - - - ...,...,.,. .e-mau or 3eptCIIlDer oro, 1~ IIKIlt:atcS mat me DUICCIlI r.nvUOD!IlCIIW vrnt:er nas
cleared the documentation. A Condition Precedent to Disbursement for infrastructure

-----~_._.--,--q----_ ..._----,.------, --...-...................~---- ......-.
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9.

subactivities has been added to ensure that appropriate enviromnental reviews precede
all construction. In addition, to comply with a condition of the EA's negative
detennination, the Project will provide technical assistance and training to augment local
authorities' capacity in appropriate environmental project management, monitoring and
eValuation.

Delegation of Authority - The review rioted the lack clf a specific delegation of
authority to authorize and implement the Project, particularlJ' with regard to the overall
LOP funding for the regional project. As a result, an ad hoc delegation has been
obtained to amend the regional project. The RLA advises that DOA SS1 grants authority
to authorize the bilateral project since, although the bilateral project number is new, the
activity itself is, in substance, a modification of an existing activity previously authorized
under the regional project with a total life of project under 10 years and total LOP
funding of less than $30,000,000.

Mission Management Capacity - With the expanded project, the administrative,
monitoring and oversight role for USAID/Zimbabwe will be significantly increased. To
more efficiently manage this increased workload. the Project includes a provision for an .
FSN NRM Specialist position to be added to the Mission's existing Project staff.

10. Roles and Responsibilities - Section V. of the Project Paper Supplement presents a
thorough discussion of the mandates of the various members of the CAMPFIRE
Collaborative Group. Specific project responsibilities such as reporting requirements and
delivery of services will be laid out in contracwal documentation and Proj~t

Implementation Letters. Section V. has been amended to state that this future defmition
of responsibilities will take place.

11. Continuation of Phase I Activities - During the period while USAID i~, undertaking a
competitive procurement for the services of the Institutional Contractor, the existing
grants to CASS, DNPWLM, and ZIMTRUST will remain active and incrementil funds
will be committed as required to avoid a hiatus in activities. This continuation is stated
in Section V.

IV. CONGRESSIONAL NOTrnCATlON: A Congressional Notification expired without
objection on September 28, 1994. Authorization and obligation of funds may now occur.
(Attachment A to this Memo)

v. SECTION 611(e) CERTIFICAnON: In addition to the ad hoc delegation of authority,
we have been advised that the Regional Assistant Administrator for Africa has received
and taken into consideration the USAID/Zimbabwe certifJC3tion of Zimbabwe's human
resource and fInancial capacity to utilize and maintain capital assistance.

VI.. ALTTRO!l1TY: USA.ID Zimbabwe bas received notification the the Regional Assistant
Administator for Africa has delegated authority to the USAID Mission Director to

(--_ ---_. A~-------"':"..~"""'!"'.:.4'i""',~,;.~i:~ ~,~~~~.".,~,--.-"r4'''''':- .,- ~"':"., w , u:a- , q ,f4~.--



authorize: 1) Amendment Number 8 for the Zimbabwe ponion of the Southern Africa
Natural Resources Management Project (690-025 I) and 2) the bilateral NaturaI Resources
Management Project (613..Q241). (Attachment B to this Memo.)

STATE 158749 dated 14 June 1994 confll1I1ed an SS4 allowance of $1,100,000 for
obligation under Project 613..Q241. STATE 166708 dated 22 June 1994 confirmed an
SS4 allowance of $4,500,000 for obligation under Projett 690-0251.13.

vu. RECOMMENDATION: That you approve the Project Paper Supplement for the
Natural Resources Management Project (690-0251.13 and 613..(241) by signing below
and on the attached Project Data Sheets, and sign the attached Project Authorization and
Amendment, lEE, and Gray Amendment Certification.

Approved: t4~~. f6Jr'M....
Carole S. Palma
Acting Director
USAID/Zimbabwe

Disapproved:~_-::-~ _
Carole S. Palma
Acting Director
USAID Zimbabwe

Date: Date:

Attachments:
Project Data Sheets
Project Authorization and Amendment
Initial Environmental Examination
Gray Amendment Certification
Project Papcr Supplement

. ---------:"'--..-..----.-.·--.·.-..........-.....-.-'~'..-_.I-..._·.~ _ -----:---.._- ..
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FROM: AFRISA,~~~

SUBJECT: Southe" Africa R09ional Proqram -- Natural
Resour es Manaqement Project - Zimbabwe Portion
(690-0251) (SARP NRMP)
Zi~abw. -- Natural Resources Managemont project
(61'-0241) (ZNRKP)

problem: You are requested to approve an ad hoc
Oeleqation of Authority to the Director, USAIO/Zimbabwe to
authorize a $20.5 million amendment to the Southern Africa
Reqional Program Natural Resource. Management Project
(S~ NRMP), consistinq of $4.5 million in SARP funds (6~0

0251) and $16 million in ZimcabWe bilateral funds (613
0241). In addition, you are requested to take into
consideration and concur in th. USAID/Zimbabwe certification
(Section 611(e» ot the Zimbabwean capacity to maintain and
utilize capital assistance provided under the Project.

BAckground: The SARP ~~ was authorized on
August 19, 1989 tor $19.53 million with an Auqult 1995
Project Assistance completion Date (PACO). Subsequent
authorization amendment. increased the LOP fundinq to $38.83
million and extended the PACD to Auqust 31, 1997. The
SARP NRMP is implemented throu9h bilateral agreements in
Botswana, Zimbabwe, Zambia, Malawi, and Namibia. The
overall reqional purpose ot the project is to improve the
social and economic well-being-of residents of targeted
rural communi~ies by implementinq sustainable community
based wildlife conserva'tion and utili2:ation prQ9ram••

Zimbabwe participated under this reqional effort with
support tor community-based activities in four pilot areas.
Based on the success of this proqram and the nationwide need
for sustainabla resource manaqement activities,
USAID/Zimbabwe seeks to expand this activity through a tinal
tranche of regional funding ($4.5 million) and the addition
of $16 million in bilateral funds. One project paper
____ ..1 .. __•. ~ .& 4 __ •••_..1_.1 ~_"1.. _.to ~t... _
a~'",.an:::••"" "-VT~&'D ",&1:11 QV __ T ~l:l' &,\l,n.&C'Io& alT. uv\.&& \II. \oOGDG

fundinq sources, since the activities are integrally
related. However, there is a separate project number for
the bilateral funds. Since the activities supported by both

•
320 T~n·Flt<T Snm. ~.w._ WA~IU);c:ll'lS.D.C. 20'23
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fundinq sources are essentially amendments to tha ongoing
Zimbabwe portion ot the umbrella re9ional project, they are
treated as such tor deleqat10n of aU~hority purposes. Similarly,

._ as essentially an amendment to an existing projoct, 4 new project
~ .4escription and a PID are not require4 tor the bilaterally-funded

activiti£d.

The activities under this amen4ment seek to: 1) demonstrate
the technical, social, economic and ecoloqical viability of
community-based natural re.ourcev management tor increasing
housahold community incomes; and 2) improve, through trainin9,
education, protection, communioation and technoloqy transfer,
Zimbabwe's capacities to sustaina~ly develop, manage and utili~e
indigenous natural rasourceB.

The ZNRMP will support CAMPFIRE (Communal Areas Management
proqram for Indigenous Resources) activities throuqhout Zimbabwe.
This program i$ based on the philosophy that conservation
requires 8UpPOJ~t ot the people livinq in proximity to t~e .
resour~e base, and that such support is best achieved by
returnlnq benet1~s (financial and otherwise) deriving from the
exploitatlon ot re90arces directly to those people. A recent
evaluation of pilot activities indicated that CAMPFIRE activities
contribute directly to empowering communities by developing local
skills and institutions to manage wildlife. The Project will
work with international and local non-governmental organizations,
the University of Zimbabwe and the Oepartment of National Parks
and Wildlife Management.

The major outputs from ZNRMP will be: enha~cQd ~wareness of
conservation issues; aided community devQlop~ent proj~cts;

protected endangered wildlifQ populations; and, increased
household food security through wildlife revenue-sharing.

Discuss;'Qn: ~el.qation of Authority

This request for ad hoc Delegations ot Authority for this
amendment was included in the Zimbabwe bilateral and SARP 1995
Annual Budget SUbmissions. The proposed amendment is conmistent
with Agency focus areas and supports the USAID/ZimbabWe Strateqic
Objective ot increasing tood security tor populations on marginal
lands. DOA 551 delegate. authority to Hission Directors to amend
project authorizationm up to 8 total LOP tundin; levGl of $30
~ill1on. With the $4.5 million amenam.~t to SARP NRMP, the
authorized LOP level will attain $48.83 million. TheratorQ, an
a4 hoc Oeleqation of Authority is required to permit
USAID/Zimbabwe to authorize this SARP NRMP a~endment and to

J further increase the 4eleqation above the $30 million cAil!n9~

The new LOP level of $48.83 is in~lu~ive of the 55.5 million
currently bein9 processed as a separate supplement to the
Botswana component, for which a separate DOA request was
prepared. Since the bilaterally-funded activity is in substance



an amendment to the ongoing project, which already exceeds $30
million, an ad hoc DOA is ne.ded to increase the LOP funding by
an additional $16 million.

+- . liectigD 611 fe)

fUndinq prOVided through the amendment to SARP NRMP and the
new ZNRMP will support capital assistance activiti.s such as game
tencinq, small buildings for offices, and establishment of game
waterin9 holes. The project makes provi.ions for co.ts
associated with the on-90in9 maintenance of these activities
which includes technical traihing. Total assistance tor such
activities will not exceed $3.0 million over the five year period
of implementation. Section 611(e) ot the Foreign As.istance Act
of 1961, as amended, requires that tor projects over $1,000,000
Which include capital essistance, the head of the agency
primarily responsible for administering such activities receive
'and take into consideration a c~rtitication trom the principal
oflicer of such agency in the country in which the project is
located as to the capability of the country (both financial and
human resources) to effectively maintain and utilize the project,
takinq into account among other things the maintenance and
utilization of projects in such country previouslY financed or
as.iated by the United States. Accordinq to Handbook 3, Appendix
3L, the authority to receive and take into consideration has been
delegated to regional Assistant Administrators. The Mission
Director, USAID zimbabwe, has certified the Zimbabw~&n capacity,
includinq financial and human resources, to maintain and utilize
capital ascistancQ (TAlA).

The Bureau Environmental Officer has approved an amended leE
for activiti.s under the amendment. .

The Congressional Notifications for both funding sources
were SUbmitted to Congress on September 14, 1994 and are expected
to expire without objection on September 29, 1994.

Authoritx: Pursuant to DOA 404, as amended, you have the
authority to "receiv~ and take into account" pursuant to Section
611(e) of the FAA, certifications from the principal officor
overseas that the host country can effectively maintain and
utilize capital assistance estimated to cost in exce.s of $1
million. This authority cannot be redelegated.

Recommendatj~: That you sign this memorandum and the
attached cable apprOVing ad hoc Delegations at Authority to the

. Director, USAID/Zimbabwe to:

1) authorize an amendment to the Southern Africa Reg1ort&l
Natural Resource. Manaqement Project (690-0251) to increase by
$4.~ million the life-of-project tund1nq bringing it to $48.83
million and extend the PACO for SARP NRHP to August 18, 1999 •

•
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2) authorize the Zimbabwe Natural Resource Managemen~

project (613-0241) (ZNRMP) for tive years at a LOP tundlng level
ot $16 million. The PACD for this project will be Auqust 18,
1999; and

~.
3) in4!cate Africa Bureau concurrence with the

USAID/Zimbabwe certification of hgst country capacity to utilize
and maintain capital assistance.

APprov·:d.8 ~';zA
Disapprove: -

Date: r2&S,J'= 1"'1
II!A'

Dratter:AFR/SA:wK~rtin:li:x74326:9/23/94:ZIM\DOCS\ADHOC-01.ZIH

Revisecl:9/28/94

r

Clearances:

AFR/SA:JGoodwin praft Date 9/26/94
AFR/SA:JHale praft Date 9/26/94
AFR1SA:OThomas praft Date 9/23/94 -.-
AFR/SA:Ll<eeys praft Date !j!I23/94
AFR/DP:JGovan praft Data 2/26/94
GC/AFR:MAKleinjan praft. Date me'4OAA/AFR:CPeasley ~ Date

~We have normally supportinq material/informatio~ tor a 611(e)
certification.

'-
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Clearance for ACTION MEMORANDUM FOR ACllNG MISSION DIRECTOR NRM
AU1HORIZATION AND PP SUPPLEMENT APPROVAL

Drafted: MStephcns, PDIS
Clear: CCutsha1I, GDO~~~_

TDoggett, PRM.---=;~-.a.JI_

SNorton, PDIS
CBroo~,CONT &~.~,~~,

MAlexander, RLA/~ date - ~tJk(,/~ A.lck./I1.
tJJ.. -"f;ldL ~~ f- /1((~';l'~

~ C)) cb.y.·YU:~ 0,.,(!!

'/Ifr!1FL'S rf:: t
6/1 (e) ~. ( /[VJ)..<.

Sl(~. Ii,C VI 1ud)l£~)

•
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PROJECT AUTHORIZATION AMENDMENT NO. EIGHT (8)

CountrylEntity:

Project Tide:

Project Number:

Southern Africa Regional

Natural Resources Management

690-0251

1. Pursuant to the Foreign Assistance Act Cif 1961, as amended. and the Foreign Operations,
Export Financing and Related Programs Appropriations Act of 1991. Africa Bureau Delegation
of Authority 551, as amended, and ad hoc delegations of authority therewlder, the Authorization
for the regional Natural Resources Management Project dated August 19, 1989, and amended
on December 21, 1989; December 9, 1991; September 2, 1992; September 23, 1992; September
30, 1993; December 13, 1993; and September 29, 1994 is hereby further amended as follows:

A. Section 1 is deleted in its entirety and the following inserted in lieu thereof:

Pursuant to the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, the Foreign Operations,
Export Financing and Related Programs Appropriations Acts of 1988 and years following, Africa
Bureau pelegation of Authority S51, as amended, and the ad hoc authority delegated under 88
STATE 102126, I hereby authorize the Natural Resources Management Project for the Southern
Africa Region involving planned obligations not to exceed forty eight million eight hundred
thirty thousand U.S. dollars ($48,830,000) in grant funds over a ten year period frOIll the date
of authorization, subject to the availability of funds in a.ccordm~ with the A.I.D.
OYB/allotment process, to finance the foreign exchange and !Q('Al! cum:ncy costs of the Project.
The planned life of the Project is ten years from the date of initial obligation.

B. In Section SB(I), Zimbabwe Conditions Precedent, the following new clause is
added:

~b. Prior to disbursement of funds under the Grant to fmance any infrastructure sub
activity, or to the issuance of documents pursuant to which such disbursement may be made, the
Regional Development Council proposing the sub-activity will furnish to A.I~D., in form and
substaDee satisfactory to A.lD., a) plans and studies demonstrating technical, fmancial and
social feasibility, and b) an initial assessment of the environmental impact (if any) of the sub
activity together with plans to mitigate any negative impact.·

C. In Section SB(2), Zimbabwe Covenants, the following DeW claUSC$ are added:

..
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"f. The Grantee sball insure the provision of technical assistance and training on a
continuing basis to establish community-based wildlife and natural resources management
capabilities, including planning, management, environmeiltal impact analysis and mitigation,
monitoring aDd enforcement.

g. The Grantee, through the Ministry of Natural Resources and Tourism, shall delegate
Appropriate Authority to the participating District Councils after the said Councils present
satisfactory evidence of their intent and capacity to manage their wildlife and natural resources
properly and to do so with the full participation of, anc.l benefits to, the people they represent.

h. The Grantee shall prepare, on an annual basis, a workplan for review and
concurrence by A.I.D., \\.'hich shall include II description of project activities and a supporting
implementation plan to be carried out by all participating parties during the applicable year.

i. The Grantee shall insure that all commodities procured under the Grant are maintained
in good working condition. With respect to vehicles, the Grantee shall establish and maintain
an adequate system to monitor and control usage to insure that such vehicles are employed
exclusively for project purposes.

j. No funds or other support provided hereunder may be used in a project or activity
reasonably likely to involve the relocation or expansion outside of the United States of an
enterprise located in the United States if non-U.S. production in such relocation or expansion
replaces some or all of the production of, and reduces the number of employees at, said
enterprise in the United States.

k. No funds or other support provided hereunder may be used in a project or activity
the purpose of which is the establisbment or development in a foreign country of any export
processing zone or designated area where the labor, environmental, tax, tariff, and safety laws
of the country would not apply, without the prior written approval of USAID.

l. No funds or other support provided hereunder may be llS(,~. in an activity which
contributes to the violatioD of internationally recognized rights of workers in the recipient
country, including in any designated zone or area in that country. "

2. Except as revised hereby, the Project AuthorizatioD, as amended, remains in full force and
effect.

Carole S. Palma
Acting Director

USAID/Zimbabwe

..... : t .... .,; .......... :::.... ~"" ... ,.>. '!':~' .. F.. "'~~



Country:

Project Title:

Project Number:

PROJECT AUTIiORIZATION

Zimbabwe

Natural Resources Management

613-0241

..

-..II

1. Pursuant to the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as m..;.nded, the Foreign Operations, Export
Financing and Related Programs Appropriations Acts, aDd Africa Bureau Delegation of
Authority 551, as amended, I hereby authorize the Zimbabwe Nanual Resources Management
Project involving planned obligations not to exceed sixteen million United States dollars
($16,000,000) in bilateral mission funds over a five year period from the date of authorization,
subject to the availability of funds in accordance with the USAID/OYB allotment process, .to
assist in financing the foreign exchange and local currency costs of the Project. Tile planned
nfe of the Project is five years from the date of initial obligation.

2. The Project will supplement the Zimbabwe component of the existing Natural Resources
Management Project, No. 690-Q2S1, under the Southern Africa Regional Program (SARP). The
Project bas the regional Project's purposes: (I) to sttengthen the capacity of partidpating
governmental and non-governmental organizations to protect, maintain and utilize wildlife and
oth~r natural resc1u.rces; (2) improve the social and economic well-being of the target areas'
'communallands' residents through conservation and utilization programs; and (3) demonstrate
through practical examples the economic, social, technical and ecological feasibility and
replicability of community-based wildlife utilization programs for marginal lands. In addition,
the bilateral Project will develop community-based prograIm~ to increase incomes while
sustaining natural resources, and improve local capabilities to protect the resource base.

3. The Project will be implemented through the existing Project Agreement for the Zimbabwe
compoDCnt of the SARP Project. Amendments to the Agreement, which may be negotiated and
executed by the officer(s) to whom such authority is delegated in accordance with A.I.D.
regulations and Delegations of Authority, shall be subject to the same terms, covenants
and conditions that govern the Zimbabwe component of the regional Project. They are
substaobal)yas follows:

4. a. SourcelOriginlNationaJity

Except as A.I.D. may otherwise agree in writing, commodities fmanced under the Grant
shall have their source and origin, and suppliers of services and commodities shall have their
nationality, in countries included in A.I.D. Geographic Code 935. Ocean shipping financed by
A ,n ..I._II ~--_...- A 'I n _A" ..~~_.;""" ------'!l. J.U' o::::.ll·tii"~ h,:. ..,;; £'t11;oV ~~ ....f .......~

elL.I.LI'. ~, "'A~IA caoJ elL.&.U. 1DA1 'IloLIWIW~ IIOJ~ .. -g' -........ "0 y..~.~ u """..uu.~

included in A.I.D. Geographic Code 935. Efforts shall be made to insure maximum practicable
procwement in the United States.
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b. Conditions Precedept

Prior to disbursement of funds under the Grant to flnance any infrastructure sub-activity,
or to the issuance of documents pursuant to which such disbursement may be made, the Regional
Development Council proposing the sub-activit! will furnish to A.I.D., in form and substance
satisfactory to A.I.D., a) plans and studies demonstrating technical, financial and social
feasibility, and b) an initial assessment of the enviroomental impact (if any) of the sub-activity
together with plans to mitigate any negative impact.

c. Covenants

1. The Gnntec shall insure the provision of technical assistance and training on a
continuing basis to establish community-based wildlife and nanual resources maIUigement
capabilities, including planning, management, environmental impact analysis and mitigation,
monitoring and enforcement.

2. The Grantee, through the Ministry of Natural Resources and Tourism, shall delegate
Appropriate Authority to the participating District Councils after the said Councils present
satisfactory evidence of their intent and capacity to manage their wildlife and natural resources
properly and to do so with the full participation of, and benefits to, the people they represent.

3. The Grantee shall prepare, on an annual basis, a workplan for review and
concurrence by A.lD., which shall include a description of project activities and a supporting
implementation plan to be carried out by all participating parties during the applicable year.

4. The Grantee shall insure that all commodities procured under the Grant are
maintained in good working condition. With respect to vehicles, the Grantee shall establish and
maintain an adequate system to monitor and control usage to insure that such vehicles are
employed exclusively for project purposes.

S. No funds or other support provided hereunder "may be used in a project or activity
reasonably likely to involve the relocation or expansion outside of the United States of an
enterprise located in the United States if DOn-U.S. production in such relocation or expansion
replaces some or all of the production of, and reduces the number of employees at, said
enterprise in the United States.

6. No funds or other support providl=d hereunder may be used in a project or activity
the purpose of which is the establishment or development in a foreign COUDtry of any export
processing zone or designated area "where the labor, environmental, tax, tariff, and safety laws
of the counay would DOt apply, without the prior written approval of USAID.

7. No funds or other support provided hereunder may be used in an activity which
contribu= to t= ':,'iolatiw of mrernatiuuallyI~ rights of WOli"Cb in the recipicm
country, including in any designated zooe or area in that country.

i .. ~ . u.
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This Project Authorization provides for bilateral mission support to the existing Zimbabwe
component of the regional NRMP. In substance. this Authorization constitutes an amendment
to that activity. Any amendment to the Zimbabwe component of the SARP Natural Resources
Management Project. No. 690-0251. shall automatically amend this Authorization as well.

Carole S. Palma, Acting Director
USAID/Zimbabwe

~-::-----:----:--~~~~~~~~~.--,.._-;../12. "7.••': " . •f p.' ..~~.~.I.,~.".' .....•..•.:... ,.• , '0", ' .<. '.; . '.•. '.. ~ .e.· i .. } .~. P9 ,. :t-.; .. !* i ) ..~....-"'.... "' •. ~ ~:.:.a'4.. '.' ::(.•.~ J~ . .•.. ;.,.;:~. ';" '0 ':" ..•.: :"I.. ';'.,: !.:...
'.. '. . .. ' ...... . -



ART
CA
CAMPFIRE
CASS
CCG
CCU
CITES
DNPWLM
ErA
GOZ
MET
MLGRUD
NGO
NRMP
PA
PAC
PACD
ROC
SADC
USAID
UZ
VlDCO
WADCO
WWF
ZT

ACRONniS

African Resources Trust
CAMPFIRE Asrociation
Communal Areas Management Programme for lDdigcDOIJS Resources
Centre for Applied Social Sciences
CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group
CAMPFIRE Coordinating Unit
Convention on lntematioD2l Trade in EDcbngered Species
Department of National Parks and Wild Life Management
Environmental Impact Assessment
Government of Zimbabwe
Ministry of Enviromnent and Tourism
Ministry of Local GovermneDi, Rural aud Urban Development
Non-Governmental Organization
NaturaI Resources Management Project
Project Administrator (USAID)
Problem Animal CODttOI
Project Assistance Completion Date
Rural District Council
Southern African Development Commission
United States Agency for Internatiooal Development
University of Zimbabwe
Village Developraem Committee
Ward Development Committee
Worldwide Fund for Nature
Zimbabwe Trust •
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CA:

PRIMARY IMPLEMENTING AGENCIES

The CAMPFIRE Association is constituted by elected represeDlatives from each
Rural District Cotm=i1 possessing Appropriate Authority. The Association is the
lead agency for coordination of CAMPFIRE activities nationwide.

..

CASS: The Centre for Applied Social Sciences is a Department within the Faculty ofSocial
Studies, University of Zimbabwe, and carries out socio-economic research on
common property management.

CCQ: The CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group consists of nine implementation ageots: CA,
DNPWLM, MLGRUD, ZT, CASS, WWF, ART, ACflON, and ROCs, plus
communities throughout Zimbabwe.

DNPWLM: The Department of National Paries alii Wildlife is the GOZ statutory authority for
wildlife managem~nt.

RDC: The Rural District Council is responsible for District governance and is constituted
by elected representatives of Wards located in the District.

WWF The World Wide Fund conducts ecological and economic research on wildlife
management, and provides community-level training.

ZT: The Zimbabwe Trust (ZIMTRUST) is an independently funded NGO that assists
communities and RDCs in developing institutional management capabilities.

~-_ .....-----....---
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On August 20. 1989 USAID authorized the regional NRMP (690-0251) at $19,530,000 to provide
assistance to three member countries of the Southern Africa Development Coordination Confereocc
(SADCC) - Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe - and to tIu:: Ministry of Forestty and Natural
Resources of Malawi serving as SADCC Sector Coordinator for Forestry, Fisheries and Wildlife.
To improve the social and economic well-being of residents of targeted rurnl communities in
Botswana, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. the project was to help establish sustainable community-based
wildlife conservation and utilization programs. To improve the capacity of the SADCC
Coordinator to promote regional cooperation in Datural resource data collection and analysis, the
project provided an adviser to help analyze data and establish fora and communication bulletins for
exchange of information.

Upon completion of the project, it was expected that: natural resource utilization would have been
demoDStrated to be a preferred and profitable land use in agriculturally fragile rural and communal
lands; self-sufficient resource management programs would have increased opportunities for local
employment and income generation and revenues for local development projects; the role of
women in the economy and their access to income would have been expanded; and interested
governments and leaders in the natural resources sector throughout the SADCC region would be
better informed on approaches to, and impact from, management of natural resources, particularly
of wildlife.

The three recipiems funded under the current NRM Project which implement sustainable resource
use programs are: the Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management (DNPWLM),
formed in 1963 by amalgamation of the Wildlife Conservation Department and the National Parks
Department, housed today in the Ministry ofEnvironment and Tourism; the Zimbabwe Trust (ZT).
charged with "capacity-building" or "institutional development," promoting sustainable economic
activities. primarily in the communal areas of Zimbabwe, and facilitating and assisting rural
communities to develop their organizational and management skills; and the Centre for Applied
Social SCiences (CASS), which conducts socio-economic baseline surveys, develops long-term
research projects, monitors and evaluates program interventions, and produces post-graduate
trained scholars wicb. expertise in social science research methods and natural resources
management. These groups work together as parts of a broader organization, the CAMPFIRE
CoUaborativeGroup (CCO).

The Southern Africa Regional Program (SARP) has provided $7.6 million to Zimbabwe's Phase
I component prior to this proposed- amendment. This Project Paper Supplement is the basis for
the authorization of another $4.5 million of FY94 regional funds, plus $16 million of bilateral
funds over the next five fiscal years to finance Phase n ofthe project in Zimbabwe. The proposed
$20.5 million amendment permits an extension into 1999 of ongoing activities started in Phase I
n~ tha NIl Mill A,.thntia.. urill ..",.,.;",,,", ..I",..... tit ~-! Ii:;;::....• "t /' :oaseai-...Lu uu_··t-~..LU ~na_____ 'r'.~__ TY_.~...". ~ V'I_••_ • " .. , ,......., ,..., v.~

and communications covering biological, sociological, educational and policy matters; 2)
strengthening ~ institutional support system for, community-based managemcm of natural
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resources; and 3) project administration and management. The expansion will be significant: the
number of Rural District Councils (RDCs) partiC!pating is expected to mcrease from four to up to
twenty-four; the number of implementation agents from three to nine; and the demand for Project
funds, currently being drawn down at around $2 million annually. will increase substantially.

Funding Sources: PhaseJ Phase IT TOTAL
1989 - 94: 1994 - 92:

. Regional (690-0251) $ 7.600.000 $ 4,500.000 $12.100.000
Bilateral (613-0241) $16.000.000 $16,000,000

Project Total: $ 7.600.000 $20,500.000 $28,100.000

At the Project·s conclusion it is intended that community-based natural resource management will
-be practiced in appropriate ~ological contexts. declines in the narural resource base will have been
halted, and communities on lands marginally suited to agriculture will have new grounds for
economic sustainabUity.

Phase n of the project. as described in this document. will use a different implementation option
in that it will utilize the services of an institutional contractor selected through competitive means,
which will serve as a Secretariat for implementing agencies and as a liais'on with USAID. Direct
relationships will be maintained with the Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management
and with the Ministry of Local Government and Rural and Urban Development. .

D. SUPPLEMENT RATIONALE

A. Background

1. CAMPFIRE

During the latter part of this century. while game ranching was prospering on private land,
communal land wildlife resources - with a greater range of species and greater potential value 
were being rapidly depleted. AlthO\1ghthis did not make economic sense. it was the result of
colonial protectionist legislation decreeing that wildlife belonged to -the King, - and not to the
people. As far back as the early 19705 the inevitable outcome of this policy was recognized and
the Department of National Parks aDd Wildlife Management took the unique and courageous step
of offering commercial farmers authority over wildlife resources located on their farms. While
critics argued that if fanners were allowed to utilize their wildlife commercially it would be over..
exploited and disappear. the results were the exact opposite: farmers began to benefit from their
wildlife and. therefore. to look after it.

"fIuoexperi"""P' of commf!rd~1 g~me ranching ventures contradicted the theory nnderlying the
concept of -King·s Game,· and offered viable new technology for using wildlife in agriculturally
marginal communal lands. The critical step, however, was to transfer this technology; a process
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which required legislative change supported by an adaptive aod multi-disciplinary implementation
process.

The history of wildlife utilization C/n communal lands is ODe of resource alienation. People were
banned from utilizing their own resources, and in some ca!:cs communities were moved to make
way for the establishment National Parks. Through this process of disenfranchisement, wildlife
resources came to be viewed as valueless symbols of oppression. Hence, their destruction was
eocouraged. and poachers were elevated to the status of heroes. This Phase of alienation of people
from their wildlife bas been categorized as the period of wildlife management alalost the people.
The results of resource alienation were easy to predict: Since communal land residents were DOt
allowed to benefit from wildlife, they replaced it with row crops and domestic animals which did
benefit them.

Project WINDFALL was the first attempt to formally link indigenous communities to wildlife
management. UDder this GOZ project, income derived from culling in national parks and from
safari hULting in communal areas (but still managed by the state) was given to District Councils.
Because the state, through the national parks, still did all the management, this Phase has been
categorized as wildlife management J!I: the people. 1bis approach also proved to be
unsuccessful. Money stayed in councils, so the people living with wildlife saw few benefits;
Moreover, local people were not involved directly with wildlife management and so developed DO

interest in it. To rectify these deficiencies, CAMPFIRE advocates proposed that the Parks and
Wildlife Act (1975), which had earlier been used to transfer proprietorship over wildlife resources
on'"private land to private land holders, be employed to permit District Councils to act as
•Appropriate Authorities· over communal land wildlife resources. In 1989, two District Councils
were given such authority, and CAMPFIRE was born. Under CAMPFIRE, wildlife revenues are
now controlled directly by Rural District Councils (ROCs), and gov'~rnment steps back into a role
of ensuring that various principles and practices of sound resource fJaoagement are observed.• The
Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management (DNPWLM), for example, currently
reserves the right to control communal land offtake quotas. i:cwever, such controls are likely to
be lifted as communities are trained to set quotas themselves. This next phase has been categorized
as the period of wildlife management hI the people.

-While devolution of authority to the couocil level is a very positive step, there is a need for further
devolution of authority to sub-district management levels (e.g.• WADCOs and VIDCOs).
However, to be self-regulating and to reduce the need for external monitoring, a situation with
closer links and more checks and balances needs to emerge. While many councils are already
doing this, legislative changes are needed so that ROCs can, themselves, devolve authority to sub
district authorities.

2. NRMP Pilot -Phase I

Following a regional workshop held in Gaborone in 1988 on l1te topic of ·Sustainable Wildlife
Utilization and the Role of Wildlife Management Awa..,!;, • USAID was approached by a number of
local organizations seeking fina.ncial assistance to foster the development of community-based
wi!ttlife ve"""'eS. Unfo.'1'.mat~!y in Zimbabwe, th=re war; iiG bilateral USAID ftiiids availabic: to
suppon such activities, so implementors turned elsewhere for support funds. Shortly thereafter.
however, Washington and worldwide concerns about wiIdlif~, and elepbants in particular,
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developed into policies which provided the opportUItity for USAID involvement. Congress passed
legislation which required USAID to spend moucy on elephant conservation, while CITES was
seeking to move the African elepbaDl into its endangered (-Appendix 1-) categoQ'.

Zimbabwe argued that the identification of elephants as an endangered species would disturb its
elephant management program and deprive communities that had received the right, under
CAMPFIRE, to manage (sell and market) elepbanrs and elephant products. CAMPFIRE (and
similar programs in neighboring countties) provided a platform for USAID's financial support by
~ddressing issues affecting elephants as well as community effons to manage them. It also
advanced the geographical and physical basis for project identification under the Southern African
Regional Program (SARP): most of the region's elephants were located in Zimbabwe's Hwange
National Park, Northeastern Botswana, East Caprivi, and Southwestern Zambia, and Zimbabwe's
they regularly moved across borders. On August 20, 1989 USAID authorized the regional NRMP
at $l9,S30,OOO to provide assistance to three member countries of the Southern Africa
Development Coordination Conference (SADCC) - Botswana, Zambia and Zimbabwe - and to the
Ministry of Forestry and Natural Resources of Malawi serving as SADCC Sector Coordinator for
Forestry, Fisheries and Wildlife. To improve the social and economic weU-being of residents of
targeted rural communities in Botswana, Zambia, and Zimbabwe, the project was to help establish
sustainable community-based wildlife conservation and utilization programs. To improve the
capacity of the SADCC Coordinator to promote regional cooperation in natural resource data
collection and analysis, the project provided an adviser to help analyze data and establish fora and
communication bulletins for exchange of information. Upon completion of the project, it was
expected that: natural resource utilization would have been demonstrated to be a preferred and
profitable land use in agriculturally fragile rural and communal lands; self-sufficient resource
management programs would have increased opportunities for local employment and income
generation and revemles for local development projects; the role of women in the economy and
their access to income would have been expanded; a.A interested governments and leaders in the
natural resources sector throughout the SADCC region would be better informed on approaches
to, and impact from, management of natural resources, particularly wildlife.

On August 31, 1989 USAlD/Zimbabwe, authorized the Zimbabwe component of the regional
program, now at $7.6 million, -to (i) demonstrate, through practical examples, the technical,
social, economic and ecological vfability of community-based natural resources management for
increasing household and community incomes; and, (ii) improve, through training, education,
protection, communication, and trehnology transfer, Zimbabwe's national and local-level capacities
to sustainably develop, manage and utilize indigenous natural resources-. Shortly thereafter,
however, the African elephant was moved to CITES Appendix lUst. In 1992, when Zimbabwe
was umuccessful in its effons to reverse the resulting ban on trade in elephant products, the
project's elephant conservation focus began to lose its relevance, and CAMPFIRE's broader
national concerns gaioed prominence over the regional ODeS originally identified in 1989.

Although CAMPFIRE conceptually includes all natural resources, NRMP dealt primarily with
animal wildlife and fish, grazing, and indigenous vegetation. Soil, water, minerals, and forests
were excluded. Currently, CAMPFIRE's focus is communal wildlife aDd Datura! resources
----~~~ ... :- ""..._ •• :"" _ .-. ...................~ ....... ,..""~.. " ....,tf' 5'" ";rt-ri"t~ 1'A..lA'DJ:TD1: I1nn'Av"r ;., "u"d !I ,;".WG1JiIIet-u.ftiiilA us QUVU$. a "'fUCU'1iJ& va· U&'W'~3 0' r .,. a aa....-., .......,. , ~ ..

where there are substantial wildlife populations, or the prospect of achieving them. 1bc three
recipients funded under the current NRM Project are: DNPWLM, formed in 1963 by
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amalgamationof the Wildlife Conservation Department and the National Parks Department, housed
today in the Ministry of Environment and Tourism; the Zimbabwe Trust (ZT), charged with
'capacity-building' or 'institutional ~vclopment', promoting sustainable economic activities,
primarily in the communal areas of Zimbabwe, and facilitating and as3isting rural communities to
develop their organizationlll and management skills; and CASS, which conducts socio-economic
baseline surveys, develops long-term research projects, monitors and evaluates program
interventions, and produces post-graduate-trained sch02ars with expertise in social science research
methods and natural resow:-ces management.

3. Project Evaluatfolll

In late 1993 the project undelWent a formal independent evaluation which reported that "NRMP
has weathered many stouDS, often related to the process of initiation in a difficuit climate
...(and).•• the Project appears to have settled in and gained widespread acccptaIU. Participants
have embraced criticism, learned and changed ... adaptability and the willingness to incur scars
through risk-taking, experimentation and innovation, have been critical to the robustness,
sustainability and progress of the Project. "

The findings and recommendations presented in January 1994 and their present status are as
follows:

a. Finding: faulty, out-dated design: "... (the Project) ... continues to suffer faults .. many
of which owe tf.1eir origins to errors in project design anc!. misunoorstandiogs in gram
agreement(s). •

Recommendation: "... a workshop should be convened to provide project participantr the
opportunity to discuss their options for the future~ This should include a continuation of
the present project, but with modifications to ensure improvr..-d local management of natural
resources· .

Response: This workshop was held in March 1994., and participants forged a strategy for
a second phase of the culITent Project.

b. FiruJing: Inadequate m~magement, coordination, planning; "... a management approach
was never...set up...and the three partners have, perfor~, operated on an informal basis. II

"The lack of an on-going planning, monitoring and management framework for NRMP has
been arguably the biggest failing or intcr-.organizational collaboration in the Project" (King,
1993).

RecommendDlion: The Project Implementation Committee needs overhauling. It should
be converted into a full c()()rdinating c:ommittee that discusses, coordinates and approves
work.

Response: Under Phase nof the NRMP's Zimbabwe program, the PIC will be disbatxhl,
and the CAMPFIRE CoDaool'i1tive Group (CCG) wilt assume its functions.
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c. Finding: Pilot areas too restrictive. The concentration of project activities in
Matabeleland bas tended to divorce the projcct from the CAMPFIRE movement.

Reco~ndation: The prqject should adopt a national focus, and discontinue targeted
support for Matabeleland.

Respons~: Phase n will support, on a national basis. the CAMPFIRE program. the
CAMPFIRE Association of Rural District Councils (CA and ROes), and the CAMPFIRE
Collaborative Group (CeO).

d.

e.

Finding: Definition of natural resources too narrow. As a roral development strategy,
CAMPFIRE principles may be applied to the management of indigenous natural resources
other than wildlife.

Recommendation: Community-based NRMP activities should be expanded beyond wildlife
ro~gement. As the CAMPFIRE movement expands to involve resources other than
wildlife, tle movement's relationship with the Department of National Parks and Wildlife
Management and other resource management agencies will need to be refined.

Respons~: Phase n will continue its wildlife focus, but will be prepared to adapt to
CAMPFIRE's evolving needs.

Finding: New leadership within the movement. The CAMPFIRE Association provides
a new focal point for implementing community-based NRM activities in Zimbabwe.

Recommendation: Assistanee should be given to the CAMPFIRE Association to improve
its capabilities (e.g. awareness, marketing, etc) within the CAMPFffiE movement.

Response: The CA will receive such assistance during the Phase n of the Project.

f. Finding: The Project's support of infrastructural development has led to serious
problems attributable, in part, to weaknesses in the Project Paper and Grant
Agreement.

Recommendation: The Project's invesbnent in infrastructure needs to be adjusted to
incorporate safeguards in engineering design as well as concerns about the environmental.
financial and social dimensions of sustainability.

Response: During Phase fi, funding decisions will reflect investment selection by
communities, and infrastructure propcsals will be subjected to environmental, technical,
natural resource management, economic, financial and social feasibility tests.

Overall. the Evaluation concluded that -the Project is providing meaningful benefits to residents
of the Projcct area-and, indeed, more than Z$3.0 million has been generated from consumptive
and non-consumptive resource utilization since the inception of the Project in the four pilot ar-..=
alone. A special CASS report adds that: - .•• where the program has been implemented in
communities over a period long enough for us to make informed judgements the following results
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ire discernable: a re-awakened appreciation of wildlife; poaching eliminatedor drastically reduced;
fewer complaints of problem animals; the emergeoce of local environmental management
structures; improved envir~nmental conservation practices; the use of wildlife for food security in
times of drought; the local initiation of Ianel-use planning; an increase in household revenues; aDd,
community-funded local development of schools, CliniC-ll,.grinding mills and oth(~r community
infrastructure". '

These recommendations have been either implemented or reflected in this project documentation.
The current physical and fiscal status of the Project. as of March 31. 1994 are shown in Annex
C. "Portfolio Report".

4. NR.l\f Amendment

...

CAMPFIRE in its formative stages bad inputs from ecologists, economists, and sociologists, while
its implementation depeDded on rural development practitioners. Despite a carefully laid out plan
in the CAMPFIRE document. it was lhe devolution of authority which set CAMPFIRE in motion
as a new policy. CAMPFIRE began in 1989 with a de facto granting of authority over wUcJife
to the Districts of Nyaminyami and Guruve. De jure gazetting of Appropriate Authority did not
take place until 1990. when DNPWLM negotiated an understarxling regarding CAMPFIRE with
the Ministry of local Government.

The settings of Nyaminyami and Guruve and their CAMPFIRE projects were quite different. This
variety meant that CAMPFIRE became an adaptive management experiment within a specific
conceptual and policy framework. This entailed establishing limited. achievable objectives and
approaches, and monitoring the implementation process so that modifications could be made.
CA.\tPFIRE's concern with resource tenure issues was linked to broad issues of representation.
economic participation, and communal area governance. CAMPFIRE's programmatic environment
is as concerned with these complex questions regarding the nature of rural communities and
collective decision-making as it is with the technical challenges of sustainable uses of wildlife and
other natural resources.

The primary focus of the CAMPFIRE Program over the last five years has been the devolution of
authority for wildlife management to the Rural District Councils (RDCs) and the disbursement of
the benefits from wildlife utilization to local "producer" communities. Three factors have
conttibuted to the tremendous growth of revenues:

The number of districts in the program has increased, and there are now twelve with
substantial safari industries. There is little potential to expand into other districts as long
as they have very limited wildlife resources;

Within each district quotas' have increased. They are DOW at their limits for trophy
animals, and can only be increased if the wildlife populations expand. Concern is often
expressed regarding the sustainability of this utilization. Safari hunting is very forgiving
in that it is only the adult male population (i.e. trophies) that are utilized inlemively.
Offtake rates of O.S % (ele~) to 2-3 $ (lInt..lnp-)"nm~ :0~atiwSluwth fiiie$ of
S% and 10-20%, respectively. Monitoring mechanisms are, nonetheless. in place to avoid
over-utilization; and
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Improved marketing has dramatically increased the returns from each animal. ROCs have
been trained in tendering, imerviewing, and in developing contracts that, for example, are
linked to the exchange rate. This has doubled the US$ fee for each animal. A rapid
softening of the Zimbabwe DoUar bas meant that the Z$ value of each animal has increased
almost ten·fold since 1989.

In 1993, CAMPFIRE earned nearly ZSIO million for the RDCs. Since safari operators pay about
30% of their gross income to ROCs, safari hunting in comm~ma1ar~~s earns Zimbabwe some Z$30
million in foreign exchange anmlaUy. CAMPFIRE continues to gain momentum. Although the
pace has been uneven, slow in some places and rapid in others, progress is clearly being made.
The mood of CAMPFIRE implementors is positive, especially at the ground level among the Rural
District Councils and community participants. Benefits have proven sufficient to gamer suppon
for the continuing pursuit of program objectives and activities within participating communities,
while eliciting demand for expansion of the program iDlo additional communal areas. Success to
date may be attributed to the com.t;nitment, talent and tenacity of the Program's imp~ementors and
participants; to the identification am discussion of problems in a number of fora; and to the

. robustness of CAMPFIRE concepts and principles. Above all, revenues and benefits are getting
to communities and, as a consequence, there is optimism that the Program will achieve its
objectives. However, further assistance and a broadening of the NRM project are required to
encompass the full range of wildlife and other natural resource opportunities.

B. Problem Statement

The basic issues surrounding natural resources management and wildlife in Zimbabwe has been
laid.out in Section n.A. The conflict identified in the original project in 1989 of the inherent
conflict between people and animals where ownership of wildlife is divorced from the community,
with the resulting negative impact on household income and food security, still" remain a valid
constraint, and must continue to be addressed. CAMPFIRE, Zimbabwe's internationally renowned
"Communal Areas Management Program for Indigenous Resources", is the realization of the
concept that aJ~iliu..iij'=capacity for productive, profitable and sustainable utilization of natural
resources r.a.n be vested in the people who live where those resources are. CAMPFIRE
encompasses aspects ranging from a rural developmem program to a land-use strategy to natural
resources and environmental management; or deceottalization of Governmental authority, and
grass-roots empowerment. The pilot efforts under Phase I of the NRM Project which provided
support to CAMPFIRE in specific geographic locations clearly demonstrate the potential for
community based natural resource management which results in direct benefits for those
Zimbabweans in CAMPFIRE areas. Phase II will coodnue to address the fundamental constraims,
but through an expansion of activities supporting the CAMPFIRE Program.

In addition, the constnints identified in the project evaluation of complex design, restrictive
implementation mode, overly narrow geographic focus and weakness in infrastruetu.re
implementation have been addressed through the design of Phase II. CAMPFIRE and Phase I of
the NRMP have demonstrated that the technical and other aspects of its concept are sound; but the
purpose of the NRMP can not be easily achieved through the structure established for Phase I.
Therefore Phase n will use an adaptive, flexible approach to suppon an expanded effort.
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c. Assumptions and Risks

"The CAMPFIRE Program is deemed to have been highly successful, but its long-term sustainability
is in part dependent on conditions external the NRMP Project. The key assumptions of Phase I
and}Jhasc n arc shown below.

Key Project Assumptions

I. That wildlife resources arc or will become adequate 10 sustain commercial
exploiwion;

2. ThaI wildlife utilization can COmpcIC ccooomiWly and fiD.aDciaUy wilh olher eXlensive
forms of land use:

3. nw communities deriving weallh from wildlife resources will bodl wish la, and be
able 10, proteCt Ihesc resources;

4. 1lw communities will nOI only be willing 10 manage Ihese resources bUI also can
become capable of doing so; and will invest in Ihe managemcnl of wildlife resources;

S. Tballhc demand for wildlife products will suppon widespread development of Ibis
form of land use:

..
6. With control over resources, farmers' behavior will lead 10 the improved conservation

of Ihe resourc:c ba5C:

7.

8.

The member organizations involved with CAMPFIRE will cominue 10 work
cooperatively towards a common objective:

Rural District Councils can be persuaded to pay OUI profits 10 Ihe ultimate resource
managers in villages, and villages and ROCs will use these revenues and grants to
promole long·term resource sustainabUity;

•

9. Economically viable lechnologies and intervenlion strategies can be developed and
adopted for the full range of ecosystems included in the Program.

This amendment reflects the development and utilization of the CAMPFIRE approach and its
uraderlying assumptions. During the implementation of the next phase, the project will track
these and other assumptions affecting the Project's overall impact.

Beyond the a.ssumptions that arc within the manageable interest of the Mission, the Project also
faces external risks - factors not within the influence of the Mission to affect, and difficult to
predict. Such factors include the evolution of international conventions on elephant and ivory
trade. severe drought, regional political or economic unrest, aDd international trends in tourism.

Plojcet StJ(XQS should be detenniDed iii pan by ihe ability w instill flexibility and anaiytic
sensitivity to change among the CAMPFIRE organizations, ROes, WADCOs, VIDeOs and

iR. jO.1. .4 •• '..
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individuals. Project outputs will reflect process and analytic outcomes as well as physical
targets.

D. Congruence with Overall Project

This second phase of the NRMP is intended to continue USAID support for the implementation
of CAMPFIRE in Zimbabwe beyond the initial five-year pilot phase. Accordingly, the
objectives. and means will remain largely the same, but Project activities will expand
considerably to support program implementation nationwide. This invesnnent will consolidate
and extend the gains made by CAMPFIRE, a program which has already shown much promise
in improving community-based natural resource management. The Program's aims are two-fold:
to empower communal fanners to sustainably manage and conserve the wildlife and mltural
resources; and for them to reap the full economic and social benefits of so doing. Thus, local
people benefit through simultaneous and inter-linked improvements in their well-being,
management institutions, and natural resource management.

The primary actors will continue as implementing partners, retaining their experience within the
Project, and they will be joined by several new local NGOs as the project's scope expands. This
is a logical and practical extension of the existing scheme, and Phase n will bring no conflicts
or duplications to what has been a successful endeavor over the past five years.

E. Relationship to Strategic Objective

The USAID Strategic Objective No.1 is "increased household food security in communal areas
of Natural Regions IV and V", the areas in which this Project is currently operating. The
strategy focuses on the most at-risk households by addressing the three causes of food insecurity:
inadequate production capacity; inadequate income; and inadequate markets to ensure access to
food. Phase n is intended to respond to the problem of inadequate income by providing
opportunities for generating additional earnings through community-based natural resources
management activities. The analysis of the validity of this linkage posits the fmancial and
technical feasibility of CAMPFIRE as an income generator, and notes furthermore that this
intervention is important not only for its value in preserving the natural resource base, but as
a democratization/governance tool, empowering local communities with fmancial resources and
giving marginalized communities who reside within the CAMPFIRE districts an opportunity for
greater self-determination. Nevertheless, as Phase nbegins to achieve its objectives, conditions
in Zimbabwe change. and USAID's assistance role and vision evolve, a reordering of strategic
objectives and their supporting projects may be in order. Consequently, the Phase n budget
includes funding for policy and analytical studies.

F. Relationship to Other Donors

CAMPFIRE (and indeed, conservation, in general) have attracted the attention of a variety of
national aDd international donor agencies. While USAID fmancial support has figured
prominently in CAMPFIRE's development and expansion over the past five years, other donors
L __ •__1 __ ..... ~'-•••_ ... "':.. e"-- ,.. II. ~~ 7Tl.rrD'T~ ...,,4 .... ,.. A~..n~tDn II. ....,.,.. : ...:,.,.. "'.......
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for example, received fmancial support for CAMPFIRE programme activities from sources such
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as, .the Ford Foundation, IORC (Canada), GTZ, NORAD, EC and ODA, while WWF's
activities have been funded primarily through its worldwide fund-raising network. At the same
time, the Department of National Parks has received conservation grants and donations from an
ever-increasing number of national and international sources.

Based upon current figures, USAID's funding under Phase II will treble the external fmancial
resources currently available for CAMPFIRE implementation. It should be bome in mind,
howevc~, that Programme implementors, and the Programme, itself, have made substantial cash
and -in kind- investments, which in many cases rival the magnitude of individual external
contributions.

m. SUPPLEMENT CONTENT

A. Summary Description

Phase II will expand upon the work of the 1989 NRMP pilot activity, with improvements in
implementation reflecting the experience of the past five years and the recognition that the
Strategic Objective underlying the Project can be achieved, but the process will call for
additional time and resources.

NRM Project activities will continue along three broad lines: I} strengthening the institutional
support system for, and the local management of, community-based wildlife and natural
resources management and utilization; 2) research, outreach, networking, and communications
covering biological, sociological, educational and policy matters; and, 3) project administration
and management. Additional funding will total $20.5 million, available through August 1999.

In theory, the expanded national target area includes all of the 163,500 Jan2 of communal lands
in Zimbabwe. In practice, however, the expanded area of operations will focus on those
estimated 30,000 km2 (18%) of such lands which possess commercially exploitable wildlife
populations. Generally, these areas are restricted to communal lands falling within Zimbabwe's
Natural Regions IV & V, virtually encircling the country. Administratively, this corresponds for
the most part to ponions of the communal areas within the fonowing districts: Beitbridge,
Binga, Bulilima-Mangwe, Chipinge, Chiredz.i, Gokwe, Gurove, Gwanda, Hwange, Hurungwe,
Kariba, Lupane, Mudzi, Mzarabani, Nkai, Nyanga, Rushinga, Tsholotsho and UMP Zvataida.
However, other communal districts may also participate to the extent that they are able to mount
viable CAMPFIRE programs, for example in remnant forests in Zone 1 where endemism and
biodiversity provide an opportunity for tourism that could be exploited through community-based
activities.

B. Goals

The Phase U inherits two goals: a multi-countJ:y Regional Goal of regional cooperation in
promoting natural resources activities which will contribute to the sustainable developmern of
communities on 1ands that are marginally suitable for agriculture: and a country-level goal of
;nt"f"'IIa~r.tI ;.....,.nft'l~ '1M _nhf:lrv-M "''IIn""",:I:." ."'" ""... " ......:,. ....- ..... - iiaeds .U1lL-UU-....vh ~.Qi3inable
........~~ ...... ~"_. =118 ...,ya:vua"3 "v a.t.nAI~ ~..., uw.uau r;r- iJ"kl

utilization and conservation of natural resources, particularly wildlife. The Project's regioDal-
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·Ievel goal remains unchanged, with Phase U activities continuing efforts in intra-regional
research and communication. In this second phase, however, the country-level Goal is to "1!S
natural resources management to develop economically susta inable communities on lands
marginally suitable for agriculture", a re-phrasing which moves from the pilot stage of process
development to the actual establishment of sustainable economic units and distribution of
benefits.

c.' Purpose

Phase n also inherits a Regional Purpose (i.e., to explore various methods of community
management of wildlife), which continues to figure in this phase's "adaptive management" style;
and two Country-level Purposes: 1) to develop community-based programs to increase incomes
while sustaining natural resourteS; and. 2) to improve local capabilities to protect the resource
base. The country-level purpose need not be changed since Phase nof the Project continues to
address the same problems (increasing incomes and protecting natural resources) on a national
scale and will continue to implement community-based programs such as those developed in the
pilot Phase I.

D. End 9f Project Status

Achievement of the project purpose will be measured by :

Natural Resource Management programs underway in 23 districts;
Revenue distributions made to all participating communities;
Stable wildlife populations in targeted areas;
Flexible and analytic responses to changing situations are formulated by CAMPFIRE
Program Implementors.

E. Outputs

Phase n of the NRM Projcct will build on the successes and lessons learned during Phase I
implementation. The expected results of Phase n interventions can be clustered in six primary
outputs. Specific indicators of success for each output are set forth in the Project Logical
Framework, Annex A.

1. Community-level resource management capacity institutionalized:

2. Strengthened CAMPFIRE Association capable of supporting Its members In
community-based natural resources management programs:

3. Knowledge of NRM Increased, especially soclo-economlc variables affecting
sustainability of community programs:

4. Education and outreach expanded:



outputs will be achieved through four project components:

Project Components

Polley analysis complete:

Networking and comm1I1lication systems in place:

Community-Based Resource Management and Utilization;
Planning and Applied Research;
Wildlife and Natural Resources Conservation; and
Regional Communications and Information Exchange.

Components I and m, Community Based Natural Resource Management and Utilization, and
. Regional Communications and Information Exchange are the primary means of impacting
communal area residents, while Components U and IV, provide critical support to measure,
monitor and sustain the successes of the program.

-:
-

S.

6.

F.

These

I)
m
ID)
IV)

Project Implementation Strategy for Phase D

The first phase of the NRM project has been implemented through direct relationships between
USAID and the various implementing agencies. Mechanisms such as direct reimbursement of .
funds to the DNPWLM as weU as Specific Support Grants to CASS and ZIMTRUST have been
used in an overall effective manner during the pilot phase. However, as USAlD's support
extends to a larger number of implementing agencies which are operating man expanded
geographic area, the principal means for providing Phase II support to non-governmental
organizations will be through an institutional contract. This approach will not only facilitate
project administration and reporting, but will create the necessary environment for flexible and
responsive management.

I. Community-based Resource Management and Utilization activities include:

a) Institutional development of the CAMPFIRE Association, Rural District Councils
and other natural resources management organizations at the sub-District level;

Two key project outputs are: community level resource management· capacity institutionalized
and a strengthened CAMPFIRE Association capable of supporting its members in community
programs. The need for additional institutional development and skills bas been identified as one
of the continuing constraints to effective project implementation by the implementors and the
communities themselves. ZlMTRUST, as a prime implementing agency under Phase I of the
",""i,.,-t U/!». II! !»I"t'v,.'y ,nvnlvM in rI,.vjalnn'nn !11M I'I;II!-m,nann" t'" ("_.A~...fl)aa:::ID" t-!\.._..'"Ut gAt =!!
r--~' ... - _.- _._-.,..- - ---.r---o- - --~..-eo..... --- ~ --~p- .-
levels, through institutional. capital, administrative, and financial support functions. As part of
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this mandate, ZIMTRUST was instrumcmal in creating, staffing and fmancing the CAMPFIRE
Association

The Institutional Development Unit (lDU) of ZIMTRUST played a leadership role in the
institutional strengthening process under the pilot Phase I of the project. ZlMTRUST, along
with other CCQ members bas developed training material, trained trainers, and carried out
substantial foUow up work. As the project expands into more districts and wards it is anticipated
that ZIMTRUST will relinquish its pivotal ro~e to the CAMPFIRE Association, which has been
desigruited by the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group as the lead implementing agency.

In order to enable the CAMPFIRE Association to fulfill its mandate the project will provide
direct technical support, and will support the continuation of the association of CA and
ZlMTRUST. In addition, it is anticipated that the Institutional Contractor will work on a side
by-side basis with CAMPFIRE Association counterpans in order to build the CA's capacity to
contract, deliver, and monitor technical, fInaDCial and administrative support to its constituents
(Le. the RDCs, VIDCOs. WADCOs, etc.) by the end of the project.

Other members of the CCO will continue to deliver services directly to district and community
level organizations in the form of training, publications, and specialized technical assistance
which directly supports their institutional growth. These inputs are anticipated to be in addition
to the technical advisory services, assessment and on-the-ground operations support which CCO
members will provide in support of other activities.

b) Community development activities arising from natw"aI resources management
revenues

•
During the development of Phase n of the NRM Project, USAID and the implementing partners
have received numerous proposals for funding. It is anticipated that these needs could be met
in part from a combination of funds from the CAMPFIRE Development Fund and in part from
community resources generated as a result of increased natural resources revenue.

During the rust stage of project implementation, the CCG with assistance from the Institutional
Contractor will establish criteria for the CAMPFIRE Development Fund. It is anticipated that
approximately 50% of CDF funds will be allocated to Institutional Development activities, while
the remaining 5,0% of funds would be allocated to Natural Resources Management activities.
Potential Natural Resources Management activities are described in Component m. Illustrative
Community Development activities are outlined below.

Several of the CAMPFIRE areas have developed proposals to access the Natural Resources
Management and Institutional Strengthening Funds in order to develop activities that will be
income-generating and have a positive revenue flow to the community. In the box below,
proposals from the Rwenya district is summarized as an example of the types of activities which
could be supported through PHASE U.
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lostJtutIonal Support Fund Proposal

Rwenya Game Management Ah..: 1be Nyaoga Rural District CoUDCiJ 1w proposed lhe establishment of
a Game Management Area which WlluJd generue revenues' through royalties from Hunting Safaris, tourist
facilities and fishing permits. The C(luncil's plan would initially establish 10 tourist chalets, wi!h long term
plans for a botel. It is anticipated tb ae i number of tourists would also use the fishing facilities, thereby
generuing additional income. Hunt Dg quotas would be lVivenised and negotiated as an additional source of
revenues.

The proposal includes projecli'.ios for expendicurcs and revenues as weU as a market analysis to determine
feasibility and detailed cost estimates. Capital inputs include game fCllCiog, chalets. training facilities
(Community Hall) and equipment for game guards. Labor costs for camp attendan:.1, game guards, and
project management staff are also included.

Strengths and Weaknesses identified by !he community in the proposal include:

Strengths
- Suitablc Landscape for Ktivity
• Wide varicty of species, possibility

of attracting clephants from
Mozambiquc

• Good GOZ suppon should lead to readily
available technical data and assistaoee

• Significant tourist activity exists in area
- Little potential for land usc dispute

Weaknesses
• Individuals involved in mining may resort to poaching
• Possibility of slow broad-based community involvement
• Need to intensify ttainiDg to avoid grumbling about "animals

above peoplc·

Communities will require not only· direct fmancial support to implement these community
development activities but technical direction an<! assistance as well, as can be seen from the
example above. Training in game management must be supplemented by appropriate training
and assistance in financial management, constnlction oversight, community consensus building,
as well as facility and project management. Implementing partners of the CCG will provide these
on an as-need basis and in their specific areas of expertise.

c) training and education regarding natural resources DWlagement, utilization and
conservation.

The widespread introduction of wildlife management and utilization schemes envisaged in this
project will require the participants to have increased environmental awareness, specialized
knowledge and sldlls, and new perspectivC5 on land usc and ownership of resources. This
success of this project ultimately depends on the degree to which it is understood and embraced
by the various groups and the interests they represent of the CAMPFIRE participating
communities. Therefore, it is important that support be given to a wide range of environmental
education and training activities. There is a need to strengthen the capacity of CCG members
to meet these demands.
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ZlMTRUST and its affiliated organizations. ART and ACTION will provide training to local
institutions in the necessary stills for planning and implementing project activities. I.n addition.
environmental education programs will be established at several levels.

ACTION has proposed a program which would involve activities ranging from prodilction and
distribution. of AcrION magazines to schools in CAMPFIRE areas. to development of a
"Wildlife in Development" curricula at secondary and tertiary levels; to research into the
traditional beliefs of pupils. parents. and teachers in CAMPFIRE areas regarding the
environment in order to develop appropriate educational materials for teacher training arid
school. I.n addition, ACTION has proposed a broad based program of research and training in
incorporating Environmental Education within the primary Md secondary curricula for schools
in CAMPFIRE districts, organizing CAMPFIRE school-eommunity courses. and integrating
Environmental Education issues into colleges providing teachers to CAMPFIRE project areas.

Results

These activities will be implemented by members of the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group
(CCO), and will result in the following:

a) enhanced community-based resource utilization as evidenced by better trained resource '
managers;

b) improved infrastructure;

c) improved resource management;

d) institution building;

e) establishment of viable natural resources management schemes and community
development; and

::

f) established or strengthened existing local NGOs, district or community-level institutions
capable of planning and administering their own sustainable natural resources
management programs.

D. Planning and Applied Researrh activities include:

a) baseline and longitudinal social, economic, environmental and ecological studies

Applied research will be undertaken in areas where implementation constraints have been
identified to date. and to establish the basis for expanding CAMPFIRE activities into ~w areas.
Baseline socio-economic studies and surveys yielding data for project planning, implementation
and evaluation will be carried out primarily by senior academic staff of CASSo assisted by
student researchers. Visits by staff to areas with CAMPFIRE program and to new areas of
program operations will be a fIrst stage activity in Phase D of the Project.
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b) provision of advis9ry senices and ted1n1ca1 assessments of proposed wildlife
management and community development IntenentloDS;

In addition, to continuation of activities related to Planning and Applied Research as
implemented in Phase I of the NRM Project, it is anticipated that CASS wilJ expand its role
during Phase II to provide technical services to CAMPFIRE communities in the development
of natural resouJ'te management and community development activities. It is anticipated that
results of research will be provided directly to communities through advisory services in addition
to the morc general dissemination of fIDdings. Given the breadth of skills and relevant
specialties within CASS it is unlikely that it will be able to respond the majority of concerns
from participating communities. Permanent staff of CASS will be supplemented by short tenn
and limited appointment staff who will increase the capacity of the organization to meet project
needs.

Technical advisory services and assessments will be provided by other CCG members as wen,
including ZlMTRUST, CA, and WWF. In addition, there will be funds available for short term
technical assistance through the Institutional Contractor and through the var~ous sub-grants to
provide 5p(;Cialist services which CCG members may not be able to provide.

These inputs arc anticipated to contribute to community level institution building, as well as an
o'ferall increase in knowledge (and resulting change in behavior) of NRM and related activities.
In addition, the types of advisory and technical services provIded through the project will
contribute to the development of appropriate policies and an advancement of the enabling
environment in which CAMPFIRE operates.

c) Professional training in Natural Resources Management

In conjunction with the research, technical advisory and assessment activities outlined above, the
project will support professional training in Natural Resources Management. To be implemented
under the auspices of CASS and WWF, this type of training will not only augment resources
available for project implementation, but will ensure that local research and monitoring
capabilities are sustained at a high level ofcompetence. Those individuals receiving professional
training will contribute to project objectives of institution building as well as the increase of
NRM knowledge and awareness in socio-economic variables.

d) DVRminatioD of research through seminars, workshops and pubUcadoDS

Activities in infonnation dissemination will include publications pertaining to the specific project
target areas, as well as to the more general topic of community-based resource utilization and
natural feSOPJrCe management. These activities will also be linked to anticipated activities under
Companelli tV- - ~egional Communications and Information Exchange, as CASS and WWF
researchers ~u:d others will participate in regional and international fora related to Natural
Resources Management fora.
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Component U activities will be implemenlted by members of the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group,
and will result in the following:

a) adequate planning and research support characterized by data collcction and analysis relevant
to project implementation;

b) monitoring and evaluation of project interventions;

c) identification, at the planning S1tage, of environmentally, economically, socially and
CUlturally sensitive factors and their e'Iccts on resource use;

d)' high level professional-level training; and

c) publications, seminars and workshops discussing the dynamics ofcommunity-based resource
management, as well as the outcomes of baseline surveys and in-depth longitudinal studies.

m. Wildlife and Natural Resources CODSe"atioD activities include:

a) ecological monitoring of wildlife populations and habitat;

Because Natural Resources Management is an active process, especially with regard to wildlife
management, it requirts sound monitoring and evaluative mechanisms to assess impact quickly and
to track changes in animal populations and the resulting effect on local environments. This
involves the close integration of research, monitoring, and management activities, including
protection, .to achieve clearly defme.:1 objectives.

Under Phase I of the project the Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management was
charged with developing and monitoring a census of elephant populatiow.:, and to conduct applied
research on the elephant carrying capacities in the pilot areas, as weD as to manage the elephant
population and protect it from illegal hunting. DNPWLM has implemented these responsibilities
to the best of its abilities notwithslaDding chronic staff and resource shortages. While the emphasis
on elephants bas diminish~ in the development of Phase II, there is a continuing need for wildlife
and habitat monitoring in CAMPFIRE areas. The DNPWLM and the World Wide Fund for NatuIe
(WWF) will undertake this activity during Phase II. The project will support the DNPWLM
capacity through funding for two senior monitoring positions, as well as logistical and required
commodity support.

Illustrative activities which have been proposed include:

Aerial census of CAMPFIRE areas;
Monitoring of changes in land use, deforestation cultivation. erosion, etc. via remo'.e
sensing;
Land use and biodiversity research focusing on inter-discipliIwy methodologies;
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Small scale projects to develop and test ways of reducing conflict between farmen and
wildlife management such as game water supplies.

b) WUdUfe Population and Habitat Management and PrOtectfOD;

Rural District Councils which have received Appropriate Authority are responsible parties for
wildlife management in their areas. 1Ir, order to most effectively use and carry out their
authorities Rural District Councils, WADCOs, and VIDCOs may require additional technical
and financial assistance. Phase Dof the project will assist through providing assistance directly
to ROCs, WADCOs, and VIDeOs through the CAMPFIRE Developmel1t Fund as weU as
through support to implementing partners who provide technical services in the analysis, design
and implementation of wildlife management activities.

The type of wildlife managementactivities which communities may undertake, depending on the
wildlife resources available,. are clearly illustrated in the box below.

Rurungwe District Couodl
CAMPFIRE Report for 1m

WUdUte Management

Safari Hunt1aa: With ooc operalOr a total of ZS647.766 was generated. utilizing most of the quota set
by DNPWLM in a successful season. A new contract for the following season was negotiated,
allowing for a rise in prices in the Z$ continue" to devalue against the US$. This contract represents
Year I in a five year agrCClDCnt which will foster long term relatioJcllips between the community and
the safari operalOr.

TranslOC1.tfoD 01 Anlmals: A Joint Venture Agreement was signed with a local commercial farmer for
the translocation of roan am.clope. a rare species. to his game farm where the animals will have a beaer
chance of survival. The farmer will pay all costs; owner3hip of the animals wiD be remain with the
Council. and the offspring will be split 00 a 50:50 basis.

Game Scouts: Four game scouts have beeo employed at the District level to move with safari bunters
and eosurc records arc correctly kept, to liaise with local communities belping to educate them on
worlciDgs of CAMPFIRE,to conduct wildlife surveys aDd ami-poaching patrols, and possibly to assist
with Problem Animal Comrol.

Veterinary FenciDz: A new buffalo proo' fence is being col1SUUCted ;cross the nonhern boundary of
Nyadoza with Cbarara Safari Area along the existing game feoce 1iDc, which should prevent the
movement of buffalo into the communallaDd. aDd possibly restrict die movement of other species.

=

c) the development of Wildlife management policies under a sustainable use paradigm.

..N P

Management of wildlife is an area of political importance as animals represent a significant
portion of Zimbabwe's national legacy and contribute to tourism potential. The GOZ
counterparts for the project - the DNPWLM and the MLGRUD can playa vital role in
proposing and championing effective natural resources use policies through administrative and
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political channels. In addition, the various training and institution building programs, discussed
elsewhere will contribute to policy change as CAMPFIRE communities becomc morc cffective
advocates and lobby for change.

One of the CAMPfIRE Collaborative Group members, Africa Resources Trust is anticipated to
implement a program which will increase awarene.fiS of CAMPFIRE, especially among policy
and decision makers. The program may include such e,i.; .ents as publications providing a
technical review of CAMPFIRE as well as supplemental documents addressing specific aspects
and issues.

In addition, as deemed necessary, the CAMPFIRE Association or other members may hold
seminars and workshops to engage policy makers in debate and discussion on issues of policy
related to NRM, such as Delegation of Appropriate Authority, tax incentives for increasing
NRM participation, integration of Rural and District Councils, etc.

Results

Component ill activities will be implemented prim3rily by the Department of National Parks and
Wildlife Management. WWF will, however, provide assistance, as required, in monitoring
wildlife populations and habitat. These activities will result in:..
a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

successful conservation of the resource base as evidenced by improved wildlife
management;

regular habitat and vegetation monitoring, and the improvement ofsurvcy and monitoring
teehiliques; I

restocking of depleted wildlife areas;

negligible wildlife mortality rates attributable to poaching; and

protection of endangered and threatened species.

IV. Regional communications and information exchange activities includc:

a) production and dissemination of pubUc Information documents;

CAMPFIRE is considered to be one of the most successful Natural Resource Management
programs in sub-Saharan Africa in that it is able to combine community and conservation
development. It is therefore important to be able to effectively disseminate information on
activitics, cvents, problems and successes to relcvant audiences within Zimbabwc, and in the
broader Southern Africa and International context. As such Phase U will support the production
and dissemination of public information documents. It is anticipated that this activity will be
carried out at many levels. Through the Institutional Contractor aDd through the relevant
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subgrants, the project will provide fmancing for technical inputs, oversight, and production of
key documentation.

b) organization or, or attendanceJparticipatiooat, national and International workshops
and conCerences 00 subject such as community-based approaches to natural
resources management, sustainable use of natural resources, etc.

Experience under Phase I of the Project has underscored the positive impact of broad-based
participation at both national and international fora to share and learn from experiences of other
countries and groups involved in Natural ResoUItCS Management. This is clearly a two way
street. Input from Zimbabwe has promoted more sustainable resource management programs
in southern Africa as well as other countries in central and east Africa. The Regional aspect and
partially regional funding for Phase Dof activities will ensure that there is continued support and
coordination with other SADC members with innovative programs in NRM. Issues of regional
significance including mobile animal populations, continuing water shortages, etc. are
illustrative of the types of topics and issues that will be explored. Project support will be
available through sponsored travel to attend and present at such meetings, conferences and
workshops.

c) organization of reciprocal visits between and among CAMPFIRE associates.

While regional and international communications and dissemination of project results are
important, another element which is critical to sustainability of the CAMPFIRE program is the
dissemination and on-site visitation of project activities by other participating communities and
CAMPFIRE associates. It bas been stated that CAMPFIRE is a complex program with many
operating entities and mandates. However, the primary objective of CAMPFIRE is community
management of naturlll resources on a sustainable basis. To achieve this end, it is important that
partners and implementors at the community level are able to view and question natural resource
sttategies and programs implemented in other CAMPFIRE districts. Through funds of the
CAMPFIRE Development Fund and through the Institutional Contractor it is anticipated that the
project will support this type of activity. .

Results

These activities will be implemented primarily through the CAMPFIRE Association's public
information unit and the Mrica Resources Trust, and will result in:

a) the development and distribution of CAMPFIRE promotional literature, documents,
pamphlets, etc.;

b) broader awareness of. and participation in the development of, national and international
natural resources policies;
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c) strengthening of the CAMPFIRE Association's ability to effectively lobby the Government
of Zimbabwe on wildlife management issues and conservation policy; and

I
d) didactic program development deriving from a -lessons leamed· approach in a variety of

implementation contexts.

G. Inputs

For each activity or entity, inputs are listed by generic line item, followed by a description of- the
actual inputs.

1. Management Contract

a. CAMPFIRE Development Fund: Community Program Management Grants
($3,000,000) and Community Natural Resources Management Grants ($3,000,000).
Total: $6,000.000.

b. CAMPFIRE Support: Manager, financial officer, contract/procurement officer;
vehicle operating costs; short-term technical assistance; and office expenses. Long
Term Technical assistance: $1,000,000; Short-Term Technical Assistance: $450,000;
Commodities: $250,000; Operations/overhead: $950,000 and Training: $25,000.
Total $2,675.000.

Input summary: Assistance in grant administration; development of instirotionaI
plans and technical proposals; technical support to CAMPFIRE Association in
developing membership services, developing communications network for CCG and
ROCs, and accessing technical assistance on wildlife management as required under
lEE.

2. GDZ Support Grants

a. DNPWLM: Technical assistance: $500,000; . Commodities: $400,000;
Operations/overhead: $500,000; aDd Training:' $100,000. TOTAL: $1,500,000.

Inputsummary: Technical assistance,' internships, interpretation/extension, research,
training, field staff, restocking costs and library.

b. w..GRUD: Technical assista.ncc: $100,000; Commodities: $40,000;
Operations/overhead: $20,000; and Training: $40,000. TOTAL: $200,000.

Input summary: Vehicle, operational expenses, computers and consultaneies.

3. ceG SuJmort Grants

a. CAMYl'iRBAssociadon: Tecimicai assistanCe: $625,000; Commodities: $435,000;
Operations/overhead: $340,000; and Training: $350,000. TOTAL: $1,750,000.
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Inputs summary: Personnel to support new districts, contractor counterpan staff,
workshops to define constitution, ccotourism development, large-scale tourism,
marketing and resource officer, Secretariat to Sub-Committee, public relations
aDd liaison, regional coordination, training, travel and consu1tancics.

b. ZIMTRUST: Technical assistance: $525,000; Commodities: $350,000;
Opcrdtions/overhead: $750,000 and Training: $340,000. TOTAL: $1,965,000.

Input summary: Iostitutiooal Development Unit (lDU) support for RDCs,
workshop, equipment, vehicles, camping equipment, computers, project service
centers, home office and service center staff, and fmancial administration costs
for ACrION and ART.

c. ART: Technical assistance: $500,000; Commodities: $150,000;
Operations/overhead: $300,000 and Training: $250,000. TOTAL: $1,200,000.

Input summary: Vehicles, radio/communications systems, computers,
photocopiers, building, research grants and training; workshops; staff; operating
costs.

d. Action Magazine: Technical assistance: $200,000; 'Commodities: $180,000;
Operations/overhead: $80,000; and Training: $600,Ot.'l(1. TOTAL: $1,060,000.

Input summary: Staff training, relocation of offices to CMIPFIREIART
complex, equipment, and production and distribution costs.

e. WWF: Technical assistance: $500,000; Commodities: $120,000;
Operations/overhead: $500,000; and Training: $450,000. TOTAL: $1,570

Input summary: 4 professional staff, ecological monitoring, aerial surveys,
economic monitoring, resource surveys, land use/biodiversity research, wildlife
management training, small scale pilot projects, commodities and support staff
costs.

f. CASS: Technical assistance: $500,000; Commodities: $200,000;
Operations/overhead: $250,000 and Training: $100,000 TOTAL: $1,050,000.

Input summary: policy research and information; research fellowships;
administration; logistics; publications; equipment; conference and workshop
travel; and research grants

g. USAID: Technical assistance: $1,100,000; Commodities, $50,000, Operations:
$100,000; and Audit/evaluation: $280,000 TOTAL: $1,530,000.

Input summary: policy studies, monitoring/evaluation and audit costs, PSC costs,
and other expenses.
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IV. FINANCIAL ASPEcrs

A. Fundina

1.· USAID FundiDa: Two Obligation Sources, One Project

The Natural Resources Management Project (Zimbabwe) is orie component ofa Southern African
Regional Program (SARP) •umbrella" project (690-0251) which was authorized on August 20,
1989 at $19,530.000. Of that amount, $3,220.500 was obligated on August 31. 1989. and
another $4,379.500 on January II, 1990, for the Zimbabwe component of the project (690
0251.13). bringing the total to $7,600.000.

Under the amended project, two funding sources will be accessed: SARP again, for $4,500,000;
and the mission's bilateral budget for $16,000,000 (project No. 613-0241), for total new
authorization of $20,500,000. This will bring the authorized LOP funding to $28,100,000.

In FY94, USAID/Zimbabwe will obligate the entire S4,500,OOO SARP new authorization and
$1,100.000 of the bilateral authorization. These two obligations will total $5,600,000. and will
bring the Zimbabwe Project's obligated total up to $13,200.000. The unobligated (bilateral)
balance (Le., $14,900.000) of the authorized LOP funding will be obligated incrementally over
FY95, FY96 and FY97. The project assistance completion date for the Natural Resources
Management Project will be August 18, 1999.

The $20.5 million proposed cost of this Supplement was derived through a process including the
presentation of preliminary cost proposals by all intended implementing partners during the
March, 1994 workshop; a second round of refmed presentations, drawn up over the past few
months. totalling over $28 million; examination of past disbursement flows at Pilot operating
level, and at the higher level the Project's expanded range and number of players suggests; and
an in-house consensus as to what it would take to meet the effective demand and absorptive
capacity of CAMPFIRE over the next five years. Proposals received from implementing
agencies and RDCs constitute unattached Annex K, which is available in the Project mes.

2. H9st Country Contribution

An authorized LOP of $28,100,000 calls for a 25% host country contribution of $9,400,000.
In 1989 the GOZ made a COUDterpart commitment equivalent to approximately US$4.9 million.
That commitment bas been met. The balance required for the period 1995-99 will be the
equivalent of US$4.5 million. 'I'bC primary source for this Host Country Contribution will be
the funds that communities receive as Appropriate Authorities from the sale of wildlife and safari
operation royalties. As described above in Section n, the funds are reinvested in communities

and contribute directly to the achievement of project purposes. This arrangement has been reviewed
and accepted by the Regional Legal Advisor; whose comments ~re rontlainl"Jrt in }4n"""Y 1.
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NRMP AmeodmeJlt Numllu Two
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(US$ 000)

r.tu.Cancal Coatnd

ceo Oroltl

use Convnunlry USAID
CoatracI PuDd. CA Z.TNIt ART Action WWP CASS DNPWU« MLQRUD 0pe1llloDa roTALS

InstiIutlonal 0 3,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 J.Ooo
SlRll&dle1IlDa

NIIWllI Resource 0 3.000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.000
M&IIIIcmeaI

1.oaI1UID Iedl. 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ' 0 500 1,500

assisraDal .
SIIon 1e0ll Iedl. 450 ' 0 6~ '1$ 500 200 500 500 500 100 600 4,500
uslsluce

TraWna 25 0 3.50 340 250 600 450 200 100 40 0 2,3SS

ColDlDlldltln 250 0 4U 350 150 180 120 250 400 40 50 2,215

Opcradou 950 0 340 750 300 80 500 100 500 20 100 3.640
Ovcrbclld

Audit 0 0 l) 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 80

Euluadon 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 200

Tolall 2.'75 f,OOO 1,750 1,965 1,100 1,060 1,570 1,050 l,soo %00 1,530 10,500

26

~
I' o'.' '.- '~'.~:.r :~:. .. :.: ; ;: :.- :--- .. I':'''' '.-: .~." ',' .•••'•.;.~ .. ;~.: ..•• ::":~;' .'•.. :.1:

. ·..."0 . ",' \.f)· :." " .' ,_ .. " '- ",,'. .,·.f. - . 6. J '. "~',,' -, •. . .• .. ., ".... . f., . '.. • .. . ~.. ..•.. I' :. .'.. . ." .. -... :'

.:..,~ .. ' ,- ,: .. " ~r..
;. :

" I 'I 'I , I' '1"1
I

I' 'I III r
"

I I I ' III 111-



I ,

j

.'

, I

2. CQli!s: Project As Amended (US$OOO)

I • , I II II I, II I I II I" . I. l I.
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ACTIVITY CATEGORY

Wildlife Oonservation
(WWF, DNPWLM)

Community Development
(ZIMTRUST, CAMPFIRE
Association)

Phase I

1,277

3,900

Phase II

3,070

3,915

TOTAL LOP

4,347

7,815

, "....... ,.

. '

..
.',

, .
. "

. "
f ..... , ,
"t' :;~

~"f. :
"

•• :'&
",......

·x·..','
" ..,

~·;·a
" •• "I'.;~:: ~

,;;. I

.......,".. '

J
.~

Community Funds

Regional <:ommunication
and Training (ART)

Planning and Applied
Research (CASS, Action)

Administrlltive Contract

USAID Management

Audit

Evaluation

ContingeDcy

Inflation

TOTALS

o

899

700

o

o

100

o

344

380

7,600

6,000 6,000

1,200 2,099

2,110 2,810

2,675 2,675

1,250 1,250

80 180

200 200

0 344

0 380

20,500 28,100
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Costs : Regional and· Bilateral

I. ,I. II 1.1 I III II III , I

A. Rfllional Project as Amended (SUS)

BtH:B::::!::::m::;:i;:ID~~tl:iiti::;-;::·.·.::::::;:;::i:::::::;:;;·!tQ1

Wildlife C(mservation
(WWF,DNPWLM)

1.481,500 1,500,000 2,981,500

" CommunilJ' Development.,- (ZIMTRUST. CAMPFIRII,180.500 1.950,000 6,130,500

j AssociatiOlll, MLGRUD, CDF)

Regional Communication and

) Project Management
(ART, USAID, IC) 899,295 0 899,295

Applied Research
(CASS, ACIlON) 699,000 1,050,000 1,749,000

Audit/Evaluation l00.()()() 0 100,000

Contingency . 239,705 0 239,705

TOTAL 7,600,000 4,500,000 12,100,000
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Conununity Development 7.965,000
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Wildlife Conservation
(WWF, DNPWLM)

Regional Communication and
Project Mlmagemenl
(ART, USAID, IC)

Applied RJ:scarch
(CASS, ACTION)

AuditlEvatuation

TOTAL

1,570.000

5,125.000

1,060,000

280,000

16,000,000
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_mary SARP Expenditures <SUS)

t:mM:t::~:~l&Hi;tt!X::¥§:i:t:::'::@::!X:t?2l:::::J{E;::!X!:!!§;l@ti ..i~;nm::;!:~j~i;m:m®JfumJ:~I:§
Wildlife Conservalion

1.950.000

1,500,000150.000

195,000

150.000

195,000390,000 585,000 585,000

300,000 450,000 450.000

COlits: By Project Elements

I.

Community It>evdopmcnl

4..J
. :
!

~"

..

'''~f

Regional Communication
and project Management
Applied R~laIdl 210.000 315.000 315.000 105,000 105,000 1,050,000

2. ~lJD3lY.Bilateral Exllendi~ lSUSl

FY9S FY96 FY97 FY98 FY99

WiJdlif: CoZU:ervatiOD 471,000 471,000 314,000 157.000 157,000

Community Development 2,389.SOO 2,389,SOO 1.593,000 796,SOO 796,000

Regional Communication
and Project Mao.qemeD1 1.537,500 1,537,500 1.025,000 512,500 512,500

Applied RcseIU'cb 318,000 318.000 212,000 106.000 106,000

AuditlEvaluation 40,000 90,000 40.000 110.000 280.000

T01'AlS 4,7.6.000 4,756.000 3,234,000 1,612,000 1,682,000
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AudillEvalulllon

ConliDgCDC)'

TO'fALS 900,000 1,350,000 1,350,000 450,000 450,000 4,500,000

TOTALS

.,570,000

7.965,000

5.125,000

1.060,000

115,000,000
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B. Recurrent Costs and Susta!nabWty

Sustainability of the changes brought by the Project's investment in CAMPFIRE must be
assessed on two levels, i.e. insti!Utional and economic/ecological. In terms of the former, the
Project intends to invest fairly similar amounts of money in support organizations (the CCQ) and
in implementing organizations (the CA and ROCs). Invesbnents in the support organizations
will facilitate the development of the CA and RDCs' capacities to carry out CAMPFI~
implementation responsibilities (e.g. planning, proposal writing, contracting. fmancial
management. monitoring. evaluation, etc). The Project will support the CCQ on a declining
scale. and anticipates that over time its technical support functions will be assumed by the
CAMPFIRE Association and its constituent members (c~ntly the RDCs). The sustainability
of the CCQ beyond the LOP will depend upon RDC requirements for CCO technical inputs, as
well as ROC's abilities to pay for such iDputs. It should be borne in mind. however. that NGOs
such as CASS, WWF and ZIMTRUST (including AR1) command resources apart from USAID
and the CAMPFIRE Program. and ue not dependent upon tne project for their continued
existence.

The sustainability of CAMPFIRE at tbe community level will depend upon the continuing
viability of wildlife management progl4DlS. Economic/ecological sustainability assumes
continuing demand for wildlife (and that such demand is translatable into income). and that the
animal populations being harvested remain stable. If both of these assumptions are correct, the
economic analysis foresees revenues sufficient to sustain the CAMPFIRE Association (which
currently receives 2% of each RDC"s annual revenues), as well as provide a continuing income
stream to the participating communities.

C. Programme Absorptive Capacity

The injection of substantial fInancial resources during Phase II is justifIable in telms of
modifIcations which have been made to Phase I implementation responsibilities. Whereas.
during Phase I. CCQ members were given grants to implement CAMPFIRE activities within a
limited number of Districts, during Phase II. a little more than one~third of Project funds will
be at the disposal of RDCs, through the CAMPFIRE Development Fund. While the number of
ROCs targeted under Phase n has expanded three-fold, the flow of funds to these RDCs is no
longer constrained by the management/administrative capacities of CCG Grantees. Indeed,
Phase n implementation plans .recognize that CCG 11embers. even with the benefits of
institutional strengthening grants. may not be: able to fully meet the needs of every ROC.
Hence. RDCs will have the freedom to u.e:e CDF monies to recruit additional technical
assistance.
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D. Methods of Implementadon and Financing

Element Method of Method of
- Implementation Fjnancing-

1. Management Direct Contract Imprest fund: an $17,270,000 ;;

Conttact advance with
replenishments. -

:

2. GOZ Direct Grant to Direct Reimburse- $1,500,000
Support: Host Government ment
DNPWLM

3. GOZ Direct Grant to Direct Reimburse- $ 200,000
Support: Host Government ment
MLGRUD

4. USAID PSC - Long Term Direct Payment $ 500,000
FSN - Long Term Direct Payment $ 100,000

Operations TA - Short Term Direct Payment $ 500,000
Commodities Direct Payment .$ SO,OOO
Overhead Direct Payment $ 100,000

S. Audits IQC Work Orders Direct Payment $ 80,000 -

6. Evaluations IQC Work Orders Direct payment $ 200,000

TOTAL $ 20,500,000

V. ThfPLEMENTATION AND OVERSIGHT

A. Management

USAID/Zimbabwe's General Development Office (GOO) will have primary responsibility for
USAID project management. Mission responsibility for day-to-day management and
implementation oversight will rest with the Project Administrator. a Project-fmanced Personal
Services Contractor (PSC) serving in GOO for the duration of the Project, assisted by a FSN
NRM Specialist. The PSC Project Administrator (PA) will be responsible to the Chief, GOO
for administrative oversight and support in all aspects of project implementation.

To plomote the maximum coordination and integration of project-assisted activities with greater
CAMPFIRE plogtalD operations, the Project will rely on established CAMPFIRE program
management and implementation~, inciuding the ell. and the u...u, No project-specific
steering committees or other special management stnJctures will be estabEshed to guide project
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strengthening CAMPFIRE institutions and stnlCtW'CS for maximum relevance and sustainability
of program interventions and accomplishments. Accordingly, the Project will be managed
through the current set of periodic regional workshops and meetings convened for normal CA
and CCG program implementation, outreach and training, and monitoring oversight purposes.
However, USAID will have the discretion to convene special supplemental meetings and
workshops that may be required to promote successful project implementation, such as to review
and/or familiarize participating implementation agents with USAID or other project-specific
implementation mechanisms and procedures, to develop cOordinated project implementation
planning targets and schedules and/or assess progress in meeting these targets and schedules, and
to discuss and address any particular implementation constraints, issues or problems which may
arise during the course of project implementation. The overaH framework of this
t.J13D3gementlimplementation structure is presented below.

33

I

I

-.



I
I

, CAMPFIiE Program Insc1cut1onal Support Structure

:..

CAMPFlRE CDILabcx2uyc OfOUl'
"
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.'.'

CAMPFlRE is adn.inbtCl'Cd by two paiWIlClil qcncic:s.lc is led by Nuional P;tb whole _ i: I'll eftSUIe I!I:u the proJroMlC is sus~ilUble
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B. Implementation:

1. General Arrangemeuts

In ac«;ord3J..~ with the "adaptive managemeur'" approach pursued in most CAMPFIRE Program
areas, Phase n implementation will proceed according to a flexible plan of action wherein
coordinated annual workplans.will be jointly developed by all project partners. These workplans
will include a description of the activities to be carried out that year by each project-fmanced
agent, a specific set of implemenwiDn targets and objectives to be accomplished within the plan
period, the resources that will be required to complete the agreed upon workplan and achieve
the targets and objectives within the specified timeframe, and how these resources will be
deployed throughout the plan period. These workplans will be jointly reviewed, reported upon,
and updated on an annual basis. This general mechanism will afford flexibility to adjust project
implementation in response to changing situations and circumstances, while still ~nsuring the
continuing pursuit of long-term objectives. The first year's workplans will be completed within
60 days after the signing of the Project Grant Agreement Amendment. Workplans will include
an assessment of lessons leamed, identification of adjustmel1LS needed, and corrective actions to
be taken. Subsequent workplans will be developed and approved one month prior to the
termination of the previous period.

Existing Phase I Grants with CASS and ZIMTRUST (including Action Magazine) will remain
in force until the Institutional Contractor is in place. During this interim period, the current
Grantees will continue to implement Phase I activities, while preparing, through planning
workshops, to assume their broader Phase n responsibilities. The interim activities of other
Phase II implementors (e.g., CAMPFIRE Association, ART and WWF) will be supported to the
extent possible through un-earmarked Phase I fmancial resources. ART and CAMPFIRE
Association participation at the November 1994 CITES meetings, for example, can be funded
through invitational travel authorizations issued under the current project's "Regional
Communications" element.

2. Roles, Relationships and Responsibilities

The chan on the preceding page lays out the direct and technical and financial relationships that
will exist among implementing agencies during the life of the project.

Phase II will be· implemented through a variety of different organizations and mechanisms. Key
implementing organizations include USAID/Zimbabwe and the members of the CAMPFIRE
Collaborative Group (CCG)-Le., the CAMPFIRE Association (CA). the GOZ's Department of
National Parks and WildlifeManagement (DNPWLM) and the Ministry of Local Government,
Rural and Urban Development (MLGRUD), Zimbabwe Trust (ZlMTRUST), University of
Zimbabwe's Center for Applied Social Sciences (CASS), and World Wide Fund for Nature
(WWF/Zimbabwe), Africa Resources Trust (ARn, Action Magazine (Action) and, the Rural
District Councils (RDCs) and their communal constituents (Wards and Villages) throughout
'iWl''oa'Dwe ~lnese aOEnU: Wi··w·" ~ ~;':;"-" ..... --_:_""" C ",_.I P"~- -_... ,,_....:....: 1 "-_...... ,,.._-
~ • 0";--"'" _ ...u;u Vl Pl\l~\-Ulla,"~ ~ IU:U &lJ;Ji,nU~IVUAl,",VllUa\,;\Ul
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The respective roles and responsibilities, and mechanisms for enlisting the services of these
various implementation partDcrs, are descnDed in the following sections. The SbUCtule and
functions of the implementing agencies have emerged from CCG planning/coordination meetings
and workshops conducted over the last several years.

The following section provides general descriptions of responsibilities and the relevant
organization's role and mandate. Specific rcsponsibiHties will be established in the Statement
of Work for the Institutional Contractor and in Grant Implementation Letters for each
organization receiving funds either directly from USAID or through the Institutional Contractor.

a. USAID

Primary USAID responsibility for Phase n Project management will rest with the USAID PA.
In this capacity, the PA will be responsible for day-to-day management and implementation
oversight of all project-sponsored activities and ensuring the coordination and integration of
USAID project activities within CAMPFIRE program activities and objectives. In this role, the
PA will also serve as the principal Mission point of contact for the GOZ and NGO project
implementation agents listed above, as well as with other interested organizations and entities.
The FSN NRM Specialist will concentrate on the implementation and monitoring of community
level activities.

The PA will prepare all project implementation documentation and work with participating GDZ
agencies (e.g., DNPWLM and MLGRUD) to arrange monitoring oversight for agreed upon
project-fmanced assistance to those agencies. The PA will also provide managerial oversight
for the Institutional Contract, and in that capacity review on a periodic basis the operation of the
CAMPFIRE Development Fund. The PA will be responsible for managing all project-financed
strategic studies, audits and evaluations, as well as preparing routine Project correspondence,
implementation reports, and other required briefmg documents.

Finally, the PA will have primary USAID responsibility for day-to-day monitoring of
implementation, and for keeping Mission staff aware of the Project's general implementation
status, and problems, issues or other constraints.

The PA will be supponed in these management and oversight tasks by the FSN Specialist and
an internal USAID Project Management Comrilittee, comprised of the Chief, GDO and appointed
representatives of the Mission's Program, Project Development, Controller and Engineering
Offices, with the assistance of AID regional and AIDIW, legal, commodity procurement, and
technical support staff as required.

b. CAL'lPFIRE Association (CA)

Established in 1991, the CA is constituted by representative members, elected by the rural
communities through their RDCs, and tasked to represent, promote and serve collective member
interests. The CA is currently staffed with an Executive Officer, supported by two Information
and COil1municatwns OffiCel;), and ;K;Ci'eiirial staff, and bas focused its efforts to date on
lobbying for increased support for program policics and precepts.
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As the designated lead CCG agency for the coordination of CAMPFIRE activities nationwide,
the CA will be responsible for the following Phase n tasks:

i. providing or accessing advisory services to member RDCs and participating community
interests;

ii. lobbying on behalf of program and member interests, both nationally and internationally;
iii. disseminating program infonnation among member communities and to concerned

national and international interests;
iv. providing or accessing formal and informal training for its members;
v. coordinating the activities of CCQ members, among RDCs with wildlife and/or

Appropriate Authority, and between these two groups;
vi. assisting member communities in developing l£lilI'kets and marketing strategies for

program-generated products; and,
vii. securing funds for program~related infrastruetural and other small~scale project

development activities..

c. Rural District Councils (RDCs) and Community Constituents

Of the total 57 RDCs throughout Zimbabwe, 24 have received Appropriate Authority for wildlife
management (with an additional 6 applications pending). However, only 13 of.these Districts
have commercially exploitable wildlife popUlations, and, for a variety of reasons, it is probable
that these same 13 Districts will ~ontinue to be the focus of future program activities. The
Project's 600,000 primary community participants reside within some 112 Wards, comprising
some 103,000 households. As the elected local representatives of these communal participants

.with vested Appropriate Authority for wildlife management, the RDCs will be responsible for:

--
i.

ii.

iii.

administering the district CAMPFIRE/wildlife program, including program management
and coordination, policy formulation, m&rketing, monitoring and reporting;
developing the capacity of constituent producer communities to manage their wildlife and
natural resources; and,
investing in the resource base by, for example, implementing land use management plans
and associated infrastructure development activities.

While some RDCs have gained experience and capabilities in certain of these areas during Phase
I, these institutions and their constituents will continue to be a primary focus of Phase U
assistance and support.

d. Department or National Parks and Wildlife (DNPWLM)

The DNPWLM, as the statutory authority for wildlife management in Zimbabwe, has ultimate
responsibility for the CAMPFIRE Program. However, DNPWLM policy recognizes that
landowners or land holders are better placed to manage wildlife on their land than the
Department, provided certain conditions are met. It has, therefore, granted Appropriate
.. UAL - -!;,;. ~_~= A_ ~_:_ nn~_ "'" , ..."' .... .t=..u:n ."'..: ._.1 :_~""'_.._....-!!-..,.= ... ~'" ..
l'l UlUrI." ..na...... w _ .. UlW ~., .... IVUO a3 ~1 11.111111 ~u ;nG~ W~&n. W "",""",I... \\1 ~

principles embodied within tile CAMPFIRE concept. Despite having devolved this authority to
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private and communal land managers, DNPWLM remains responsible for all wildlife-related
policy and legislation, and for liaison with and coordination among concerned GOZ agencies
regarding the Program. In addition, it will also fulfill the following Phase IT functions through
its CAMPFIRE Unit:

i. providing guidance to the CCQ on all wildlife matters, ;\S well as providing technical and
training assistance to RDCs and local communities;

ii. monitoring program implementation and fmancial f1~ws to ensure continuing biological
integrity and financial sustainability;

iii. assisting RDCs in setting wildlife offtake quotas, and in enforcement;
iv. undertaking program-related ecological and economic research and monitoring, and

disseminating the results of this work at the sub-distriet, district and national levels and
in various international fora;

v. providing international representation of program interests, and support for the
development of markets for program-generated products;

vi. providing strategic management inputs for program operations, such as ecological,
economic and institutional data and operating guidelines; and

vii. coordinating Departmental park planning and management activities with participating
neighboring communities.

A!though National Parks role within CAMPFIRE has been scaled down since 1989, when the
CA has emerged as the program's lead organization, DNPWL\i continues to provide essential
technical inputs to the program on a nationwide basis.

e. Ministry of Local Government, Rural and Urban Development (MLGRUD)

MLGRUD, which is responsible for local government throughout Zimbabwe, provides the bulk
of the skilled manpower for DistI1ct-level program administration. It is also responsible for the
legislation that underlies RDCs, WADCOs, and VlDCOs - the fundamental institutional
"building blocks" of CAMPFIRE. In general, MLGRUD advises and assists on CAMPFIRE
policies and practices at the District level. Specific contributions to Phase n will include:

i.

ii.
iii.

iv.

v.

addressing relevant local policy issues-e.g., the RegionallTown and Country Planning
Act;
assisting RDCs in formulating CAMPFIRE policies and procedures;
strengthening/training VIDCOs, WADCOs and RDC wildlife/natural resources sub
committees;
monitoring the use of CAMPFIRE program funds, and providing a fmancial auditing
service for RDCs; and, .
providing general coordination of, and support fOf, program activities.

-,

f. Zimbabwe Trust (1..IMTRUST or ZT)

ZIMTRUST assists communities and RDCs in developing and strengthening the ski1Is and
institutions needed to manage wildlife and other resoUItCS.In this capacity, ZiMTRUST will
be responsible during Phase n for:
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i.

ii.

iii.
iv.
v.

promoting district and su1H1istriet-level community organization and institutional
development;
strengthening district and su1H1istrict-level skills through direct training and training-of
trainers;
disseminating infonnation at the sub-district. district and national levels;
facilitating establishment of an enabling local-level policy environment; and•
monitoring the development of district and sub-district-Ievel institutional and management
capacities.

During Phase I, ZIMTRUST was also responsible for the administration of the community
infrastroctural development activities fmanced under the Project. During Phase IT this task will be
shifted to the CA and the Institutional Contractor.

g. Centre for AppUed Social Sciences (CASS)

CASS pr.omotes a better understanding and appreciation of the underlying social dynamics of
CAMPFIRE. It has responsibility for socio-economic research and monitoring of program activities.
Its contributions to Phase fi implementation will include:

research and analysis on program policies and activities;
high-level9 post-graduate training in the socia-political aspects of natural resource
manageme.nt;
monitoring the socio-economic impacts of program activities;
promoting discussion and debate of program policies and precepts; and.
information dissemination through publications and database development.

i.
ii.

iii.
iv.
v.

h. World Wide Fund for Nature/Zimbabwe (WWF)

Like DNPWLM, CASS and ZIMTRUST, WWF is a founding member of the CCQ. From 1988-92.
its role in CAMPFIRE was investigating the ecological and economic implications of multi-species
land use through its Multi-Species Animal Systems Production Project (MAPS). More recently. under
the new·Resource Management Support to CAMPFIRE (SUPCAMP) Project. it bas begun to develop
and disseminate improved resources planning and management techniques. WWF's major
responsibilities under.Phase n will include:

i.
ii
iii.

iv.
- v.
-

i.

conducting ecological and economic research on wildlife management policies and techniques;
monitoring the ecological and economic aspects of program· activities;
developing and implementing natural resource management training and technology transfer
and dissemination activities at the District, Ward and Village levels;
completing participatory community resource inventories and land use plans; and,
publishing and disseminating research and other program results.

Africa Resources Trust (ART)/Action Magazine

It. OT ", ..A A ,..:"... 'l.""'...._;~~ ...:11 ..-.A.:.,.... ~A••~~~ ·"-:,.::~h =;b-r~;",,t:: f;;-yffi 71'~Y:vr~T 'niiftna
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Phase fi, ART will lobby for. and. promote, CAMPFIRE interests among regional and international
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policy and regulatory organizations and intcrests-e.g., the Convention on International Trade in
Endangered Species (CITES). It will also monitor international markets in wildlife produCEs and
conduct trade policy and regulatory analyses in support of its international lobbying efforts. In
addition, ART will facilitate international networking among similarly interested parties in Africa and
throughout the world, to identify and develop market opportunities for program-generated products.
Locally, ART will collaborate with the CA in the establishment. and operation of the CAMPFIRE
infonnation service, and lobby on the Program's behalf at tbe higher levels of Zimbabwe's
g':':;"v'emment.

During Phase n, Action Magazine will concentrate on the provision of environmental education and
information within CAMPFIRE Districts. Launched in 1987, the magazine has already produced
several educational issues for dissemination throughout participating program areas (which have also
enjoyed acclaim throughout the remainder of the country and the greater southern Africa region). The
magazine will research the integration of environmental education into the curriculum, and develop
a CAMPFIRE-specific curriculum accompanied by associated educational materials and participatory
teaching techniques. Acti~Q Magazine will also work during Phase n to develop program
communication'methods CUJd materials for CCO members and other program participants-e.g.,
publications, newsletters, flipcharts, handbooks, public relations materials, etc.

j. Institutional Contractor..
Project records identify management and administrative problems experienced throughout Phase I
relating to community and CCO members' difficulties in adhering to USAID fmancial and
administrative requirements. To ease the burden on these implementation partners, while continuing
to ensure project accountability, Phase U includes funds to secure the services of an Institutional
Contractor (lC) to serve in a "Secretariat" capacity to the CAMPFIRE Association and the greater
·CCO. With a proposed professional staff of three (Le., Manager, Contracts/Procurement Officer,
Accounting Officer, assisted by CA counterparts), the IC will be responsible for assisting the
cAlcca in the day-to-day management of CAMPFIRE activities, e.g., preparation of meeting
agendas and reports, assistance in community outreach workshops and training activities, facili&ation
in the e~ecution of ongoing program. activities and in the planning and preparation of additional
activities, and assistance in routine correspondence and communications, etc. At the conclusion of

• Phase fi, the IC counterpart staff should have been trained sufficiently to execute the Association's
fmancial and administrative responsibilities.

It is anticipated the contractor will assume some of the Phase I administrative tasks previously carried
out by the USAID Project Administrator-e.g., review offlnancial reports, monitoring ofcontraeting,
and contractor performance, end-use checks and tracking compliance with the countcIpart
contribution requirement.

The Contractor may also be called upon to act in an "umbrella" grant management capacity to
execute, manage and monitor USAID-finam:d grants to participating CCO implementation partners
which seek such services. The Ie may also be called upon to assist the CA, cco, and participating
local authorities and communities in improving administration and management of CAMPFIRE
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program activities. In addition, the IC may be called upon to assist in developing and/or reviewing
ROC proposals submitted for funding under the Project's CAMPFIRE Development Fund.

The Institutional Contract will also fund 2 professional positions which will be established in
DNPWLM to ensure that capacities for wildlife monitoring are maintained.

Specific Ie roles/responsibilities, however, will be established, in a collaborative fashioil, by the
CCQ within sixty day after the Grant Amendment has been signed.

k. Other Participants

In addition to the above listing, other organizations have also been identified which could become
involved in Phase n ~ctivities. However, their potential contributions will need to be explored further
prior to any commitment of funds.

C. Procurement

The Project will require technical assistance, training, commodities, infrastructure consttuction, and
operations support.

1. Procurement Mechanisms

a. Technical Assistance

Technical assistance will be procured directly and indirectly. USAID-direct technical assistance
procurements will be completed for the USAID PAt the FSN NRM Specialist, the Contractor, and
for Strategic Studies and Evaluations and Audits. Indirect assistance to the varicus CCG
implementation partners and for the participating community-based institutions will be provided, as
required, through the Institutional Contractor as a part of its contract.

The USAIP PA services will be procured through a Personal Services Contract. This contract
will be for three years duration with an option for a two-year renewal thereafter. The
contract should be executed before Febmary, 1995, the termination of the current PSC
contract. The FSN NRM Specialist will be hired under an annual contract, renewable
throughout the Project.

The Institutional Contractor will be procured through a U.S. and domestically competed
institutional contract with a management services fIrm or joint venture of such fmns. The
contract will ~ executed as soon as possible, in accordance with USAID competitive
procurement regulations, following the execution of the Project Grant Agreement between
USAID and the GOZ. Contracting will be carried out in accordance with all USAID guidance
and regulations concerning minority and women-owned fmns.
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Short-term technical assistance for mtlteeic studic§ will be procured through Work
Orders issued by M/OP in USAIDlWashington. or by USAID/Zimbabwe. under
Indefmite Quantity Contracts (lQCs).

Independent evaluations will be procured through centrally-administered, or Mission
IQCs. These evaluations will take place in 1997 and 1999.

Recipient~ of the Institutional Contractor will be perfonned under Work Orders
issued by USAlD/Zimbabwe against existing IQCs and/or through direct contracts with
local fmns certified by RIG as qualified for this purpose. These audits will be conducted
in 1997 and 1999.

The PAt in conjunction with other Mission officer. will be responsible for preparation of the
procurement documentation (Le.• PIO/Ts for all of the above direct technical services) with the
assistance of regional contract, RIG and other staff as required.

Additional technical assistance services will be procured indirectly by the Contractor with funds
provided under the institutional contract. The bulk of these services will be provided through
CCG Support Grants issued to the non-governmental CCG implementation support partners..
Additional technical assistance may, however, also be procured under the Contractor
administered CAMPFIRE Development Fund. CCG Support Grants will be executed as soon
as possible following the signing of the institutional contract and the mobilization of the
Contractor's personnel.

Panicipating ROCs and other community-based grantee organizations will also be able to procure
technical services on their own through the Community Management Strengthening Grants,
and Community Natural Resources Management Grants they receive under the Contractor
administered CAMPFIRE Development Fund. These services will be procured as needed
throughout the life of the Project.

Participating GOZ agencies, i.e., DNPWLM and MLGRUD, will also be able to secure
technical assistance services. Funds for these services will be provided under direct GOZ
Support Grants between USAID and the concerned GOZ agency. These GOZ Support Grants
will be executed as soon as possible following the signing of the Project Grant Agreement.

b. Training

Projeet-fmanced training may be procured indirectly both by the Contractor, as a part of the
services to be provide<! under the institutional contract, and by the other implementation partners
as a part of the services provided under each of the various grant mechanisms described in
Section a. above (i.e., ceo Support Grants, Community Program Management Strengthening
Grants and Natural Resources Management Grants, and GOZ Support Grants).
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c. Commodities

Most project commodities will be procured indirectly through the institutional contractor or other
implementing agencies. A modest amount of PA support commodities (e.g., a computer and
accessories, miscellaneous office equipment and supplies, and one vehicle) will be procured
directly by USAID/Zimbabwe through PIO/Cs.

-

,
d. Infrastructure Construction

'"I

All project-fmanced infrastructure construction services will be procured indirectly by the
panicipating community-based organizations as a part of the services to be provided under the
Community Natural Resources Management Gl'2Ilts issued under the Contractor-administered
CAMPFIRE Development Fund. The Contractor, however, will be responsible for assuring Lhat
all construction activities are in compliarr.e with USAID regulations.

e. Operations Support

project-rmanced operations support will be procured both directly by USAID and indirectly by
the Institutional Contractor.

f. Gray Amendment

In accordance with USAID procurement procedures, contracts over $500.000 will require that
10% be subcontracted to disadvantaged enterprises. RFPs will incorporate this as well as an
OSDBU notification. In addition, the project will strive to use Gray Amendment rums for
implementation of activities such as Strategic Studies, Evaluations and Audits.

2. Procurement Schedule

a. Upon Signature of the Project Grant Agretment (pROAG)

Signature and issuance of the PILs for the GOZ Support Grants.

b. Within 30 Days of the PROAG Signing

Preparation of PIon for FSN NRM Specialist
Preparation of PIon for USAID PA Personal Services Contract renewal.

c. Within 60 Days of the PROAG Signing

Preparation by the CCG and USAID of the Terms of Reference for the
Institutional Contractor.
Preparation and distribution of PIOIT to REDSO/ESA and RCO/Swaziland for
preparation of the Request For Proposals (RFP) for the Institutional Contract.
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d~ Within 90 Days of the PROAG SIgnIng

aFP finaJj~ and issued for the Institutional Contract.

.::

e.

f.

g.

b.

Within 150 Days of the PROAG Signing

Institutiooal Contractor proposals received.
FSN NRM Specialist selected.
Project Administrator Personal Services Contract renewed.

Within 210 Days or the PROAG Signing

Institutiooal Contractor srlected; CeG Support Grants under preparation;
CAMPFIRE Support Fund established.
FSN NRM Specialist in place.

\\'itbin 270 Days of the PROAG Signing

Institutiooal Contractor mohilized.
CCQ Support Grants in place and staff recruitment and initial commodity
procurements underway aodIor completed.

Periodically throughout Project Implementation

COUllDunity Management Strengthening Grants and Community Natural Resource
Management Grants i~ed to community-based organizations; construction of
various community infrastructure.
Local, national, regional and international workshops, conferences and other formal
and informal training, networking and information dissemination events.
Evaluations and Audits.

..

i. .Continuously Throughout Project Implementation

Lxal provision of tecbnicai assistance, training and commodity support services by
various project implemenration partners.
Dissemination of environmental awareness/education materials.
Lobbying for CAMPFIRE program interests nationally. regionally and
intematiooally; identification of additional markets for program-generated products.
Networking and communicating with national, regional and international
wildlife/natural resources management interests.
Local procumnent of replacement office ~terials and supplies.

As the Ptoja':( mJ)v~;-,: iI1tll Pbase U, operations will continue under the 3&fCC1Ilents already in effect.
For insrance shouid me Conncror R¥p, award CODt1acting, and mobilization processes take more
time than this admittedly optimistic scbcdule, the activities of DNPWLM, Zimtrust and CASS will
continue uninterrupted until the Contractor. is on the scene and Phase n activities can begin.
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D. Monitoring, Audit and Evaluadon

1. USAID Monitoring Responsibilities

USAlD/Zimbabwe will have overall responsibility for ensuring that the Project is implemented
as planned. As USAID's fust-line project manager, the PA will have prinwy USAID
responsibility for day-to-day monitoring of project implementation, and for keeping concerned
Mission staff aware of the Project's general implementation status, and problems, issues or
constraints which may arise. This responsibility will require regular contact with all
implementation partners through fonnal and informal meetings of the CCG and its committees,
field site visits, and other coosuJtations and communications. It will also include the completion
of periodic Project Implementation Reports and other Project briefmg and reporting
documentation.

2. Other Project Monitoring Responsibilities

Responsibility for monitoring Phase n progress towards the achievement of technical,
wtitutiooal, socio-economic and other longer-term, strategic objectives will be shared among
several key project panicipants. In accordance with its collaborative approach towards program
implementation, the CCO bas worked out the following integrated set of program monitoring
responsibilities:

•
~ will monitor the socio-economic impacts of project activities 00 producer
community beneficiaries;

DNPWLM and WWF will monitor the ecoloKical and ecoDomic impacts of
community-based wildlife and natural resources management/use activjties. They
will be assisted in this task by the information and data reported periodically by
community wildlife managers and participating professional safari operators;

ZJMTRUST, through its Process-Oriented Monitoring System (POMS), will
monitor project institutional development impac~ in participating producer
communities. It will be assisted in this task by MLGRUD (fmancial management)
and the data provided by participating ROC program administrative staff; aDd,

'f!1e Contractor will monitor overall program manaaement and implementation.

Each of these organizations will be responsible for the periodic collection and reporting of
impact data pertaining to their respective areas of responsibility in accordance with a jointly
deveioped andagreeci upon comprehensive set of monitoring indicato7,'S, collection mechanisms
aDd implementation/reporting sc:hedulc(s). The results of this work will provide input for the two
formal Evaluations.
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3. Audit

Under the terms of the Institutional Contract and subgrams, each grantee will complete a
recipient audit on an annual basis. The Mission Controller's Office, in collaboration with
USAID's Regional Inspector General's Office based in Nairobi, will arrange for and supervise
external mid-term and fmal c1ose-out audits of all project activities financed directly by USAID.
These two external audits will be supplemented by periodic audits undertaken by each
implementing agent's own internal auditing agency(s).

4. Evaluation

The USAID PA will be responsible for arranging and supervising external project evaluations.
A Mid-term Evaluation will be conducted in the third year (Le., in FY 1997), and an Impact
Evaluation will be conducted during the fmal year. The PA will be responsible for review of
the results of these evaluations with GOZ and NGO implementation partners and Mission
management, and for modifications in the project or other corrective actions as deemed
necessary.

VI. SUMMARIES OF ANALYSES

A. Etonomic and Fmancial Analysis

The project is an extension of on-going activities started in the NRMP project in Matabeleland
in 1989. The major change from the parent project will be to expand activities to supporting
the CAMPFIRE program, which is national, rather than to support an isolated component of it.
In view of this expansion, and of the evolution of the program, the present mechanism for
delivery is no longer adequate. The strategy now is to develop the capacity for RDCs and their
communities to "demand-drive" the program, but to continue to support the CCO to provide core
services.

This analysis covers both the Financial and the Economic aspects of the Zimbabwe Natural
Resources Management Project. The purpose of an economic analysis is to determine if a
project is a worthwhile investment for the country, i.e. are the outputs from the project
sufficiently valuable to warrant the expenditure of scarce resources. The fInancial analysis, on
the other hand, bas two purposes. One is to detennine if the project is fllUUlCially viable and
has a monetary value to the participants (i.e. the stream of benefits is sufficiently larger than the
stream of costs to provide fmancial incentive to the rural communities to participate). The
second purpose is to determine if the stream of projected costs can actually be paid for by the
participants. The results of the analysis of the Zimbabwe Natural ReS<.'urces Management
Project shows a positive net present value, and an inlemal nrc of return of 19 percent for the
fmancial analysis and a positive Net Present Value for the economic analysis. These rates are
sufficient to recommend project implementation.

To ensure that the positive stream of benefits is maintained and the ecosystem that supports them
is conserved it is necessary to develop the capacity of land managers - the villagers and their
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institutions - to manage wildlife, natural resources and resource trade-offs. Capital investment
is also required to raise the economic output from these remote rural environments. While
inputs are targeted at this grnss-roots level, the primary vehicle for interacting with and
developing the grass-roots is the Rural District Council. The RDCs have generally proven
effective and efficient at implementing CAMPFIRE. This project recognizes these strengths,
and invests in them (US$3 million), with some back-stopping from the other agencies, especially
Zimbabwe Trust's Institutional Development Unit (US$2.0 million). Under the CAMPFIRE
Deve!opment Fund a separate fund (US$3.0 million) is established for capital investments which
must be economically sound. In place at the district level, therefore, is a cadre of generaliSts
for developing institutions with organizational, fmancial and NRM skills at the grass-roots.
These generalists are serviced by the central level which is more specialized, which researches
and monitors these issues, and which provides training to the district level. CASS (US$ 1.1
million) is responsible for socio-political aspects, WWF (US$I.6 million) and DNPWLM
(US$l.S million) for technical (economics aDd ecology) aspects of land use management.

The Government is also responsible for creating an enabling environment for CAMPFIRE
including legislation, international markets, and local and international political support
MLGRUD (USSO.2 million) and DNPWLM are responsible for policy formulation; while ART
(US$1.2 million) and CAMPFIRE Association (US$1.8 million) are responsible for public
relations and ensuring acceptance of the program and its products at the local and international
level. The Association is also the primary intermediary for empowering and supporting the
ROes, with assistance from the Institutional Contractor. ACTION Magazine (US$I.1 million)
is responsible for producing educational materials and, especially, for integrating wildlife and
environmental managemem into general education in schools in CAMPFIRE areas. The
Management Contract (USS2.7 million) interfaces these agencies and USAID to ensure that the
aid money flows efficiently and to avoid burdening the CCO with accounting. Monitoring of
the impacts of CAMPFIRE is built iIlto the program by its very nature of being adaptively
managed. Monitoring will continue to be decentralized and mtegrated into the management
process as a feedback loop. DNPWLM, WWF and MC will monitor economic impacts WWF
ecological impacts, and CASS and Zim Trust socia-institutional impacts.

The USAID investment serves to consolidate and extend the gains made by CAMPFIRE, a
program which bas shown much promise in improving community-based natural resoure·:
management. The programs aims are two-fold: to empower communal farmers to sustainably
manage and conserve the wildlife and natural resources; and for them to reap the full economic
and social benefits of so doing. Thus, local people benefit through the simultaneous and inter
linked improvement in their well-being, management institutions, aDd natural resource
management. The economic and financial analyses are strongly positive, although they do not
reflect intangible benefits such as improved attitudes towards wildlife. improved capacity and
self-esteem of rural institutions, and the introduction of allocation mechanisms to replace open
access regimes. Neither do they reflect the spread of CAMPFIRE within Zimbabwe, or in
support of similar programs throughout southern and eastern Africa. There is also evidence that
CAMPFIRE is affecting the global understanding of conservation, and is helping to develop a
global acceptance of the value and necessity of sustainabie use (especially CBNRM) as a
conservation tool.
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B. Environmental

A thorough review was completed of the environmental performance of the Zimbabwe NRMP
to date. A major result of this review was that the general findings and recommendations of the
original NRMP EA remain valid and appropriate for this proposed project amendment as well.
While certain environmental concerns were identified. i.e., relating to wildlife management/use.
natural 'resources planning and management. aOO the environmentally sound design and
implementation of the proposed infrastructure development activities. none of these concerns was
considered to be sufficiently significant to warrant a formal reassessment of this bilateral project
component at this time. In addition, there appear to be no serious environmental considerations
which would argue against continuing with the expanded, Mleoded Zimbabwe NRMP proposed
herein. However. the Project Agreement Amendment and the Project Authorization Amendment
will contain a Condition Precedent to disbursement of funds, such that the environmental.
fmancial and technical soundness ofeach infrastructure activity is ascertained prior to investment
of project funds.

Based on a careful analysis of the environmental concerns noted above, a set of revised threshold
decisions were recommended, together with a proposed plan and approach for implementing
those decisions and effectively addressing those concerns.. Therefore, if implemented as
recommended herein, it is concluded that this amended Zimbabwe NRMP activity will be
executed in an environmentally sound and sustainable manner, in full accordance with all salient
USAID policies and procedures.

. C. Institutional

CAMPFIRE is a complex, and multi-faceted inter-organizational grouping. In a myriad of
individuals from different organizations, levels and types, with different and sometimes
~onf1icting values, goals, structures, processes, cultures, and reward systems, to understand the
strengths and weaknesses ofCAMPFIRE implementation. CAMPFIRE is implemented on a daily
basis by hundreds of individuals working through a number or organizations which were
designed to operate in a relatively closed environment. which enabled the organization to pursue
its own objectives fairly independently of other organizations. Given this reality, one of the
basic problems facing CAMPFIRE implementors is fairly obvious: their organizations were not
designed to work together. Yet, the multi-disciplinary. inter-related. inter-dependant, multi
media nature of CAMPFIRE requires a multi-organizational implementation process, and any
organization operating in this complex environment must cooperate with it counterpart
organizations if it is to successfully achieve its objectives. Thus, CAMPFIRE implementors are
forced to collaborate not only with other organizations but often with radically different types,
levels and cultures of organizations.

CAMPFIRE engages individuals and organizations at several distinct levels: political and
bureaucratic structures, "the party" (ZANU-PF), the President's Officc, Cabinet and Parliament,
wilere many questions have been raised about CAMPFiRE. MP's from Environment and
Tourism. MLGRUD, Agriculture, Lands and Water Creation; the local government stnu:ture
extending through the Ministry to the Provinces, the District Administration, Executive Officers,
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and Councils and Officers, district and extension personnel from Ministries including, Health,
Education, Coops, AGRITEX, NRB, Councillors from participating CAMPFIRE Wards,
Development Committees at the provincial, district and ward levels, WADCOS and VJ:DCOS,
traditionallcadership conSisting of Chiefs, Headmen, Sabukus, (Kraalbeads); and, any array of
bilateral and multi-lateral aid agencies operating in the areas, a~ ,yell as national and
international NGO's. Add to this the principal implementing agenciC$ of CAMPFIRE i.e. the
Department of National Parks and Wildlife Managemf:nt (DNPWLM), Zimbabwe Trust (Zn,
the Centre for Applied Social Sciences (University of Zimbabwe), the CAMPFIRE Association,
WWF, and the stIUcture of their administrative committees and field offices, and the complexity
seems overwhelming.

Nevertheless CAMPFIRE coordination has been exceptional, given the broad scope, area and
complexity of the program, as well as the sheer numbers of people aDd organizations involved.
Shared values and visions playa strong role in that coordination. Coordination is however, still
one of CAMPFIRE's major problems, and remains an obstacle to effective implementation. No
level is immune from the problem. Better communication is required throughout the program,
at all levels, and more work and financial support will be required to achieve this. The analysis
recommendations are as follows:

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.
6.
7.

-= 8.

9.

10.
11.
12.

Convene a program-wide re-orientation meeting.
Focus on local experiments.
Reassess the management structure.
Build in explicit structures for learning.
Develop and use regional fora.
Work on inclusiveness.
Investigate the feasibility and funding potential for a
Research/interpretation/cnvironmental education facility.
Provide more environmental and natural resource education and outreach
extension by all agencies working together.
Facilitate more communication and exchanges among and between CAMPFIRE
projects.
Promote participatory land-use and resOUf1.:e planning at the community level.
Revisit the local CAMPFIRE committee structures.
Work on local sustainability.

It has been demonstrated here and elsewhere that natural resources are best managed in an
integrated way and that the people most capable of mamlging them are those who live with and
depend upon them. This report reveals the need for an integrated network of support for
community-based initiatives. CAMPFIRE is oDC example of an approach to solving the
widespread and deeply-rooted problems of development and governance in Africa. It addresses
the failures of development and the failures of the nation state in Africa. both of which share
the same causes and the same ewe - i.e. participatory local democracy.

With aU of the ftm;es iiDcd up agaimt them. local demoelaey and local initiatives will need
networks of support throughout society. This is the wider significance of inter-organizational
dynamics. Local institutions must have that Detwork of support to break the stranglehold of
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external economic and political forces. as weD as central bureaucracies and their executives.
In part, this will require bamcssing those forces and developing ti supportive, as opposed to
conflicting, relationship between center and periphery. Many converging developments in
Zimbabwe, such as the reform of local government and the stroggle for more equitable land and
resource distribution, point in that direction and reinforce the nascent growth of local
democracy. Those forces need to be captured through intcr-organizational cooperation at the
grassroots level, and through intcr-orgl.llibltion support for grassroots initiatives at all levels.

Thus, there is increasing recognition that CAMPFIRE, as an experiment in local community
based governance, bas wider significance for the region, and for Africa as a whole.

D. Social Soundness Assessment

After five years of implementationexperience. and lessons learned, CAMPFIRE remains socially
sound. The local-level political context continues to be favorable for developing community
based activities. while the state-level political context remains tolerant of activities which seek

. to empower communities. The legal context remains favorable, although debate bas recently
arisen over the meanings of "devolution-, as op~sed to "decentralized", authority within a local
Government framework. Socially and culturally, t.he people residing in targeted CAMPFIRE
remain receptive to the economic motivations which underlie the CAMPFIRE Program. It has
been noted, however, that additional emphasis will have· to be placed upon the development of
"public" resource management skills, and the control of "private" utilization strategies.

While traditional institutions have demOD5trated a fair degree of success in dealing with
community "insiders", inlmigrants. and especially those possessing cattle-based agricultural
mindsets, pose a threat to program sustainabiJity. Internal population growth has also been cited
as a potential problem for CAMPFIRE, even in those communities, which have been able to
restrict the flow of in-migrants. Nevertheless, these problems should be viewed as challenges
for the program, rather than inherent defects in its design.

The largest contingent ofProject beneficiaries are the approximately 600,000 people residing in the
112 Wards where wildlife populations continue to be commercially viable. A second group of
beneficiaries are those individuals and organizations participating in the implementation of Project
activities. The most cmcial of these are the Rural District Councils, and other sub-District
institutions which will be empowered, through training and advisory services, to manage their
wildlife resources. While some RDCs have gained substantial experience and capabilities in certain
of these areas during the pilot program implementation period, as might be expected, these
community-based institutions and their constituents will continue to be a primary focus of ongoing
Project assistance. This assistance will be pro,..-::1ed both indirectly through the technical, training
and odler support services provided by the Institutional Contractor, the CCG and other NGO
implementation partners, and directly through the Community Management Strengthening Grants
and Community Natural Resources Management Grants issued by the Contractor under the
CAMPFIRE Developmeot Fund. Also. those members of the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group
(CCG) who wiD participate from time to tUne in impiementlng i'lRM Project actAviries will benefit
from research and training grants, technical assistaDcc inputs, and equipment. Finally, wildlife
populations and their habitat will benefit from sound pJanning and management.
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In conclusion, the Project's mid-term Evaluation reports that, • ... where the program has been
implemented in communities over a period long enough for us to make informed judgements the
following results are discernable: a re-awakened appreciation of wildlife, poaching eliminated or
drastically reduced; fewer complaints of problem animals; the emergence of local environmelatal
management structures; improved environmental conservation practices; the use of wildlife for food
security in times of drought; the local initiation of land-use planning; an increase in household
revenues; and, community-funded local development for schools, clinics, grinding mills and other
community infrastructure.·

~ VUe CONDITIONS, COVENANTS AND PD-20

Policy Determination 20 Analysis

Protection of U.S. Jobs and Markets (PD-20): compliance with this policy may readily be
determined through two questions:

I

1. Is the Project, or arc components or activities under the Project, directed at promoting either
foreign or local investment in the recipient country?

Response: Yes. The AID and local funds will be invested in the human resuurces,
equipment ~ infrastructure the CAMPFIRE program calls for; and community-level

.. earnings from wildlife management will be distributed and invested within the communities
as each sees fit.

2. Could the project reasonably be foreseen to involve the relocation of any U.S. business that
would result in a reduction in the number of employees of the business in the U.S.?

Response: No. There are no Zimbabwean wildlife resources under community-level
productive management in the United States. The proposed Project is not affected by these
guidelines.

•

There will be one Condition Precedent to Financing each infrastructure sub-activity; and one
Covenant concerning the establishment of wildlife and natural resources management capabilities
within communities participating in the Project.

Conditions Precedent to Disbursement for InfrastructUre. Prior to disbursement of funds
under the grant to fLaance any Infra-structure sub-activity, or to the issuance of documents
pursuant to which such disbursement may be made, the Regional Development COUDcil
proposing the sub-activity will furnish to USAID, In form and substance satJsfactory to
USAJD, the foOowing:

a) plans and studies demonstrating technical, fmandal and social feasibility.
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b) an initial assessment of the environmental impact (if any) or the sub
activity together with plans to mitigate any negative impact. II

Special Covenant; Th~ following Special Covenants shall be added to the Grant Agreement.

1.

2.
-.,

-

=

""

3.

The Grantee shall insure the provision of technical assistance and training on a continuing
basis to establish community-based wildlife and natural resources management capabilities,
including planning. management, environmental impact analysis and mitigation. monitoring
and enforcement.

No funds or other support provided hereunder may be used in a project or activity
reasonably likely to involve the relocation or expansion outside of the United States of an
enterprise located in the United States if non-U.S. production in such relocation or
expansion replaces some or all of the production of, and reduces the number of employees
at, said enterprise in the United States.

No funds or other support provided hereunder may be used in a project or activity the
purpose of which is the l:stablishment or development in a foreign country of any export
processing zor.e or designated area where the labor, environmental, tax, tariff, and safety
laws of the c£Juntty would not apply, without the prior written approval of USAID.

4. No funds or other support provided hereunder may be used in an activity which contributes
to the violation of internationally recognized rights of workers in the recipient country,
inclUding in any designated zone or area in that country.

Protection of U.S. Jobs and Markets. Section 547(a) of the FY 94 Appropriations Act and
A.I.D. Policy Determination 20 require that project designers be able to make the afflI1Ilative
determination that the project will not harm U.S. employees by luring jobs or businesses from U.S.
markets to relocation in the beneficiary country. This determination is made by addressing two
threshold questions:

1. Is the Project, or are components or activities under the Project, directed at promoting either
foreign or local investment in the recipient country? No. While the Project encourages
communities to reinvest income from animal rights sales in community activities, DO outside
investment from Zimbabw~ U.S. or other international sources is sought or "promoted."

2. Could the Project reasonably be foreseen to involve the relocation of any U.S. business that
would result in a reduction in the number of employees of the business in the U.S.? No. No U.S.
businesses (apart from TA contractors) will be involved or solicited in connection with the Project.
The negative answers to these two questions demonstrates that the Project is in conformity with tile

, legal requirements embodied in PD 20.
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PROJECT NO. 690-0251

ORIGINAL AUfHORlZAll0N: 20 AUG 89
CVRRENT PACD: 31 AUGUST 1997
PROPOSED PACD: 31 AUGUST 1999 LOGICAL FRAMEWORK

NAnJRAL RESOURCE MANAGEM}.'"NT PROJECT

ZIMBABWE: AMENDMENT NO.2

Annex A
Page I of2

CRC: 09 SEPl'EMBER 1994

&

NARRATIVE ACIDEVEMENT & MEASURF..s VERIFICATION ASSUMPI10NS

~ The development of - Community food security. - Nutrition surVeys. - Food is avaiblble
economically su.~ainable - Incomes above - Income surveys. and affordable.
communities on lands subsistence, and in rising - DNPWLM reports. - Incomes growth exceeds
marginally suitable for tR.ld. innation.
agriculture. - Wildlife n:t~~ilrce base and - National disasters do not

revenues increasing. eliminate wildlife resources
in target areas.

PURPOSE: To expand - NRM programs underway in - DNPWLM and NGO "pons; - Continuing nuutet for
community-based natural 23 districts, with more USAID site inspections. wildlife and v,~ld products.
resource management and looking to join. - Indications of interest from - Communities ;Rre willing and
utilizalion throughout - Revenue distributions made to non-participating able to learn and practise
margina1lands nationwide; all panicipating communities. communities. wildlife management.
and 10 hall d~liDCI within - RDC repons. - Continued granting of
Ihe wildlife resource base. - Stable wildlife populalions in - DNPWLM reports. Appropriate Authority 5WUS.
especially in Regions IV and targeted areas. - National willlD prot~

V. endangered species.
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Annex A
Page 2 of2

NARRATIVE ACHIEVEMENT" MEASURES VERlnCATION ASSUMFI10NS

OUTPUTS:
I. Community-level Communities making own decisions. Site inspections. ZT reports. ROC Community consensus maintained.
resource flI.anagement By-laws covering revenue USC5. reports.
capacity institutionalized. Land-use plans.

2. Strengthened CA. Communities represented by CA in Contractor reports. CA accepted by communities as
fundraising and government and legitimate representative.
international relations.

3. Knowledge of NRM Mass circulation pub)jcations~ ART reports and videos. Popular receptivity to the c:oncept of
increased. llUstainable utilization.

4. Education and outreach Specialized technical publications. ACTION, CASS, WWF reports and ACTION, CASS & WWF continue: to
expanded. videos. produce high quality materials.

S. Policy analyses complete:. Studies sufficient to support AID decision re continuation or CPSP can be modified.
continuation or change in Strate:gic change:.
Objective No. I.

6. Networking and Periodic meetings of CCO and its CA reports. CCO member reports. Inter-<lrganizatic- ,] conDitt does not
communications systems in c:ommittccs. CCO members' undennine the: netwodcin~ process.
place. c:ollaboration in field activities and

publications.

INPUTS: Amounts:

Two Community Funds S 6,000,000 - USAID Con~roller records - Grantee in compniance with
Tedmical Assistance 6,000,000 - Contractor reports Agreement
Training 2,255,000 - Audits - Funds available
Commodities 2,175,000
OperalionslOvc:rbc:ad 3,79D,OOO
Audit 80,000
Evaluation 200,000

S 20.500,000

.....--~
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.',
28 September 1994

Mr. Peter Benedict
Director
USAID/Zimbabwe
1 Pascoe Avenue
Belgrr.avia
8ARARI

.AHHEXB
...,...... " . Pase ,1 of 2

MlNlSl'RY OF FINANCE
M..''''''" IaUdIq
.... IIDduI A......
~

Dear Hr. Benedict

RB: IIM'URAL RBSOURCBS MAl!MRMBU PROJBCT; ZIHBABWR/YSAID

The Government of Zimbabwe, in accordance with its policy to
protGct, maintain and better utilize and develop its indigenous
natural resources, seeks to expand support for communities
i.mplementing natural resources management activities under the
Communal Areas Management Programme for Indigenous Resources
(CAMPFIRB). '

The Natural Resources Management Project, Which operates under the
auspices of the Ministry of Bnvironment and Tourism, has since 1989
been involved ~D the following:

1. Community-based natural ~esources management activities;
2. Conservation education, institution-building and training;
3. Applied research in the area of natural resources management;

and,
4. Public information and regional communications in the area of

natural resources management.

During the pilot phase of tbe project, support was provided for
target areas in Matabeleland Horth Province. It is intended that
under the second phase of the project, support will be extended on
a national-level to all Appropriate Authorities under the CAMPFIRE
Programme.

For the successful implementation of this project amendment, it is
anticipated that USAID will provide YS$20.5 million. The CAMPFIRE
Programme will contribute an additional US,•• 0 million as its
counterpart contribution. .

The purpose of this letter is, therefore, .to officially seek your
consideration to provide the required financial assistance.
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Attached please find the documents relating to the project.

I look forward to your usual and unfailing su~port.

Yours sincerely

()\~~
O. Hatshalaga
for: SHIlOH SBCRHTABY paR FINANCB

OH/mpk

r
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Annex C Do

VSAID/ZIMBABWE SEMI~ANNUAL PORTFOLIO REPORT: APRIL I. 1993 <= MARCH 31. 19tM

CUMULATIVE TO DATE
(USS (00)

CUMULATIVE OBLIGAnONS: 7.600
ACCRUED EXPENDITURES: 4.601
EARMARKS: 6.19?
CUMULATIVE COMMITMENTS: 5,591
PIPELINE UNDISBURSED: 2.998

ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION

COUNTRY:
PROlliCT TITLE:
PROJEcr NUMBER:
DATE OF REPORT:
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY:

_ENCY ~PONSmlUTY:

~..EMEN11Nr.i AGENCY:
_J:l'lCY RESPONSIBILITY:

~PLEMENTING AGENCY:

AGENCY RESPONSIBILITY:

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY:
AGENCY RESPONSIBILITY:

MAJOR CONTRA!.iORS:
HOST COUNTRY AGENCY:

01lIER DONORS:

lNCIPAL COUNTERPART:

PROJECT ADMINISTRATOR:
AID!£ BACK...qOP OFFICER:
AIDIW BACKSTOP OFFICER:

Zimbabwe
Natural Re.'i6Urccs Management Project (NRMp)
690-0251.13
I MAY 1994
Department of National Parts and Wildmt~

Management (DNPWLM)
Wikfiife Conservation. Wildlifli: Translocation,
Vegetation Monitoring. Luge Mi!mmal Monitoring
and Protection. Community TraininglExtensi.1n and
Interpretation, and Land-Use Planning.
Zimbabwe Trust (ZIMTRUST)
Implementation ofConununity-based Activities. Small
Enterprise Development. Management Tnini"i. and
Conservation Educ:.ation.
Centre for Applied Socia. Sciencea (CASS).
Univc:rsity of Zimbabwe
Conection of Baseline Soc~mic data, In-depth
Longitudinal Community Studies, High-level
professioral training. and ConsultltiveJTeclIn:s:a1
Inputs.
USAIDlZimbabwe
Project Logistical suppan, Management Overview.
and Rcaional Communication.
None
Ministry of Finance. (MOF) and Ministry or
Environment and Tourism
Multiple. including US Department of Defense and
US Fish and Wildlife Se,.,ice
Mr. O. Matshalap (MFEPD), Mr. George Pangeti
(DNTWI.M), Mr. R-ab Monro (ZIMTRU~'T) lind
Prof. MarshaD W. Murphree (CASS)
Charles Cutshall, NRMIPA
Roben Armstrong. GDO
Tony Pryor, AFRIARTSIFARA (NaNnll Resources.
NR Policy. BioJogk:a1 Diversity)

•

n. ANANCIAL DATA

•DATE OF AUTHORIZAnON:
AUTUQ;-{IZED LOP ($OOO)~

~ATE OF INITIAL
OBLIGATION:
PACD (ORIGINAL):
PACD (AMENDED, 8/19192)

31 AUG 89
USS7.600

31 AUG 89. II JAN 90 (AMENDMENT I)
31 AUG 95
31 AUG 97

DATE OF LAST EVALUATION
M.JDIOR AUDIT: Mid-Tl:rm Evaluation (December, 1993), CASS NFA

(April. l~A. on-going)
DATE OF NEXT EVA~UATION

ANDIOR AUDIT: ZIMTRUST Recipient Audit (June, 1994)
WAIVERS PROCESSED DURING
REPORTING PERIOD: None
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PERFORMANCE INfORMATION revcnucs from wildlifc. and increased awareness of the \Ialue of wildlife- (I994:16).

C. PROJECIOUTPUTS
MAJOR LOGFBAME OUTPUT TARGETS

OUTPUT STATUS

During thi.o; reponing period. the following wildlife management capacity-building activities
were completed:

I. Enhanced communily-bascd resourcc utilization IS cvidenced I:y~r trained communities;
improved infrastructure; improved resource management; institution buitding: establishment
of viable wildlife management schemes and community development: and eslllbli.~hing or
strengthening local NOOs. districl or community-level i1IIStitutions capable of planning and
administering their own sustamable wildlife manalement programs.

I. Proc~dural functioning of ward CAMPFIRE ~",iUees and CCWs
2. Qualily of committee leadership
3. Panicipation of Ward residents
4. Committee inlenlction with support agencieli and deveklpment institutions
S. Development of NRM plans
6. Implementation of NRM llctivities

Training ","orltshops were held in III projeclarel 'producer Wards'. Subjects covered
includtd:

Business skills
Leadership stills
CAMPFIRE management
Conflict re.wlut;on
Conservation e<lucation
Budgeting. A«ountinglBootkeeping
Project planning. implementation, monitorin.and evaluation

The complcment of 32. projeet-tIaincd. Coralmunit)r CAMPFIRE Workers (CCWS),
deployed throughout \he Project area. was l\ugoc:r,ted by thc addition of 7 PAC repol1crs
in Tshololo;ho. and 6 PAC scoulS in Binga.
ZIMTRUST continues to monitor impact of ~lIlninlna activities through the Process
Oriented Monitoring System (POMS). nall are bcin,g analyzed; two repoilS have been
produced ellllmining:

•

•

•

A! ooled on Pllc one. 21mbibwe Trust (ZIMTRUSn b responsible for implemenliJ)a the
community development component of this !,roject. ZIMTIlUST's orienwioo IOward
developing community-based resource utilization. - one of -institution building-·i.e•• building
a representative and participalOry local-level nw~gement capacity which is c:apable of
planning, implementing. monilOrmg and evaluating its resource mal1lgemenl activities.
Although infrastructural developmenlS rcc:eived a good deal ofattention during the early stages
of the Project, it was recognized that these interventions would !lave :lO Iong·luting impact
unless the communities involved were ready and tecbnically able to accept responsiftility for
such installalions.

• I re-awakened appreciation or wildlife
• poaching eliminated or drastically reduced

few~-r complaints of problem animals
the emergence of local environmentall112nagement SUUClUres
improved environmenr.tl COltscrvalion practices
the use or wildlife for foed H\.'urlty in times or dJ'OUlbt
the local initiation of Iand-use planning
an increase in household revenues
community·funded local development for schools. clinic.~. grinding mills and other
community infrastructure- (Murphree. 1993:S).

In summing up the project's progress IOward meeting end~f-project statuses, Professor
Murphree argtICS that. - ...where the programme hu been implemented in communities o~er

period long enough for us to make intormed judgments the following resullS are discernable:

According 10 a recent institutional al1llysis of the: NRMP. -The poce...(of
implemenblion)...has been slow and uneven with many sdbacb...but the mood of the project
is more positive than it was a year Igo...due. in part. 10 the commitment. talent and tenacity
orlhe Project implemcntors and participants- (King. 1993). This analysis concludesby noting
that: -ne Projcc:t bas settled in a:xI gZined widespread acceptance; participanlS have
embm:ed criticism. learned and changed: adaptability and the willingness to incur scars
through risk-laking. experimentation and innovation have been critical 10 the robu.~Ines.~.

sustainability and progress o.the proFct' (King, 1993).

Finally• looking to the future. the project's mid-term cvlfu.o.tion sta!~ thai. -the acrual amount
~f continued progress over the ~1Cllt tcn years i.. conjecturaJ.•.(but)...it would certainly be
NfiPropriate to ellpect ndical improvement- (1994:16). Rather. the evaluation conciu(~...
••••we should ellpect conlinued declines in the poaching of some animal species. increased

Summary - The Projcc:t·. implementing partnen, workina throulh an informal management
lIClWork wlJicb relict upon profesaionalfleCbnical personnel stationed in the project area, have
sua:eedcd in increasing public awareness of conservation issues, aiding community
development projcc:ls throudJ wildlife revenues. proJecting endangered and threa~ncd large
mammal populations. and i1_'~ing household incomes Ihrough distribution ofwildlife-based
revenues.

The project purpose is 10 (i) demonstrate. through practical cllamples,thc tcc:hnical, SO(;ial,
economic and ecological viability of community-based natural resources management for
mcreasi:1g household and community incomes: and. (ii) improve. through training. eduClltion.
profcetion. communication, Ind tcc:bnology transfer. Zimbabwc's national Ind Iocal·level
c:ap.~itics 10 sustainably develop, manage and uhlizc indigenous natural rcsources.

B. PROGRESS TOWARD MEETING EOPS

A. PROJECT PURPOSE
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1be following infrastrutlural developments were completed durina Ihe reponing period:

The following Community Development activities speciflCllly involving Women were
IChjeyed durinllbe reporting period:

The following Institutional Development ·planning· activities were achieved durlg thereponing period:
• Binaa. Bulilima-Mangwe and Hwange Ward Wildlife Committee represenrative$ havebeen actively involved in negotiating contracts with Safari Operators.
• Tsholotsho - established a wildlife "buffer zone- between HWinge National ~rk andadjzccnt wards.
• Hwange - applied for leasehold rights to Srateland V, which, if 5UtCCSSful, willsubmntially increase hunting revenues.

•
•

•
•

Bulilirm-Mangwe - 4 boreholes established in the Maitengwe -wilderness area-.
Tsholotsho· SOleM trace line for solu fence cleared using District funds. EIA repon.aulhored by I. Bond and R. Hoare. on Ihe proposed fence concluded ·110 major po~itiveimpacts requiring mitigation-.
~ - 24KM of propoJed 65KM hunting tracks completed.
Binga - ConstructionofBkds4 a.1d 5 of the Tyuunga fence, consistingof rolar-pov.-eredenclosures 10 protect f~lds and granaries from marauding elephants, in progress. The
District Council h2s contn"buted Z$70.000.00 (or approximately 10% of Ihe toral costs)
to this fencing project.

2.

1991. In 1993, eleven (II) Wards, comprised of "9 VIDCOs conscituted byapproximately 37,000 individuals received a total of7..$S3S.000,...."1l wildlife revenues.Since Ihe project's inception wildlife producer ward.1 in Binga have received allocationsamounting to Z$I.SIS.29S.00 The Project Manager for Binga Districc repons thac.'Wards continue to invest their revenues in community developmentor income-gen:::ratingprojects (e.g., grinding mills), usually providing fullding for schools-.

Adequate planning Ind applied research suppan charocterized by soc:io-ecooomic datacollection and analysis relevant to project implementUion, monitoring and evaluation,identiflCllion of environmentally, economically, socially and culturally sensitive factors andIhcir effetlS on resource use; high level professional-level training; publications regarding thedynamics of coillmuniry-based resource managcment in Ihe project area; baseline lOtioeconomic household surveys conducted at the beginning ~lnd the end of !he project. in-deplhlongitudinal studies, panicipation in regional seminars lind conferences. and provision ofadVisory services.

OUTPUT STATUS

1991-92 Baseline household soc:io-etonomic:dara being useiJ in three current researclI projects:I. -Mopane Wonns- Production and Markets- (Pauline Hobane)
2. °New Settlement, New Prot-'~ms- (Vietor Dzin;~irai)
3. -The allocatio" of grazing rights in muJti.sJ»cies production conlexts- (Elias

Madzudzo)

In-Depth Studies, responding to projecl implementation ~1mands, are being conducted.

CASS NRM Project personnel panicipated in a variety of professional meetings.
• Or. Ilasier attended the annual meeting oi~e Zimbab'l'Ie Association of Tour and Safari

Operators (ZATSO) in BUlawayo in December, !993.
• Profes.q)r Murphree repre.~nted CASS and dte NlllM Project at the WCN WortdCOnlJre5S. held in Buenos Aire.,. during l;nvlry 1994. Other project actors woo attended

this meeting included Mr. Rob Monr·: (ZIMTRUST) ,.nd Dr. Ndultu <DNPWLM).
• Profes.~r Hawkes altenOCoi the lJSAID NRM worlt5J»p which WI5 held in the Gambia

(January, 1994). Other project actors who attended 'this workshop included Ms. Liz

• . A. regional workshop on Gender Analysis "as held in the Bulalima-M.n~weDistrict, and
drew participants from ;mplementing organizations (CASS, ZtMTRUST and DNPWLM)
II well .. proj«t area re.idenU.

The genention of safari/hunling in:ome within the Projea area continues to increase.

Bulilima-Mangwe Distric:t reports wildlife income of ZS 613,150 since 1990. 1992revenues&mOuncmg10 $144.666 were distn"buted Co the seven (7) Projecc-area ·wildlifeproducer- Wards \~_e., Madlumbudzi, Gala. Ndolowane, Bambadzi, Huwana. Hingwe
and Matulela). These Wards are comprised of 40 vmcos, containing 4.000
Households constituted by approximately 30,000 individual beneficiaries. 1993 revenueshave not as yet been distributed, but ZlMTRUST's area manager anticipate! that $97,SOO
will be distributed in May, 1994.
TmalotslJo District reporu cxmccssion and trophy fees of Z$2,41I,872 since 1990. Of
lh2t, ZSI,I%.699 has been allocated to seven (7) producer-Wards, comprised of 42
VIDCOS c:onstit\.~ by approximately 30,000 resident benefICiaries.
Hwange District reports wildlife income ofZS189,4'1 since 1990. While safari hunting
amtinues 10 be Ihe predominant income source, tourism concessions now contribute
$10.000 in zlnnual revenues.
Binga District reports wildlife income ofZS2,933,831llince 1990. while 1993 revenues
atone amounted ZSI.340.I22.00. As in die other Districts, consumptive UfiC continues
10 c:ontribule the majority of Binga's reve~. However, it is noteworthy that non
con.~ntp(jye/tourist revenues in the amGUnt of Z$I28.S64.00 have been generated sinc:e

•

•

•

Research fellow, Elias Madmdzo, reblmed from shon-tcrm traininl at Univcrsity of
Vermont, and is continuing his doctoral research on institutional issues in communitybased natural resources manalement. He hu coMucted -special topics- research on:labour migration In Bulilima-Mangwe Ll~tric:I; crop damage and its relation to the
distribution ofwildlife revenues; and,lhe shifting paltclm of gt"..::ing land use in semi-arid
~zo~. .
CASS NRM Project research fellow, Mr. V. Dzinnirai, continues to investiple the
impact of in-migration, and migrant settlements in tOO Binga District.
CASS NRM Pm.Fct research fellow. Dr. Richard Hasler. continues to investigate the
~nomic potential for non-consumprive wildlife utillzatior. :n !he Hwanae ..-..4 BingaDistricts. To date, his research has yielded one public::uion. -Political EcololiesofScaleand the Multi-tiered Co-Management ofZimbabwean Wildlife Resources-. while severaldraft documents are being reviewed for publication.
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Rihoy (ZIMTRUST). Mr. Moses ChOlo (DNPWU,f), Mr. Alellius Chiyasa (llwange
Dislricl Council). ar.d Dr. C. CulShall (NRM Proj.=ct Ollker).
Professor Hawk~ and Mr. Dzingirai anmded the Binga Districl Land Use Planning
Wortshop. held 28 Febru:uy 10 4 March, 1994.

•
in slorage. I

Flephanl hides, on the o!her hand, have been prescrved and !IOld for commercial usc.
The sale of hides, however. generales only on !en!h of the income which used 10 be
generaled from :.';~ nle of ivory.

Advisory services. a.1<I a number of Monitoring and Evaluation studies were also completed
during the reporting period.

Succ:essful conservation of the resource base as evidencedby improved elephant managemenl:
reJUlar habitat and vegetation monitoring: improved survey and monitoring tedmiques; full
and errlCient utilization of wildlife products; restocking of adjacent rJral lands; negligible
elephant mortality due to poaching: continued protection of endangered species in the project
area.

Wildlife protection operated fairly effectively during the rcp;:lnilll period.

Wildlife translocation activities commencing in April, 1994 have received eltten.'live
commodity and logi.~tics S".:!'POri.

Projecl funds have t>ecn used to proc:ure esncntial equipment (e.g.. daning IUM,
tranquilizers. refrigeration units) for the Depll'lment's Translocation Unit, located at
Umtshibi Camp in Uwange National Park. Funds hive also been commilted to rebuild
capture vehicles, and equip them with essential fltlings (e.g., winches, hydraulic lifts. and
portable containers). Finally, to e.lsure !hat capture operations are maximally effective
in locating and a""t,nbling animals, the project hiS earmarked funds to be used 10 procure
a light-weight two-man helicopler.
During April, 250 itnpala were captured in Hwange National Park and translocated to the
neighbouring Hwange communal lands.
A second phase of capturcJtransloation ~ scheduled 10 commence in June, 1994.

Actual elephant poaching incidents conlinue to be infrequent. Hwange National Park, for
elllmp~, reports only 8 poached elep~,"ts during this peOOd. Rhino poaching. on the
other hand, continues de.~pite increased pal~l!. dIe establishment of inlensive pro'...:ction
7.oncs, and the de-homing of all mino in these zones. A IOtaI of S rhino were reported
"poached" during this period.
Detection of poaching activities increased followmll the injection ofNRM Project fimdinl
to supron vehicle and ground patrols. and duringlhis period J3 incursions were detected.
Actual contacts with poachers were limited to three. but these contacts resulted in 4
cartures. J kills. and the recovery of J weapons. IS3 rounds oi !mmunition, and 13
elept.:-nl tusks.

$

•

•

•

•

..

CASS research consullant, Professor Hawkes. and research fellow, Viclor Dzingirai,
investigated new settlements loated ncar Lusulu itl the Binga Dislrict, and rresented a
report of their fmdings 10 the District Council, as well as collaborating NRMP
impJementof5.
Mr. Dzingirai also produced a report covering the training programme wbich DNPWLM
conducted for Game SCouts in the Project area.
Dr. Hasler, at the request of Zimbabwe Trust. eumincd the social soulY.fness of pl.ns
to erect an elcdrifJed fence along the border between Hwange District ....:! the Silcumi
Forest.
Al the request of project irnpJementors and the Tsbolotsho District Council, Mr.
Madzudzo investigated issues pertaining 10 the resculement of the Koradziba and
Solobhoni COtJ1I11'lJnilies.
CASS allO commil5ioned a private consultant. Dr. Leslie King. to investigate the "lnter
Organizational Aspects of NRMP". The draft report of her investigation was used
extensively by evaluators during their mid-tenn review of the project, and this repon will
fonn the basis of the in.~tional analyses required for a project amendment.

•

•

•
•

•

OUTPUT STATUS

Animal anc! vegetation surveys were completed during lite reponing period.
• An aerial survey ofelephants and other large mammals in the project area was completed

in November. 1993. Analy"is shows 36,000 elephants in the greater Hwange Park area.
Vezetation surveys demonstrate continuing degradation of habitat, lJ1d suggest need for
cropping and/or translocation of elephants.

• DNPWLM research ecologists. Ms. Beatrice Chitonyn.-a and Mr. Edison Chidziya
received additional tninin& in GIS use in February. 1994.

• The Department's GIS Unit produced the "Hwlnge Woody Vegetalion Survey Repon"
in Mardi, 1994.

WiJdJif: products arc beinl controlled and used effick.'!Iy.
• 1be Ivory ReportfTracling form. established in I~JO, flu continued 10 be succclllful in

identifying the source of most PAC ivory (i.e•• Ihe tusts from elepblnts shot IS "problem
anwls") emanating from the producer-Wards within the projca area. Unfonunately,
restrictions on the sale of ivory have meant that most (If 2he ivory collected ha.~ to be Ice~

4. Conservation. education and training thaI ~ cbaractedzed by the integration of conservation
education into elistina school curricula: traininJ of conservltion cduc:ation trainers:
strengthe'ling of the Interprciation ami Training units l)f DNPWLM: production ofeducation
materials on conservation; village and distric:t-ievei workshops,jQ community-based resource
utilization; and presentation of infonnation to the general public.

OUTPUT STATUS

The following Environmental Educational activities were completed during the reponing
period.
• A. new Environmenlll Education syllabus for II'rimary Schools wu developed and

forwarded 10 Ministry of Edua ·'on.
• A "draft- .uide for teachers teachini EnvironmeJllI1 Education wu developed.
• A "dnft" pmpnul for Ie.china wildlife ma"ASemllnlln secondary schools was prooJuced

and forwarded 10 the Ministry of Education for C4)nsideniion.
• Second "CAMPARE- edition of A.CTJG~magaZlinc was publisfled in March 1994.
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The follawina Wildlife r. "Alement Iwarenes:io-buildina activities were completed durin3 the
reponing period.
• DNPWLM conducted a two-month training course for 3Z Community CAMPFIRE

workers in June-July. 1993.

seven implementing partners in the CAMPFIRE Collahoralive Group (CeG). isolates -the project·
from the natural evolutionary processes and cross fertilization which come naturally from joint
CilntaclS.

The following activities were planned to strengthen the TEl Branch:
• Project funds were recently eannarked to procure desktop pUblishing hardware and

software so lhat TEl personnel will have malerials (i.e., fact sheel'i) to diSlribute when
the visit primary and secondary schools in the project area.

PRINCIPAL IMPLEMENTAnON PROBLEMSIISSUES

OIECT ADMINISTRATION (General)

..

STEPS TAKEN TO RESOLVE: Project implementors requested that the aJrrentlimitations of the
1989 NRM Project design be examined within the context of the m:d-lerm evaluation.

The evaluation concluded thlt ~ continued geographical focus. and a restriction on providing
suppon to other CCG organizations (e.g., the CAMPFIRE Association, WWf, ART and
MLGRUD) would i50late the project area from the remtinder of !he CAMPFIRE movement.
Following upon the conclusion thlt future USAlD suppan be recast to address CAMPFIRE on a
national basis. a Phase n Design workshop was held in MaltCb, 1994, which invoi"..4 all key CCG
m~r.ibers.

OBLEMJI5SUE: The Project Implemenlation Committee (pIC). as currentl-j constituted. docs
ppear to be managing, or even ..oordinating, the activities of the implementing (Iannen;.

__rdinl to the evaluation repon:

AD overaU impression gained from discussions with members of all three implementing
pal1J1er5 is that the NWP bas never enjoyed that level of formal collaboration needed to
fuhion an effective l1'li1 effICient implemenlation team· one which is able to identify problems
and sugge<;a remed~. The reason for this Siems from the faet lhat a management approach
was neveI' worted out and set up in the first place: and the three partners have, perforce.
operaled on an informal basis (1994:25·26)

PS TAKEN TO RESOLVE: Discussions have been held with implementing agency heads on
oubjeds of adership, coordination. and decision-mating responsibilities. Moreover, the topic
IOject management was highlighled in a recent project design workshop and it was concluded

The strength of the programme...has been die 'coalition ofSU)v,:C:1 programme.o;·...(and)...this
element ofautonomy and institutional rocus should not be superseded by any fom: ofumbrella
management structure.

B,eCOMMENPEPACTION: followin, upon the rewmmendationsofthe NRM i'roject Planning
Worbhop. -Manalement by Coordination- mould be adopIed al ihc guiding principle behind
~ pro;:ramme and project managerneh~- The CAMPFIRE Association, and not National
Pub, bas been identifJCd u the appropriale organization to facililate the coordinalion of
proJramme planning and management functions, especially C!te organization of periodic: joint
planning and implemen~tion work~. In Phase 0 of the NRMP, USAID should assist the
CAMPFIRE Association in developing the capacity to facilitate inleractive planning/implementation
proc:esses.

CTDESIGN

OBLEMIISSUE: The pilot mode 01" USAlD's sUpport for four Districts within a nalir.nal
....PARE Proarammc consisting of 22 Districts, and the limitJtion of support to three out of

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Phase n Design analyses must inv~gatc the IeChnic:aI, social,
economic/financial. ecological. and im.tibltioMI soundness of expanding USAlD's suppon beyond
the current piloi project area.

COMMUNITY·BASED WILDLIFE UTP_i.:AnON
Provision of Financial Support for Infrastn!Ctural Activities

3. PROBLEMIISSUE: To date a number of infrastructural projects have been~en in the
project area. Ac:cording to the mid-term evalualion repon, these activities were - ...poorly
conceived and evaluated during the course of Project desilll.•.(and, in some cases)...their tlIrrent
implementation has avoided safeguard procedures- EIA. engineering revie.... economicassessment·
e5scntial to ensure their technical and fmancial sustainabillty- (1994:27-28).

STEPS TAKEN TO BESOLVE: Project Manager review,ed an proposed/planned infrastnK:tural
activities to delermine which ones were latting -safeguard'procedurcs-; recommended that funcll.:
be withheld from those activities where adequate procedures were Jacking: and, forwarded to
ZrMTRUST, for onward transmission to project area District Councils, USAID's environmental
aS5C.'i5ment guidelines for activities involving -critical wildlife habitat-, waler development, and/or
re-settlement. .

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Phase n desian analyJefl should include: 1) • retrospective
aUdit/lnaly.it of project-funded infraltrue;tural projectl; 2) an analysis of proposed infnstrue:t1lral
project.~: and. 3) future graDtigreemenlS abould clearly specify those sleps to be followed to ensure
the tee:hnical, ~ial, economic and ecological soundness of infrastnlCtural activities to be fimded
by USAID.

CONSERVATION OF THE; IffiSOURCE BASE
General

4. PROBLEMIISSUE: DNPWLM contintK ," upeneillC.l difflCUltie:I in meeting project
respon.'iihililiu. Personnel and financial Iimiuc> I cORtiQilc (0 be • key problem.

STEPS TAKEN TO RESOLY;;: USAID -areed to fund a number of recurrent cost items (e.I.,
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vel and suh~i..tence allnwances. as well as fuel ror DNPWLM vehicles and aircraR). and funds
ve heen earmarted 10 hire sbon·term project research con...ulllnt5 and an administrative onker.

-OMMENDED ACTION: To ..chieve the Projccfs objectives under the first phase of this
. USAID must continue to be nCllihlc in its appfOicb to resolving DNPWLM financial ilnd
~i woes. The GOZ must, however, be encouraged 10 honour its contribution agreements

mci iO demonstrate its commitment to a national policy of resource conservation. Government
ibould be encouraged 10 accept World Bank recommendations that DNPWLM move to a paraslalal
'r auihority Slatus. USAID should sU(lpon those recommendations, and future suppon for ·line·

nmental activities should only be considered where Government demonstrates similar interest.
_ . rwise, suppon for DNPWLM should be restricted 10 those activities which contrihute directly
lhe developmenl of CAMPFIRE initiatives outside of the National Parks estatc.

MAJOR ACCOMPUSHMENTS DURING THE REPORTING PERIOD

OTE: Section C ·Outputs- repon the major accomplishmentsathieved hy Project Implemenlors
., DNPWLM, ZIMTRUST, and CASSo This seclion repons major Prnject Management

accomplishments.)

PLANNED: To bridgc the management gap left by the departure ofZIMTRUST counlcrpan. Mr.
lulian Sturgeon, Project OffICer was seeking to establish a closer reponing relationship with the
ZIMTRUST field ofnce in Bulawayo.

IAL: Project Officer succeeded in developing I reponing relatinnship with Bulawayo offlCc
cr, Mr. LesehoManala. Unfortunately, Mr. Manala was relieved ofhis duties in November,
Since that tme, Mr. Marto Ngwenya has been acting as BUlawayo OffICe Manager. The

• : OffICer has visited the HUlawayo OffICe three times since Mr. Manala left, and on each
occasion has held frank and open discussions with Mr. Ngwenya and the four Di;;trict Areas
Managers•. on subjects such as environmental assessment requirements. the future of USAID's
suppon for CAMPFIRE, ele.

PLANNED:ZIMTRUST and CASS gnnts were to be arricndcd to I.) add additional funds; and
2.) extend the time period for completion of project laSks under the current -Phase I" time frame.

~CTUAL: ZIMTRUST gnnt amended to add funds in October, 1993. CASS and ZIMTRUST
:nnts both amended in April, 1994 to extend grant time period to August 31, 1995.

PLANNED: Coordinatc mid-term evaluation of NRM (Zimbabwe) Project.

ACTUAL: Evaluation designed during mid·I993 and carried out in December 1993. Comments
requested from projecl implcmenlors and fmal evaluation repon received in March 1994.

PLANNED: Coordinate and hold semi-annual Project Implementation Commiuec meetings.

ACTUAL: Me:tings held in September 1993 and May 1994.

PLANNED: DcYelop action plan for ellpandin~ bilatenl support for Zimbabwe's NRM Project

activities. .
ACTUAL: Project OffICer panicipated in development ofMi"Sion'li CPSP. whj.oll included Natural
Re~ources Management as a Target under Strategic Objective I-i.c., Cnbanchlg food security in
NalUral Regions IV and V. Phase n design under way, ~'itb !,lans 10 obligate bilateral funds for
NRM in July/August 1994.

6. PLANNED: Plan project site visitation for Mission personnel 10 witness community dcci..ion
making "in actinn-.

ACTUAL: Site visitatinns discussed with Project implementors.

7. PLANNED: Meet counterpandonor NRM OffICers (e.g., GDA, CIDA, NORAD, GTZ, NUFFlC)
to invesligate areas mutual interest, and explore potential tIor joint funding of NRM activities.

ACTUAL: Project OfrJcer has met with CIDA, GTZ. Dutch, ODA, and EC counterran.o; to

di~u~.. Ireas or mutual interest In thc NRM sec~r. Latest meeting hu resulred in the propo~lto

estahlish In NRM ·Working Gmup·, which will meet around specifIC IOpics. The June meeting
or the working group will focus on ·CAMPARE and Sustainable Resource Utilization·.

8. PLANNED: Eumine technical review process (or approving project-funded infra-structural
rrojects (e.il., dams, horeholcs, roads and bridges, etc).

ACTUAL: Processes reviewed in relalinn 10 AID Issessnaenl requirements, and laps identified.
AID requirements discu~ with Project implementors, lilld technical ISSCSSments now included
as a routine component in the design of infrastructural activities.

F. IMPORTANT ACTIONS OVER THE NEXT REPORTING PERIOD. TIME FRAME AND
ACTION AGENT

(NOTE: Each implemenling agency hiS submitted ~ork plans for the nellt reponing ~riod. These
wort plan... identify important actinns which will contribute to ach~ving r,~..jor log fran:c outputs.
Thc important ..ctions Ii...ted below rercr specifICally 10 pmject management.)

1. ACTIVITY: Conclude design of billteni NRM ·PtIlSC U- Project and obligate FY94 funds.

RESPONsmLE OFFlCER(S·· Project OfflCcr, General Df:velopment OffICer, Project Design
OffICer. Technical Analysts, Missinn Director.

TARGET ACHIEVEMENT: August 31, 1994.

2. ACTIVITY: Current granls 10 ZIMTRUST Ind CASS 10 ~ amended 10 "'lid Phase nIctivitics.

RESPONsmLE OFFlCER(S): Projecl OffICer, RU, and implementing agencies.

TARGET ACHIEVEMENT DATE: OCtober 1,1994.
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ACTIVITY: Draft and authorize gi&JIts for new Phase 0 implemento,rs.

RESPONSIBLE OFFICER: Project Officer. RLA. and implementing agencies.

TABGET ACJiIEVEMENT DATE: December 31. 1994.

ACTIVIIY: Initiate commodity procurements for Phase D implementors.

RESPONSIBLE OFFICER: Project OlfJCer, EXO and RCMO.

TARGET ACHIEVEMENT DATE: December 31. 1994.

AC11VITY: Visit Project Area with interested Mission personnel.

RESPONSIBLE OFFlCSR<S>: Project Officer

TARGET ACIlIEVEMENT DATE: SqIIember 1. 1993.

SlAWS Of EVAWAUON OR AUDIT RECOMMENDATIOi~ (IF APPLICABLE)

ion-Fedeal Audit of Zimbabwe Trust conducted in November. 1991. RIG Audit of Zimhabwe
rust conducted in March, 1992. All outstanding RIG audit reo.lmmendations closed by March,
~3. Bill of collection issued 10 Zimbabwe Trust.

IUS: ZlMTRUST seeking 10 include indirect cost component within gnnt budget. Overhead
it being conducted in Junc. 1994.

Mid-Tcnn Enluation Rcwmmcndations

Convene workshop to give implementors an opponunity 10 discuss their options for the future.

Status: WOii~t' held Mardi 1994.

The project's regional focus should be revised.

scatus: Pba.o;e 0 NRM activities to be funded out of Mission's bilateral OYB.

The project should adopt a IIitional focus.

StilUS: Phase n Desi,n wortlhop included III relevant CAMPFIRE implemenlOrs in Ihe
planning process.

Project activities need 10 become more demand driven.

Status: Phase II Design worbhop pmdl>::ed recommendation... for placing fundmg decision
IIIlIkin, more finnly in the hands of CAMPFIRE ·Producer Communities·.

•

<;;;:I

<::r
e. Future infrastructunl investment.. require appropriate safeguards.

Status: Technical analysis for Phase 0 to include environmental audit. and grant amendments
to vx:lude necessary AID environmental assessment requirements.

f. Project implementation com~~ needll over-hauling to become a coordinating committee
which discusses, coordimtes, approves and l.:ates l-rojcct wort.

Status: Project management discussed IS Phase D worltshop. and recommendations produced
which lmong other things. 1Jcnlify the CAMPfIRE Association, and not DNPWLM. as the
appropriate "lead" agency.

g. Financial management i~~ues, which bave heen a source of stress in the past. should. in
furure, be handled in a sensitive manner.

Statull: Project Offkc:r and Controller currently SClCking 10 conclude CASS audit, and
e...tablio;h overhead rates fr.r ZIMTRUST.

H. MISSION DIRECTOR'S ASSESSMENT

Recognizing ahat: I) the ,ilot phase of this project has been successful in demonstratinl the
IeChnical. social. economic and ecological viability of community-bascd Datural resources
management for increasing household and community incomes; and. (2) that the'\" ": .. continuing
need to suppan natunl resources manag~i mlerveniions within the contell of 5Ustainable
development in Zimbabwe; project manageint:~ is Ilcreby directed 10 amend the ::~ject. bearin,
in mind the following:

a. Phase R activities Mould suflPOn the CAMPARE lOOYement on a national. program-level.
basis;

h. Phase R aClivities ,;hould as...ist the CAMPFIRE Association in developing its capacity to
racilitate the coordination of project planning and management;

c. Mcchani..ms 10 a5SCSS the ecological/environmental, social.nd economic soundness of Phase
II activities involving infrastruetural components Pad to be established prior to the
commitment of funds for such activities;

d. Phase II suppan for CAMPARE Association members. e.~pedally District Councils, should
be channelled through an IflPmpriate finar.cial/rnanagcment ~rure: and.

t.. Phue 0 suppon for National Parks must he made r.cndltional upon GOZ acceptanceof World
Bank recommendations to re-structure the Dcpanmentto make it tinai~~~iy sc:r-sustaining.
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5C(2) - AS818TANCB CHECKLIST

Listed below are statutory criteria
applicable to the assistance resO\J·~ee8

themselves, rat~er than to the eliqibility of a
country'to reeelve assistance. This sectIon is
divided into three part.. Part A includes
criteria applicable to both Development
Assistance and Beono.ic support Fund resources.
Part B includes criteria applicab~e only to
Development Assistance resources. Part C
includes criteria applicable only to Economic
Support Funds.

CROSS REFERENCE: IS COUNTRY CHECKLIST UP TO
DATE?

,A. CRITERIA APPLICABLE TO BOTH DEVELOPMENT
ASSISTANCE AND ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUNDS

1. Bost COUDtry DevelopmeDt .ttorts
(FAA Sec. 601(a»: Information and
conclusions on whether assistance will
encourage efforts of the country to:
(a) increase the flow at international
~rade; (b) foster private initiative and
competition; (c) encourage development and
use of cooperatives, credit unions, and
savings and loan associations;
Cd) ,discourage monopolistic practices; (e)
i.prove technical efficienCY'ot industry,
agriCUlture, and commerce; and (l)
strenqthen free labor unions.

2. U.8. Private Trade and IDve.tm8Dt
(FAA Sec. 60~, CD) ) : Information and
conclusions Oi~ how assistance will
encourage u.s. private trade a~d

investment abroad and encouraqe private
u.S. participation in foreign assistance
proq~a~s (inclUding use ot private trade
channels and the services ot u.S. private
enterprise).

The Country Checklist
vas filed with the first
PP of the fiscal year:
Project Ro. 613-0230.
ZiJlbabve Pamily Planning.

- This Assistance viII
increase the export of
wildlife products; tou
rim- in Zt.babwei the
private development of
wildlife; and the growth
of communal organizations.

u.S. sources will provide
TA. training, and m.mage
llent services.

(
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YES

RIA

YES. IN ADDITION. A
COHDlnOH PRECEDENT WILL
ENSURE THAT SPECIFIC
PLAHS FOil EACH CONSTRUC
TION ACTIVITY ARE IN
PLACE BEFORE DISBURSEMENT.

- 2 -

3. COD9r•••ional ~tifio.tioD

a. Oeneral r.;ulr...nt (FY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 522; FAA Sec.
634A): If .oney i. to be obligated tor an
activity not previously justified to
~onqress, or for an alllour.t in excess of
aaount previously justified to Congress,
bas Congress bean properly notified
(unless the ~ppropriatlon8 Act
notification requirement baa been ~aived

because of substantial risk to human
health or welfare)?

b. Rotic. of De. account'
obligatioD CFY 1993 Appropriations Act
Sec. 514): If funds are being obligated
~der an appropriation account to which
they were not appro~riated, has the
Presider.t consulted with and provided a
written justification to the House and
senate Appropriationr. COamittees and has
such obliqation been ~ubject to regular
notification procedures?

c. Caab traDafera aDd RIA
:DODproject .ector ~~aiataDce eFY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 571eb)(3»: It
funds are to be made available in the fora
of cash transfer or nonproject sector
assistance, ha~ the Congressional notice
included a detai16d description of how the'
funds will be used, with a discussion of
u.s. interests to be served anel a
description of any eeono.ic policy reforms
to be promoted?

4. Inqln.eriD9 aDd Pinancial Plan.
(FAA Sec. 611(a»: Prior to an obligation
in excess of $500,000, vill there be: (a)
engineering, tinancial or other plans
necessary to carry out the assistance; and
(b) a reasonably firm entimate of the cost
to the U.s. of the assistance?

5. Leqlalative Aotion (FAA Sec.
611(a)(2»: If legislative action is
required within recipient country with RIA
respect to an obliqa'~ion in exces~ of
$500,000, what ia the) basis for a
reasonabl~ expectation that Quch action
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will be co.pleted in ti.e to permit
orderly accomplishment of the purpose ot
the assistance?

6••ater a••ource. (FAA Sec. 611(b);
FY 199~ Appr~priation8 Act S.c. 501): If
projec~ is for water or water-related land
resource construction, have benefits and
costs been computed to the extent .
practicable in accordance with the
principle., standards, an4 procedures
established pursuant to the Water
Resources Planning Act (42 U.S.C. 1962, §t
~.)? (See A.I.D. Handbook 3 for
guidelines. )

RIA

Y1!S

7. ~.h Transfer aDd Sector
As.iataDce (rY 1993 Appropriations Act
Sec. 571(b»: Will ~~sh transfer or RIA
nonproject secto~ assistance be maintained
in a separate account and not commingled
with other tunds (unless ~uch requirements
are waived by Congressional notic.-for
nonproject sector assistanc~l?

8. capital A.si.taDce (FAA Sec.
611(e»: If project is capital assistance
(~, construction), and total u.s.
assistance tor it will exceed $1 million,
has Mission Director certified and
Regional Assistant Adainistrator taken
into consideration the country's
capability to Daintain and utilize the
project effectively?

9. MUltiple Country Objectiv•• (FAA
Sec. 601(a»: Information and conclusions
on whether projects will encourage efforts
of the country to: Ca) increase the flow
of intGrnational trade; (b) foster private
initiative and competition; (c) encourage
development and use of cooperatives,
credit unions, and savings and loan
associations; Cd) discourage monopolistic
practices; (e) improve technical
efficiency of industry, agricUlture and
COMmerce; and ef) strengthen free labo~

unions.

SEE PAGE 1. QUESTION
1 AllOVE.

"



10. 0••• 'rivat. 'r&d. (FAA Sec.
601(b»: Information and conclusions on
hov project vill encourage U.S. private
trade an4 investment abroad and encouraqe
private U.S. participatian in foreign
assistance program. (includinq use of .
private trade channel. and the services of
u.s. private enterprise).

11. Local currencie.

a. Reoipient contribution.
(FAA Secs. 612(b), 636(h»: Describe
steps taken to assure that, to the maximua
extent possible, the country is
contributing local currencies to meet the
cost'of contractual and other services,
and foreign currencies owned by the U.S.
are utilized in lieu of dollars.

b. U.8.-ovne4 curreDcy (FAA
Sec. 612(d»: Does the U.S. own excess
foreign currency of the country and, if
so, what arrangements havG been made for
its release?

c. Separate ~CCOUDt (FY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 571)~ It
assistance is furnished to a foreign
government under arrafiicments which result
in the generation of local -'~!"rencies:

(1) Has A.I.6. (a)
required that local currencies be
deposited in a separate account
established by the recipient government,
(b) entered into an agreement with that
government providing the amount of local
currencies to be generated and the terms
and conditions under which the currencies
so deposited may be utilized, and (c)
established by agreement the
responsibilities of A.I.D. and that
government to monitor and account for
deposit~ into and disbursements from the
separate account?

SEE PAGE I, QUY.ST DON 2
ABOVE.

OOZ COHTllIBUTIOHS ALREADY
£ICEED TOE EQUIVAL~NT OF
US$4.9 HILLIOH, AND RDC
EAltHIRG~ AVAII.ABLE FOR
UIlfVES1HENT~ EXPECTED
'10 REACH TIlE EQUIVALENT
or US$lHILLIOH ANNUALLY.

110
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(2) Willeucb local
currencies, or an equivalent a.oun~ ot
local currencies, be used ,only to carry
out the purposes Qf the DA or ESF chapter.
ot the FAA (dependinq on which chapte~ i.
the source of the assistance) or for the
administrative requirements of the United
states Government?

(3) Has A.l.D, taken all
appropriate steps to ensure that the
equivalent of local currencies disbursed
tro. the separate a~count are used for the
agreed purposes?

(4) It assistance 1.
terminated to a country, will any
unencumbered b~lances ot tunds remaininq
in a separate account be disposed of for
purposes aqreed to by the recipient
government and the united states
Government?

12. Tra4e Re.triction.

a. Surplus Commoditi.. (FY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 520(a»: It
assistance is for the production of any
commodity tor export, is the cOlDDlod1~y

likely to be in surplUS on world markets
at the time the resultinq productive
capacity becomes operative, and is such
assistance likely to cause substantial
injury to u.S. producers of the same,
similar or competing commodity?

b.' Teatiler. (LauteDberq
Amandaent) (FY 1993 Appropriations Act
Sec. 52C(C»: will the assistan~e (except
for proqrams in Caribbean Basin Initiative
countries under u.s. Tariff Schedule
"Section 807,· which allows reduced
~ariffs on articles assembled abroad from
U.S.-made components) be used directly to
procure feasibility stUdies,
prefeasibility stUdies, or project
profiles of potential investment in, or to
assist the esta~lishment of facilities
specifically desiqned for, the manufacture
for export to the Unjted states or to
third country markets ~r. airect
competition with u.S. exports, ot

BO .
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textil•• , apparel, footwear, handbaq8,
flat qoods (such as wallets or coin purse.
worn on the 'person), work gloves or
leather wearing apparel?

13. ~roploal .or••ta (rY 1991
Appropriations Act Sec. 533(C)(3)(a. NO
referenced in section 532(d) of the FY
1993 Appropriations Act): Will funds be
used for any program, project or activity
Which would Ca) res,-lt in any significant
loss of tropical forests, or (b) involve
industrial tiaber extraction ir. primary
tropical forest areas?

14. PVO A••iataac.

a. AUditing aDd re91atratioD
CrY 1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 536); If
assistance i. beinq made available to a
pva, has that organization provided upon

~ ti.ely request any document, file, or
record necessary to the aUditing
requirements of A.I.D., and is the PVO
registered with A.I~D.?

b. PundiDi souro.. cry 1993
Appropriations Act, Title II, under
heading "Private and Voluntary
Organizations"): If assistance 1s to be
made to a United states pva (other than a
cooperative development organization),
does it obtain at least 20'percent of its
total annual funding for international
activities from sources other than the
United states Government?

•

15. pr~jeet Agreement Documentation
~state Authorization Sec. 139 (as
~nt~rpreted by conference report): Has
':onfirmation of the date of signinq of the
project agreement, includinq the amount
involved, been cabled to state LIT and
A.I.D. LEQ within 60 days of the
agreement's entry into force with respect
to the United states, &nd h~s the fUll
text of the agreement been pouched to
those same offices? (See Handbook 3,
Appendix 66 for G9reements eQVe~ed by ~~is

provision).

WILL DO
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1'. .et~lo By.t.. (omnibus TrQde and
Competitiveness Act of 1988 Sec. 5164, as,
interpreted by conference report, amendinq
Metric Conversion Act of 1975 Sec. 2, and
a. i_plemented through A.I.D. policy):
Doe. the assistance activity US8 the
.etric .yatea of a••sure.ent in it•
procurementa, grants, and other
business-related activities, except to the
extent that such use i. impractical or Is
likely to cause significant inefficiencies
or 10.8 ot markets to united states firms?
Are bulk purchases usually to be made in
aetric, and are components, sUbassemblies,
and se.i-tab~'icateduterial. to be
specified in metric unite yhen
economically available and technically
adequate? Will A.I.D. specifications use
.etric units of measure from the earlie~t

programmatic stages, and from the earliest
documentation of the assistance processes
(for example, project papers) involving
quantifiable measur..ents (length i area,
v~lume, capacity, mas~ and weight),
through the implementation stage?

17. .o~.D!a Developm.nt efY 1993
Appropria~ionsAct, Title II, under
heading "Women in Development"): Will
assistance be designed so that the
percentage of women participants will ~
demonstrably increas~d?

IS: RegioDal aDd Multilateral
a..i.tanc. (PAA Sec. 209): Is assistance
acre efficiently and effectively provided
through regional or aultilateral
organizations? It so, vhy is assistance
not so provided? Inforaatlon and
conclusions on whether assistance will
encourage developing countries to
cooperate in regional development
programs.

19. AbortioD. (FY 1993
Appropriations Act, Title II, under
he~ding "Population, DA~· and Sec. 524):

'rIlE PROJECT FOLLOWS
ZIHB.6.BWEAR CUSTOH IN
TIm USE OF THE
HETlIC SYSTEM.

YES

MOST OF TRIS ASSISTANCE
~"'ILL B~ BEST PROVIDED

. BD.A.TERALLY; HOWEVER..
THE EDUCATION. OUTREACH
AIm CommHICATION
ACTIVITIES WILL HAVE
RE'.GIOHAL AUDIENCES AND
UFECTS.
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4. . Will assistance be aade
available to any organization or proqraD
which, aa determined by the Prosldent,
support~ or participates in the management
of a proqraa of coercive abortion or
involuntary sterilization?

b. Will any funds be used to
lobby for abortion?

20. Cooperative. (FAA Sec. Ill):
Will assistance help develop cooperatives,
especially by technical assistance, to
assist rural end urban poor to help .
themselves toward a better life?

21. 0.8.-OvDe4 ~oreiqD eurrencie.

a. O.e of curr.nci.. (FAA Sees.
612(b), 636(h); PY 1993 Appropriations Act
Sees. 507, 509): Are steps being taken to
assure that, to the maximum extent
possible, foreiqn currencies owned by the
U.S. are utilized in lieu of dollars to
meet the cost of contractual and other
services.

b. Release of currenai.. (FAA
Sec. 612(d»: Does the u.s. own excess
foreign currency of the country and, if
so, What arrangements have been aade for
its release?

22. Procurement

a. Small bu.i~a.. (FAA Sec.
602(a»: Are there arrangements to permit
U.S. saal1 busines8 to participate
equitably in the furnishing of commodities
and services financed?

b. U.8. procurement (FAA Sec.
604(a) as amende~ by section 597 of the FY
1993 Appropriations Act): Will all
procurement be trom the U.S., the
recipient country, or developing countries
exeeDt as otherwise determined in
accordance with the criteria of this
seetion?

NO.

DO

YES. INSOFAR AS
COtOOJNAi. ORcamUTIONS ARE
FORKS OF COOPERATIVES.

RIA

NO

COHPETInOH WIIJ. BE
OPEN TO SHALL BUSINESS.

I
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c. KariD. iDsuranco (FAA Sec.
604(d»: It the cooperatinq country
discriminates against aarine insurance
compani~. authorized to do busines8 in the
U.S., will commodities be insured in the
United states against aarine risk with

.. such a company?

d. _OD-U.8. agricultural
procurement (FAA Se~. 604(e»: If
non-U.S. procurement ot agricultural
cOlUlocllty or product thereot is to be
tinanced, is there provision against such
procurement when the doaestic price of
such commodity i. less than parity?
(Exception where commodity financed could
not 'reasonably be procured in U.s.)

e. COD.truc~ioD O~ engineering
••rvic•• (FAA Sec.. 604(9»: Will
construction or engineering services be
procured frail firms ot advanced developing
coun~ies which are otherwise eligible
under Code 941 and which have ~ttained a
competitive capability in international
markets in one of these areas? (Exception
tor those countries which receive direct
economic assistance under the FAA and
per-it United states firms to compete for
construction or engineering services
financed troll assistance programs of these
countries. )

t. Cargo prefereDc••hipping
(FAA Sec. 603»: Is the shipping excluded
troD compliance with the requirement in
section 901(b) of the Merchant Marine Act
of 1936, as amended, that at least
50 percent of the gross tonnage of
commodities (computed separately for dry
bulk carriers, dry cargo liners, and
tankers) financed shall be transported on
privately owned u.s. flag commercial
vessels to the extent such vessels are
available at fair and reasonable rates?

g. Technical as.istanca
(FAA Sec. 6~1(a»: It technical
assistance is financed, will such
assistance be furnished by private
enterprise on a contract basis to the
tUllest extent practicable? will the

YES

RIA

TBESE SHALL PROJECTS ARE
LnELY TO BE OF INTEREST
ONLY TO LocAL FIRMS

NO

YES
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facilities and resources ot other Pederal
agencies be utilized, wh~n they are
particularly suitable, not competitive
with private enterprise, and made
available without undue interference with
domestic programs?

b. v.a. air carriers
(International Air Transportation Pair
competitive Practices Act, 1974): If air
transportation ot persons or property is
financed on grant basis, will U.S.
carriers be used to the extent such
service is available?

i. ~.raiDatloD for cODvani4ncc
of "U.s. GovernmeDt (PY 1993 Appropriations
Act Sec. 504): If the U.S. Government is
a party to a contract for procurement,
does the contract contain a provision
authorizing termination of such contract
for the convenience of the United States?

j. CODsulting s.rvice.
(FY 1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 523): If
assistance is for consulting service
through procurement contract pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3109, are contract expenditures a
matter of public record and available for
pUblic inspection (unless otherwise
provided by law or Executive order)?

k. xetric cODveraioD
(omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of
1988, as interpreted by conference report,
amending Metric Conversion Act of 1975
Sec. 2, and as implemented through A.I.D.
policy): Does the assistance program use
the metric system of measurement i~ its
procurements, 9rants, and other
business-related activities, except to the
extent that such use is impractical or is
likely to cause significant inefficiencies
or loss of markets to united States firms?
Are bulk purchases usually to be .ade in
metric, and are components, subassemblies,
and seai-fabricated materials to be
specified in metric units when
economically available and technically
adequate? Will A.I.D. specifications use
metric units of measure from the earliest
programmatic stagea,' and fro. the earliest

YES

YES

YES

SEE PAGE 7. QUESTION
16. ABOVE.

::.
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documentation ot the assistanco processes
(for example, project papers) involving
quantifiable measurements (length, area,
volume, capacity, mass and weight),
through the implementation stage?

1. Coapetitive SeleotioD
Procedure. (FAA Sec. 601(e»: will the YES
assistance utilize competitive selection
procedures for the awarding of contracts,
except where applicable procurement rules
allow otherwise?

23. Construction

a. Capital project (FAA Sec.
601·Cd» : If capital (~, construction) NO
project, will u.s. engineering and
professional services be used?

b. Conatruction contract (FAA
Sec. 611(c»: If contracts for YES
construction are to be financed, will they
be let on a competitive basis to maximum
extent practicable?

. c. Larqe projects,
Congressional approval (FAA Sec. 620(k»:
If for construction of productive RIA
enterprise, will aggregate value of
assistance to be furnished by the u.s. not
exceed $100 million (except for productive
enterprises in Egypt that were described
in the Congressional Presentation), or
does assistance have the express approval
of Congress?

24. o.s. Audit Rigbt. (FAA Sec.
301Cd»: If fund is established solely by RIA
U.S. contributions and administered by an
international organization, does
comptroller General have audit rights?

25. Communi.t A••i.tance (FAA Sec.
620(h). Do arrangements exist to insure
that United States foreign aid is not used YES
in a manner which, contrary to the best
interests of the United States, promotes
or assists the foreign aid projects or
activities of the Communist-bloc
countries?
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26. liarootlo.

a. Casb retmbur••••Dt. (FAA
Sec. 483): Will arrangements preclude use
of financinq to make reiabursements, in
the form of cash payments, to persona
whose illicit drug crops are eradicated?

b. a••l.tamoe to ll&1"ootioa
traffickers (FAA Sec. 487): Will
arrangements take -all reasonable steps·
to preclude use of financinq to or through
individuals or entities which we know or
have reason to believe have either: (1)
been convicted of a violation of any law
or regulation of the United states or a
foreign country relating to narcotics (or
other controlled substances); or (2) been
an illicit trafficker in, or otherwise
involved in the illicit trafficking of,
any such controlled substance?

21. BzpropriatloD ab~ Lab4 Refora
(FAA Sec•. 620 (g» : Will assistance
preclude use of financing to compensate
owners for expropriated or nationalized
property, except to compensate foreign
nationals in accQrdance with a land refora
program certified by the President?

28. Polic. an4 Prison. (FAA Sec.
660): Will assistance preclude use of
financing to provide training, advice, or
any financial support for police, prisons,
or other law enforcement forces, except
for narcotics programs?

29. CIa Aotivltie. (FAA Sec. 662):
Will assistance preclude use of financing
for CIA activities?

30. Motor Vebicle. (FAA Sec.
636(i»: will assistance preclude use of
financing tor purchase, sale, lonq-term
lease, exchanqe or guaranty of the sale ~f

motor vehicles manUfactured outside U.S.,
unless a waiver is obtained?

RIA

RIA

YES

1i0. UNDER FAA 119(b)
"l'RAIRIRC OF ARTI-POACHING

.SQUADS to PRESERVE BIODI
VERSIn IS EXPRESSLY
AUTHORIZED. NOTWITHSTANDING
SECTION 660.

YES
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31. Military »&r.oDnel (FY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 503): will
assistance preclude use of financing to
pay pensions, annuities, retirement pay,
or adjusted service compensation for prior
or current military personnel?

32. PaymeDt of V.H. a•••••••nt. (FY YES
1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 505): Will
assistance preclude use of financing to
pay U.N. assessments, arrearages or dues?

33. KUltilateral Orqani.atioD
Len4inq (FY 1993 Appropriations Act Sec.
506): Will assistance preclude use of YES
financing to carry out provisions of FAA
section 209(d) (tranRfer of FAA funds to
multilateral organizations for lending)?

34. Export o~ Rucl••r Re.ourc•• (FY
1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 510): Will
assistance preclude use of financing to YES
finance the export of nuclear equipment,
fuel, or technology?

35. Repre••ion of population (FY
1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 511): Will
assistance preclude use of financing for
the purpose of aiding the effort~ of the
governAent of such country to repress the
legitimate rights of the population cf
such country contrary to the Universal
Declaration of Human ~i9hts?

36. PUblicit7 or Propaganda (FY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 516): will NO
assistance be used for pUblicity or
propaganda purposes designed to support or
defeat legislation pending before
Congress, to influence in any way the
outcome of a political election in the
United States, or for any pUblicity or
propaganda purposes not authorized by
Congress?

I
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37. Karine Inaur6no. (rY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 560): Will any
A.I.D. contract and solicitation, and
subcontract entered into under such
contract, include a clause requiring that
U.S. marine insurance companies have a
fair opportunity to bid for marine
insurance when such insurance is necessary
or appropriate?

38. BsobaDg. tor Prohibited Aot (rY
1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 565): Will RO
any ~ssi8tance be provided to any foreign
government (including any instrumentality
or agency thereof), foreign person, or
United States person in exchange for that
foreign government or person undertaking
any action which is, if carried out by the
United States Government, a United States
otticial or employee, expressly prohibited
by a provision of United States law?

40. Impact OD o.s. Job. CFY 1993
Appropriations Act, Sec. 599):

(a) Will any financial
incentive be provided to a business
located in the U.S. for the purpose ot 50
inducing that business to relocate outside
the U.S. in a m~nn9r that would likely
reduce the number of U.S. employees ot
that business?

(b) Will assistance be provided 50
for the purpose of establishing or
developing an export processing zone or
designated area in which the country's
tax, tariff, labor, environment, and
safety laws do not apply? If so, has the
President determined and certified that
such assistance is not likely to cause a
loss ot jobs within the U.S.?

-.

39. Commitaent of Fund. (FAA Sec.
635(h»: Does a contract or agreement
entail a commitment for th~ expenditure of
funds during a period in excess of 5 years
from the date of the contract or
agreement?

NO
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(c) Will assistance be provided ~o

for a project or activity that contributes
to th6 violation of internationally
recognized workers rights, as defined in

. section 502 (a) (4) of the Trade Act of
1974, of workers in the recipient country?,

B. CRITERIA. APPLICABLE TO DEVELOPMENT
ASSISTANCE ONLY

1. Agricultural Ezports (Bumpar.
Amandaent) CFY 1993 Appropriations Act
See. 521(b), as interpreted by conference
report for original enactment): If
ass~stance is for aqricultural development
activities (specifically, any testing or
breeding feasibility study, variety
improvement or introduction, consultancy,
pUblication, e~nterence, or training), are
such activities: (1) specifically and
principally designed to increase
agricultu~al exports by the host country
to a country other than the United States,
where the export would lead to direct
competition in that third country with
exports of a similar commodity qrown or
produced in the United States, and can the
activities reasonably be expected to cause
SUbstantial injury to U.s. exporters of a
similar agriCUltural commodity; or (2) in
support of research that is intended
primarily to benefit U.s. producers?.

2. ~ia4 Ai4 Credit. (FY 1993
Appropriations Ac't, Title II, under
heading "Economic Support Fund"): Will DA
funds be used for tied aid credits?

3. Appropriate Technoloqy (FAA Sec.
107): Is special emphasis placed on use
of appropriate technology (defined ~s

relatively smaller, cost-saving,
labor-using techrAologies that are
qencrally most appropriate for the small
farms, small businesses, and small incomes
of the poor)?

~/A

NO

YES

/

I

{~



.:

- 16 -

4. Indi9.DoU8 ~••d. aDd a••oure••
(FAA Sec. 281(b»: Describe extent to
which the activity recognizes the
particular needs, desires, and capacities
of the people of the country; utilizes the
country'. intellectual resources to
encourage institutional development; and
supports civic ~ducation and training in
skills required for effective
participation in governmental and
political processes essential to
self-government.

S. Iconomio Develop••nt (FAA Sec.
101(a»: Does the activity give
reasonable promise of contributing to the
development of economic resources, or to
th2 increase of productive capacities and
self-sustaining economic growth?

6. Speeial DevelopmeDt Bmpbasa. (FAA
Sees. 102(b), 113, 28l(a»: Describe
extent to which activity will: (a)
effectively involve the poor in
development by extending access to economy
at local level, increasing labor-intensive
production and the use of appropriate
technology, dispersing investment from
cities to small towns and rural areas, and
insuring wide participation of the poor in
the benefits of development on a sustained
basis, using appropriate u.s.
institutions; (b) encourage democratic
private and local governaental
institutions; (c) support the self-help
efforts of developing countries; (d)
promote the participation of ~omen in the
national economies of developing countries
and the improvement of women's status; and
(e) utilize and encourage regional
cooperation by developing countries.

7. Recipient COUDtry contributioD
(FAA Sees. 110, 124(d»: Will the
recipient country provide at least 25
percent of the costs of the program,
project, or activity with respect to which
the assistance is to be furnished (or is
the latter cost-sharing requlremene beinq
waived for a "relatively least developed
country)?

iESIDERTS OF IIILDLIFE
ZONES ABE WILLING AND
INCREASINGLY ABLE TO
ASSOKE IfAHAGEKEHT OF
THESE SERVICES; THE
PROJECT VILL DEVELOP
THEIR. LOCAL INITIATIVES
A STEP ON THE ROAD TO
SELF-GOVEBRKENT•

snoNG PROMISE AS
REGAiDS .ALL THREE WITH
SOME RESULTS ALREADY
NOTED•

THIS IS ACCESS AT THE
LOWEST LEVEL. VITO
SlKPLE TEClDiOLOGIES AND
VIDE PARTICIPATION;

THE nsnTUTlOHS BElIfG
STRENC'tBERED ARE PRIVATE.
LOC&L. ARD DEHOCRAnc;

VOKER DAVE R.OLES IN THIS
FAHILY-LEVEI, VENTuRE: AND
TIlE VlLDLIFE IS REGIONAL.
AND COOPERATION IS
GROWDiG

YES; THIS n:qUIREHERT WILL
BE HE'.l' BY THE IEINVESDIENT
OF aHmHITY EARNINGS
GEREUTED BY THE PROJECT
(SEE SECTION IV-A-2.)



- THESE BEHEFICIARIES
ARE THE POORP.sT OF
THE POOR KAJOR rTr

- 17 -

8. Benetit to Poor Majority (PAA
Sec. 128(b»: If tho activity attempts to
increase the institutional capabilities of
private organi~atlon8 or the 90ver~ent of
the country, or if it attempts to
stimulate scientific and technological
research, has it been designed and vill it
be monitored to ensure that the ultimate
beneficiaries are the poor majority?

9. Abortion. (FAA Sec. l04(f); FY
1993 Appropriations Act, Title II, under
heading "PopUlation, OA," and Sec. 534):

a. Are any of the funds to be
used tor the performance of abortions as a NO
method of family planning or to motivate
or coerce any person to practice
abortions?

b. Are any of the funds to be
used to pay for the performance of
involuntary sterilization as a method of
family planning or to coerce or provide
any financial incentive to any person to
undergo sterilizations?

c. -'re any ot the funds to be
made available to any organization or
program Which, as determined by the
President, supports or participates in the
management of a program of coercive
abortion or involuntary sterilization?

d. Will funds be made available
only to voluntary family planning projects
which offer, either directly or through
referral to, or information about access
to, a broad range ot family planning
methods and services?

e. In awarding grants for'
natural family planning, will any
applicant be discriminated against because
of such applicant's religious or
conscientious commitment to offer only
natural ~~mily planning?

f. Are any ot tone funds to be
used to pay tor any biomedical research
which relates, in whole or in part, to

NO

NO

50

50



III ACCORDANCE WITH THE
IEQ1JmEHEHTS OP TIlE
APPROPllIATlCH ACT.
COH'IRAC'rS OVER $SOO.OOO
VILL COR'lAIB THE PROVISION
UQlJ1RING THAT 10% BE
SUBCONTRActED TO DISADVAN
'rAGED ENT:J::RPlUSES.
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methods or, or the performance or,
abortions or involuntary sterilization ae
a means of family planning?

g. Are any or the funds to be
made available to any organization if the 10
President certifies that the use of these
funds by such organization would violate
any o~ the above provisions related to
abortions and involuntary sterilization?

10. contract award. (FAA Sec.
601(e»: Will the project utilize
competitive selection procedures for the
awarding of contracts, except where
applicable prccurement rules allow
otherwise?

11. nisa4van'taqa4 Ent.rpri... (FY
1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 563): What
portion of the funds will be available
only for activities of economically and
socially disadvantaged enterprises,

, historically black colleges and
universities, colleges and universities
having a student body in which more than
40 percent of the students are Hispanic

• Americans, and private and voluntary
organizations which are controlled by
individuals who are black Americans,
Hispanic Americans, or Native Americans,
or who are economically or ~ocially

disadvantaged (including women)? ..

=

12. Bioloqical Diveraity' (FAA. Sec.
119(9): Will the assistance: (a) support
training and education efforts which
improve the capacity of recipient
countries to' 'prevent loss of biological
diversity; (b) be~provided under a
long-term.agree~ent in which the recipient
country agrees ~o protect ecosystems or
other wildlife habitats; (c) support
efforts to identify and survey ecosystems
in recipient countries worthy of
protection; or (d) by any direct or
indirec~ means significantly degrade
~~t!o~~l parks or .i.ilar protected areas
or introduce exotic plants or animals into
such areas?

• - YES

b - YES

c - YES

d - HO
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13. ~ropical ~or.st. (FAA Sec. 118;
FY 1991 Appropriations Act See. 533(c) as
referenced in section 532(d) of the PI
1993 Appropriations Act):

a. A.I.D. a.qul.tioD 11. Doe.
the assistance comply with the
environmental procedures Bet forth in
A.I.D. Regulation 16?

b.. CODllerv.~ioDI Does the
Assistance place a high priority on
conservation and sustainable management of
tropical forests? Specifically, does the
assistance, to the fullest exta"t
feasible: (1) stress the importance ot
conserving and sustainably managing forest
resources; (2) s~pport activities which
offer employment and income alternatives
to those who otherwise would cause
destruction and loss of forests, and help
countries identity and implement
alternatives to colonizing forested areas;
(3) support training programs, educational
efforts, and the establishment or
strengthening of institutions to improve
forest management; (4) help end
destructive slash-and-burn agriculture by
supporting stable and productive faraing
practices; (5) help conserve forests
which have not yet been deg~aded by
helping to increase production .on lands .
already cleared or degraded; (6) conserve
forested watersheds and rehabilitate those
which have been deforested; (7) support
training, research, and other actions
which lead to sustainable and more
enVironmentally sound practices for ttaber
harvesting, removal, and processinq; (8)
support res~arch to expand knowledge of
tropical forests ~nd identify alternatives
which will prevent forest destruction,
loss, or degradation; (9) conserve
biological diversity in forest areas by
supporting efforts to identity, establish,
and maintain a representative network of
protected tropical forest ecosystems on a
worldwide basis, by making the
establishment of protected areas a
condition of support for activities
involvinq forest clearance or degradation,

TBIS PR!'JEC'! DOES NOT
DEAL DIRECTLY tilTH
FOREST CONSERVATION;
HOWEVER. IT TOUCHES POSI
TIVELY OR PUHTS 2. 4. 6,
9. 12 AND 13.
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and by helpinq to identity tropical forest
ecosystems and species in need of
protection and e8tablish and maintain
appropriate protected areas; (10) seek to
increase thaawarene88 ot u.s. Government
agencies and other donora of the immediate
and long-term value of tropical forests;
(11) utilize the resources and abilities
of all relevant u.s. qovernment agencies;
(12) be ba:sed upon careful analysis of the
alternativ98 a~ailabl. to achieve the best
sustainable use of the land; and (13)
take tull account of the environmental
impacts of the proposed activities on
biological diversity?

c. Pore.t 4eqradatioDI Will
assistance be used for: (1) the
procurement or use of logqinq equipment,
unless an environmental assessment
indicates that all timber harvesting
operations involved will be conducted in
an environmentally sound manner and that
the proposed activity will produce
positive economic benefits and sustainable
forest management systems; (2) actions
which will significantly deqrade national
parks or similar protected areas which
contain tropical forests, or introduce
exotic plants or animal. ~~~o such areas;
(3) activities Which would rel';jlt in the
conversion of forest lands ~o the rearing
of livestock; (4) the construction,
upgrading, or maintenance of roads
(includinq temporary baul roads for
logging or other extractive industries)
which pass through relatively underqraded
forest lands; (5) the colonization of
forest lands; or (6) the construction of
dams or other water control structures
which flood relatively undergraded forest
lands, unless witb respect to each such
activity an environmental assessment
indicates that t~e activity will
contribute signiticantly and directly to
improving the livelihood of the rural poor
and will be conducted in an
environmentally sound manner which
supports sustainable development?

RO"

\~
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du sustainable for••try_ It
assistance relates to tropical forests,
will project assist countries in
developing a systematic analysis of the
appropriate use of th~lr total tropical
fo~est resources, with the 90al of
developing a national program for
sustainable forestry?

e. BDviroDJlleDt&l impaot
.tat~~.n~.1 Will funds be made available
in accordance with provisions of FAA
Section 117(c) and applicable A.I.D.
regulations requiring an environmental
impact statement for activities
significantly affecting the onvironment?

14. BDerqy (FY 1991 Appropriations
Act Sec. 533(c) as referenced in section
532(d) of the FY 1993 Appropriations Act):
If assistance relates to energy, will such
assistance focus on: (a) end-use enerqy
efficiency, least-cost energy planning,
and renewable enerqyresources, and (b)
the key countries Where assistance would
have the greatest impact on reducing
emissions frOM greenhouse gases?

15. Debt-for-Hature Exchange (FAA
Sec. 463): If project will finance a
debt-for-nature exchange, describe how the
exchange will support protection, of: (a)
the world's oceans and atmosphere, (b),
animal and plant species, and (c) parks
and ·reserves; or describe how'the exchange
will promote: (d) natural resource
manage.ment, (e) .local conservation
progrmls, (f) conservation training
programs, (g) public commitment to
conservation, (h) land and ecosystem
management" and ,i) regenerative
approaches in fan~ing, forestry, fishing,
and watershed manaqement.

16. neobligat1on/ReobligatioD
(FY 1993 Appropriations Act Sec. 515): If
deob/reob ~uthority is sought to be RIA
exerei5ed in ~n~ provision of DA
assistance, are the funds being obligated
for the same general purpose, and for
countries within the same region as

. ,
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originally obligated, and have the House
and Senate Appropriations committees been
properly notified?

17. Loan.

a. Repayment capacity (FAA Sec. " N/A
122(b»: Information and conclusion on
capacity of the country to repay the loan
at a reasonable rate ot interest.

b. 'Long-range plan. (FAA Sec.
122(b»: Does the activity give
reasonable promise of assisting long-range YES
plans and progr.ams designed to develop
economic resources and increase productive
capacities?

c. Interest rat. (FAA Sec.
122(b»: If development loan is repayable
in dollars, is interest rate at least 2
percent per annum during a grace period
",.hieh is not to exceed ten years, and at
least 3 percent per annum thereafter?

, d. Bzport~ to Unita4 state.
(FAA Sec. 620(d»: It assistance is tor
any productive enterprise which will
compete tt'ith u.s. enterprises, is there an
agreement by the r~cipient country to
prevent export to the u.s. of more than 20
percent of the enterprise's annual
production during the life of the loan, or
has the requirement to entex' into such an
a~eement been vaived by the President
because 'of a national secUrity interest?

.
18. nevelop.ent Objectiv•• '(FAA

Secs. 102(a), 111, 113, 281(a»: Extent
to ~hich activit~ will: (1) effectively
involve the poor in development, by
expanding access to economy at local
level, increasing labor-intensive
prt"juction and .the us~ of appropriate
technology, spreading investment out fro.
cities to small towns and rural areas, and
insurinq wide participation ot the poor in
the benetits ot development on a sustained
basis, usi.nq the apPi:'opri~te u.s..
instituti':';>liS; (2) help develop
coo~eratiYes, especially by technical

iliA

SEE PAGE 16. QUESTION
6 ABOVE
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assistance, to assist rural and urban poor
to help themselves toward better life, and
otherwise encourage democratic private and
local qovernmental institutions; (3)
support the self-help efforts of
developing countries; (4) promote the
partl~lpatlon of women in the national
economies of developing countries and the
improvement of women's status; and (5)
utilize and encourage regional cooperation
by developing countries?

19. Agriculture, Rural Develop.ent
and Nutrition, and Agricultural Research
(FAA Sees. 103 and 10JA):

a. Rural poor and amal1
tara.raJ If assistance is being made
available for aqriculture, rural
development or nutrition, describe extent
to which activity is specifically designed
to increase productivity and income of
rural poor; or if assistance is being
ma~e available for agricultural research,
has account been taken of the needs of
small farmers, and extensive use of field
testing to adapt basic research to ~ocal

conditions shall be made.

b. Ihltrition: Describe extent
to which assistance is used in
coordination with efforts carried out,
under FAA Section 104 (population and
Health) to help improv~ nutrition of· the
people of developing count~ies through
encouragement of increased production of
crops with greater nutritional value;
improvement of planning, research, and
education with respect to nutrition,
partiCUlarly with reference to imp~ovement
and expanded use of indigenously produced
foodstuffs; and the undertaking of pilot
or demonstration programs explicitly
addressing the problem of aalnutrition of
poor and vulnerable people.

c. r004 ••curity: Describe
extent to which activity increases
national tood security by improving food
policies and management and by
strengthening national food reserves, with
particular concern for the needs of the

PRODUCTIVE MANAGE-~

OF llILDLIFE RESom...'ES
IS EXPECTED 1'0 YIUJ)

PROFITS FOR THE POOR
USIDERTS OF THE
llILDLIFE AREAS.

THE STKATEGIC OBJEC'l"IVE
OF. THE PROJECT XS 'mE
lORHAXIOH OF INCOME
'1'0 ADD '1'0 THIS TARGET
GROUP' S FOOD SECUlUTY.

EIPARDED I/ILDLIFE IS I
Ali EXPMmED IOOD SOURCE.
AND DCREASED INCOME
HEARS HOllE FOOD BUYING
roWER
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- through meaaures encouraging- poor,

domestic production, building national
food reserves, expandinq available storage -
facilities, reducinq post harvest food

-

losses, and improving t~od distribution.

20. Population .Dd Bealth (FAA Secs.
104(b) and (C»: If assistance 18 being RIA
made available tor population or health
activities, describe extent to which
activity emphasizes low-cost, integrated- delivery systems for health, nutrition and
family planning for the poorest people, =-

with particular attention to the needs ot
mothers and young children, using
paramedical and auxiliary medical
porsonnel, clinics and health posts,
commercial distribution systems, and other
modes ot community outreach.

21. Bducation and BUDak aesource.
Develop.eDt (FAA Sec. 105): If assistance
is being made available for education, RIA, public administration, or human resource
development, describe (a) extent to which
activity strengthens nontormal education,
makes formal education more relevant, -

~

• especially tor rural families and urban
poor, and strenqthe~s management ..capability of institutions enabling the
poor to participate in development; and -
(b) extent to which assistance provides
advanced education and tra!ning ot ~ople.
of developing countr,ies J.n uucb •
disciplines as are required tor planning
and implementation of pUblic and private
development activit1es.

22. berqy~ private voluntarr
O~9ani.atioD8, and Selecte4 Dev.l~paeDt RIA

~ Activities (FAA Sec. 106): If assistance
is being made afailable for energy,
private voluntary organizations, and
selected development problems, describe
extent to which activity is:

a. concerned vitil aata
collection and analysis, the traininq ot
ski.lled personnel, research on and
development of suitable energy sources,
and pilot projects to test new methods of
energy production; and facilitative of
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research on and d~velop.ent and use of
sgall-scale, decentralized, renewable
energy sources for rural areas,
emphasizinq development ot enarqy
resources which are environmentally
acceptable and requirft ainimum capital
investment;

b. concerned with technical
cooperation and develop.ent, especially
with U.S. private and voluntary, or
regional and international development,
organizations;

c. research into, and
evaluation of, economic"development
processes and techniques;

d. reconstruction after natural
or manmade disaster and programs of
disaster preparedness;

e. tor epecial d9velopment
problems, and to enable proper utilization
of infrastructure and related projects
funded with earlier U.s. assistance;

t. for urban development,
especially small, labor-intensive
enterprises, marketing systems tor small
producers, and financial or otller
institutions to help urban poor
participate ~n economiq an~ 'socia~
development. •.

•
23. Capital Project. (Jobs Through YES

Export Act of 1992, Secs. 303 and 306(d»:
If assistance is being provided for a
capital project, is the project
developmentally sound and will the project
measurably alleviate the worst
manifestations 0' poverty or directly
promote environmental safety and
sustainability at the community level?

c. ~~TERIA APPLICABLE '1'0 E.."ONo.'U:C St,'PPOR'1'
FUNDS ONLY

1. Bconomio and Political stability
(FAA Sec. 531(a»: will this assistance
promote economic and political stability?

lilA
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To the .ax1mum extent feasible, 1s this
assistance consistent with the policy
directions, purposes, and programs ot Part
I of the FAA?

2. Military Purros•• (FAA Sec.
531(e»: Will this aasistance be used for H/A
military or paramilitary purposes?

3. comao4ity Grants/Separate
Account. (FAA Sec. 609): If commodities
are to be granted so that sale proceeds H/A
will accrue to the recipient country, have
Special Account (counterpart) arrangements
been aade? (For FY 1993, this provision
is superseded by the separate account
requirements of Py 1993 Appropriations Act
Sec. 571(a), see Sec. 571(a) (5).)

4. Oelleratiol'l aDe! U.e of Local
currencies (FAA Sec. 531(d»: Will ESF
funds made avai.lable for commodity import
proqraJIIs or other pr09raJll assistance be
used to generate local currencies? If so,
will at least 50 percent of such local
currencies be available to support
activities consistent with the objectives
ot FAA sections 103 through 106? (For FY
1993, this provision is superseded by the
separate account requireJllents of FY 1993
Appropriations Act Sec. 571(a), see Sec.
s71(a)(5).)

,
5. ca.h 'franafer Requir...nta (FY

1993 Appropriations Act, Title II, under RIA
heading -Economic Support .Pund,· and Sec.
571 (b) ) • If assistance is J.n the fOrJI of
a cash transfer:

a. 8eparate accounts Are all
such cash paymen~s to be maintained by the RIA
country in a separate account and not to
be commingled with any other funds?

b. Local currenci.s: will all
local currencies that may be generated RIA
with funds provided a~ a cash transfer to
such a ccumtry also be deposited in a
special account, and has A.I.D. entered
into an agreement with that government
setting forth the aJll~unt of the local
currencies to be g~nerated, the terms and
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conditions under which they are to be
used, and the responsibilities of A.I.D.
and that government to monitor and account
for deposits and disbursements?

c. U.8. GovernmeDt u.e of local
currencie., Will all such local RIA
currencies also be made available to the
u.s. government as the u.s. determines
necessary for tho requirements of the U.s.
Government, or to carry out development
assistance (inclUding DFA) or ESF
purposes?

d. Congressional notice, Has
Congress received prior notification RIA
providing in detail how the funds will be
used, inclUding the u.s. interests that
will be served ~y the assistance, and, as
appropriate, the economic policy reforms
that will be promoted by the cash transfftr
assistance?

,
6. capital project. (Jobs Through

Exports Act of 1992, Sec. 306, FY 1993
Appropriations Act, Sec. 595): If
assistance is being provided for a capital
project, will the project be
developmentally-sound and sustainable,
i.e., ona that is Ca) environmentally
sustainable, (b) within the financial
capacity of the government or recipient to
maintatn from its own resources,' and (c)
responsive to a significant, development
priority initiated by the country to which
assistance is being provided. (Please
note the definition of "capital project
contained in section 595 of the FY 1993
Appropriations Act.)

RIA
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Annex I:

INITIAL ENVIRONKKNTAL BDlaHATION (IHK)
and

KNVIROHHKN'l'AL ASSBSSHDlT (u.) VPnATB

Regional Natural Resources Management Project
Zimbabwe Component Amendment

PROJECT LOCATION:

»ROJBCT'l'I'l'LB/NO.:

PROJECT l'tl'NDINQ:

PROJBCT DURATION:

:tBE PRBPAR.KD BY:

Zimbabwe

Regional Natural Resources Management
Project Ammendment/No. 690-0251/.13

$20.5 million (total)

FYs 1989-99 (10 years total)

Eric R. Loken, Regional Environmental
Officer, REDSO/ESA

BNVIROHHKN'l'AL ACTIONS RBCOJIKBNDJm I

positive Determination. ~--------

Negative Determination, ~xx~-------
Categorical Exclusion ~XX~ _
Deferral

SUMMARY OP PINDINQS:

The following environmental threshold decisions are recommended for this
project amendment based on a thorough review of project implementation
experience to date:

a Categorical Exclusion for project technical assistance, training
and education, applied research, institutional strengthening, and
regional communications and information exchange activities
pursuant to the provisions of 22 CFR 216.2(c) (1) (i) and (iii), and
216.2(c) (2) (i), (U), (iii) and (V)i

a Negativa Determination for both the community-based wildlife
utilization and natural resource conservation activities pursuant
to 22 CFR 216.3(a) (2) (iii). No evidence of significant adverse
environmental impacts resulting from project activities were found
in this review of project implementation experience to date, and
no incidents involving threatened or endangered species or their
habitats were reported in project areas. Therefore, the original
project EA findings and recommendations on these subjects remain
valid and appropriate for this proposed amended project as well,
and there is no cause to formally reassess these project
activities at this time.

However, to address certain observed shortcomings in implementing
the originai EA'u aDvironmental monitorirrg, evaluation ibid
mitigation recommendations, this recommended negative
determination is made conditional on the provision of supplemental
project technical assistance and training support to augment
existing efforts aimed at the establishment of appropriate,

- 1 -



IKB APPROVED BY:

community-based wildlife and natural resources management
capacities within project tnrget areae, including credible
wildlife/resource planning, management, monitoring, evaluation,
mitigation and enforcement mechanisms implemented by skilled
community personnel. These capacities will be developed and
implemented under the project in close collaboration with DNPWLM
and other concerned GoZ and CCG agencies and interests; and

a Negative DGte~.tion for the community/wildlife infrastructure
development activiti~s, pursuant to 22 CFR 216.3(a) (2) (iii),
through adherence to the sub-activity environmental design
feasibility/assessment, review and approval procedures specified
herein for each proposed' sub-activity, when and as appropriate
during the course of project implementation. Proper adherence to
these proce~ures will serve to ensure that all proposed sub
activities are de~igned and implemented in an environmentally
so~d and sustainable manner, including any/all necessary
provisions for proper sub-activity implementation monitoring,
evaluation and/or mitigation.

The results of these recommended environmental monitoring, evaluation ~ld

mitigation programs will be periodically reported to cognizant USAID/AFR
regional and central environmental officers for their information and future
reference and use.

If implemented as recommended herein, this project amendment will be completed
in an environmentally sound and sustainable manner, in full accordance with
all salient USAID policies and procedures.

e~6·()~
Carole S. Palma, Acting Director,
USAID/Zimbabwe

Date: 30 6tpt- }q1 V

CLEARANCBS:
RLA: Date: _

Bureau Environmental Officer, AFR/SD
Date : _

AFR/GC
Date : _

- 2 -



To:

Cc:

Bcc:
From:
Subject:
Date:
Attach:
Certify:
Forwarded by:

I~bal Qazi@PDO@DAKAR,Pushkar Brahmbhatt@PDO@GABORONE
Robert E. McColaugh@~~@GABORONE

Charles Scheibal@PDIS@HARARE
Charles eutshall@GDO@HARARE,Craig Noren@PRM@LUSAKA
Robin Mason@PDM@MAPUTO
Meredith Scovill@AFR.SA@AIDW
Sidney A. Chambers@AFR.SA@AlDW

John Gaudet~AFR.SD@AIDW

Status of lEEs
Friday, September 23, 1994 8:31:39 EDT

N

=

Following lEEs have now been approved by the Bureau Environmental
Officer and have been sent to GC/AFR for clearance. BEO will
notify missions once GC clearance process is complete.

1. Senegal - PVO project (six lEEs)
2. Botswana - NRM (SARP)
3. Zambia - ASLP
4. Mozambique - Rural Access Roads
5. Zimbacwe -NRM (SARP)
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Page 1 of 1

Gray Amendment Considerations

The Gray Amendment (Section 579 of P.L. 101-167, the Foreign Operations Expon Financing
and Related Programs Appropriation Act, 1990).requires A.I.D. to ensure panicipation in AID
projects by business concerns which are owned and controlled by socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals, historically black colleges and universities, colleges and universities
having a student body in which more than 40 percent of the students are Hispanic American, and
private voluntary organizations which are controlled by individuals who are socially and
economically disadvantaged, including women, (referred to herein as Gray Amendment entities).

The requirements of AIDAR Notice 90-2, implementing section 579 of the Foreign Assistance
Appropriations Act requires that for any contract in excess of $500,000 (except for a contract
with a disadvantaged enterprise) not less than 10 percent of the doUar value must be
subcontracted 'to Gray Amendment entities, unless the contracting officer cenifies that there is
no realistic expectation of U.S. subcoDtracting opportunities or unless the Administrator approves
an exception. This provision applies to "bUY-ins" as well as project specific contracts.

Certification

Elements of the project are appropriate for minority or Gray Amendment organization
contracting. The procurement plan of this project has been developed with full consideration
of maximally involving Gray Amendment organizations in the provision of required goods and
services. The Mission will malce every effon to identify disadvantaged enterprises, partiCUlarly
women and minority-owned project. Where possible, qualified Gray Amendment finns will be
given considerations for direct contracting as well as in consideration of the buy-in option for
services required. The evaluation criteria for the selection of the institutional contractor with
responsibility for implementation of the project will include preference for inclusion of Gary
Amendment fll1DS above the minimum 10% required.

Furthermore. the Mission will in the case of any contract in excess of $500,000 funded from
amounts covered by the Gray Amendment include a provision requiring that no less than ten
percent of the doUar value of the contract be subcontracted to Gray Amendment entities unless
the Contracting Officer certifies that there is no realistic expectation of U.S. subconttacting
opportunities, or unless the prime contractor is a Gray Amendment entity.

~6·P~
Carole S. Palma
Acting Director
USAlD Zimbabwe

3D Vtpt- ''17'l{
Date

._--_ ... --_...__.._..-._ .. -- ._._. ... _ ..
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Executive Summary

This Annex covers both the Financial and the Economic Analysis of the
Zimbabwe Natural Resources Management Project. The purpose of an economic
analysis is to determine if a project is a worthwhile investment for the
country, i.e. are the outputs from the project sufficiently valuable to
warrant the expenditure of scarce resources.

The financial analysis, on the other hand, has two purposes. One is to
determine if the project is financially viable and has a monetary value to the
participants (i.e. the stream of benefits is sufficiently larger than the
stream of costs to provide financial incentive to the rurnl communities to
participate). The second purpose is to determine if the ~tream of projected
costs can actually be paid for by the participants, as envisioned in the
project implementation schedule (see USAID Handbook 3).

The results of the analysis of the Zimbabwe Natural Resources
Management Project shows a positive net present value, and an internal rate of
return of 19 per=ent for the financial analysis and a positive Net Present
Value for the economic analysis. These rates are sufficient to recommend
project implementation.

To ensure that the positive stream of benefits is maintained and the
ecosystem that supports them is conserved it is necessary to develop the
capacity of land managers -- the villagers and their institutions -- to
manage wildlife, natural resources and resource trade-offs. Capital
investment is also required to raise the economic output from these remote
rural environments.

While inputs are targeted at this grass-roots level, the primary vehicle
for interacting with and developing the grass-roots is the Rural District
Council. The RDCs have generally proven effective and efficient (i.e. they
are relatively cheap) at implementing CAMPFIRE. This project recognizes these
strengths, and invests in them (U5$3 million in the CAMPFIRE Community
Management Strengthening Grants), with some back-stopping from the other CCG
agencies, especially Zimbabwe Trust's Institutional Development Unit (US$ 1.B
million). A CAMPFIRE Community Natural Resource Management Contract (US$ 3
million) is established for capital investments which, at the very least, must
be economically sound.

In place at the district level, therefore, is a cadre of generalists for
developing institutions with organizational, financial and NRM skills at the
grass-roots. These generalists are serviced by the central level which is
more specialized, which researches and monitors these issues, and which
provides training to the district level. CAS5 (US$ •• ) is responsible for
socio-political aspects, WWF (USS ) and DNPWLM (USS ) for technical
(economics and ecology) aspects of land use management.

The central level is also responsible for creating an enabling
environment for CAMPFIRE including legislation, international markets, and
local and international political support. MLGRUD (USSO.S million) and DNPWLM
are responsible for policy formulation; while ART (US$ 2 million) and CAMPFIRE
Association (U5$2 million) are responsible for public relations and ensuring
acceptance of the programme and its products at the local and international
level.

ACTION Magazine (US$1.06 million) is responsible for producing
educational materials and. especially, for integrating wildlife and
enyironmental management into general education in schools in CAMPFIRE areas .

.. _ _--.----_._-- - _---~'---- , -- "-,,



The Management Contract (US$8,265 million) interfaces between these
agencies and USAID to ensure that the aid money flows efficiently and to avoid
burdening the CCG with accounting.

Monitoring of the impacts of CAMPFIRE is built into the programme by its
very nature of being adaptively managed. Monitoring will continue to be
decentralized and integrated into the management process as a feedback loop.
DNPLw~, WWF and MC will monitor economic impacts, WWF ecological impacts, and
CASS and ZimTrust socio-institutional impacts.

The USAID investment serves to consolidate and extend the gains made by
the CAMPFIRE programme, a programme which has already shown much promise in
really improving community-based natural resource management. The programs
aims are two-fold: to conserve wildlife and natural resources; and to achieve
this by developing the economies and capacities of lower tier institutiono.
Thus local people benefit through the simultaneous and inter-linked
improvement in their well-being, management institutions and natural resource
management.

The economic and financial analyses are strongly positive although they
do not reflect intangible benefits such as improved attitudes towards
wildlife, improved capacity and self-esteem of rural ir.stitutions, and the
introduction of allocatory mechanislos to replace open-access regimes. Neither
do they reflect the spread effect of CAMPFIRE within Zimbabwe, or in support
of similar programs throughout southern and eastern Afric~. There is also
evidence that the CAMPFIRE programme is affecting the global understanding of
conservation, and is helping to develop a global acceptanc~ of the value and
necessity of sustainable use (especlally CBNRM) as a con~ervation tool.



....:

1. Introduction

The project is an extension of on-going activities started in the NRMP
project in Matabeleland in 1989. The major change from the parent project
will be to expand activities to supporting the CAMPFIRE programme, which is
national, rather than to support an isolated component of it.

In view of this expansion. and of the evolution of the programme, the
present mechanism for delive~ is &&u i~~ger adequate. The strategy now is to
develop the capacity of ROCs and their communities to "demand-drive" the
programme, but to continue to support the CCG to provide core services.

The number of agencies to receive direct funding is large - 13 ROCs; two
government agencies; seven NGOs - and management is required for the CAMPFIRE
Community Management Strengthening and Community Natural Resource Management
Grants. This is beyond the capacity of USAID/Harare and of the ceG. Funds
for ROCs and the new NGps in the project (already active in the national
CAMPFIRE programme) should therefore be managed through a management contract.
This contract would handle sub-grants for ROCs to develop capacity especially
at sub-ROC levels (Community Management Strengthening Grant); for investments
in specific projects aimed at investing in natural resources (Community
Natural Resource Management Grant); and would ensure that these monies were
accounted for. This would require that ROC staff be trained to fulfil these
requirements.

I

I
I••••
•••
••I
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2. Overview of Economic Analysi~ Concepts

As defined in USAID Handbook 3 and che USAID Manual for Project Economic
Analysis, the purpose of the economic analysis is to measure the social
profitability of a projecc, that is, the relacionship of the costs incurred to
the benefits obtained by the society as a whole. The underlying principle of
economic analysis is to compare the real benefits of any given project with
its real costs. The larger the discounted benefits for a given set of costs,
the more worthwhile the project. The primary task of economic analysis is to
measure these costs and benefits in terms of a common yardstick. This
involves measuring the real value of any input or output, and comparing inputs
and outputs across time. 1

Financial analysis compares che stream of nominal benefits from any
project to che stream of nominal costs. Nominal costs and benefics generally
involve che use of local market prices. If the present value of benefics is
substantially larger than the present value of the costs, then che projecc is
profitable. Financial analysis is used co measure private proficability, i.e.
whether or not a project is profitable from the point of view of che project
participants, in this case local communities. Communities face market price~,

pay taxes, receive subsidies, etc. If che financial analysis resulcs in an
adequate financial return, i.e. exceeding what might be earned by alternative
use of their resources, then it is likely that the participants will behave in
ways projected by the project design.

The most common of the discounted measures used to determine if a given
project is economically worthwhile are the Net Pr••ent Value, the %nternal
Rate of Return, and the ni.counted Benefit Cost Ratio.

The net present value is calculated by discounting the value of all
future incremental net benefits or incremental cash flows co their presenc
equivalent value using the opportunity cost of capital. A posicive net
present value indicates that the projecc returns more to society chan it
consumes and should be accepted.'

The internal rate of return is that discount rate that equates
discounted costs and discounted benefits (i.e. reduces the prese'nt value of
the incremental benefit stream to zero). The higher the Internal rate of
return, the more profitable the project. A project cannot be juscified on
economic grounds if che internal rate of return is below the opporcunity cost
of capital.

The benefit-cost ratio is the sum of all of the discounted benefits
divided by the sum of all of Che discounted costs. If this ratio is higher
than one, the projecc is economically viable. If the net present value is
positive, the benefic-cost ratio will be greater chan one.

The project planning horizOD defines the beginning and ending poincs
covered by the analysis. The beginning point coincides with the scart-up of
the project. The ending point selected for this analysis is 50 years. All
the gains and long term practices will be effective'within this period of
time. While a longer planning horizon is justified, particularly for projects

1 When outputs are quantifiable, but not easily reduced to monetary values (e.g. the
protection of wilderness area), economic analysis can permit project designers to identify the
least cost design from among aiternative designs. in ieast cost anaiysis, the smaller the costs
for any given set of benefits, the more worthwhile the project.

2
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with long lasting environmental costs or benefits, the discounting process
causes future benefits to have diminishing present values in the latter years.
Normally, benefits realized far into the future will not have a significant
impact on the analysis. The stream of benefits and costs beyond the terminal
year of the Project ar~ included in the analysis at their discounted value, as
the environmental effects do not stop or reverse at the end of the project.

3. Analysis of the Project

Both the economic and the financial analyses are based on a model of
costs and benefits of ecosystem management. Alternative land use in the
rainfall zones considered is limited to cattle raising. This option was
examined in the project paper for the first phase of the project, as well as
other documents (Bond, I. 1993; Child, B. 199B; USAID/Zimbabwe 1989). The
highest economic and financial return from semi-arid rangelands (i.e. agro
ecological regions V, IV and parts of III) is from multi-species management,
inclUding a wildlife enterprise. There is also evidence to suggest that
wildlife causes significantly less ecological damage in producing the same
economic or financial output. These conclusion are verified by the
significant shift into wildlife enterprises by private land-holders, to the

. extent that huge areas of land, once used for extensive cattle ranching, are
being stocked with elephant, buffalo and other wild species. Th~·present

project aims L~ transfer this new and more efficient land-use technology from
private land into similar agro-ecological regions under communal systems of
management.

Wildlife's comparative advantage stems from a combination of high-value
USe6 (i.e. safari hunting, tourism) that are non-consumptive (tourism) or
margianlly consumptive (offtake r.ates of about 2t). At the same time
consumptive uses ~~e possible (offtake rates of 10 to 20%). The concern that
switching from w~rginally to wildlife will reduce food production is not
valid: there is little difference between the vegetation (the limiting
factor) being converted into meat via livestock or via wildlife. Indeed,
wildlife might produce slightly more meat because more fodder is accessible
through a combination of feeding strategies (e.g. giraffe browse high, kudu
browse low, wildebeest graze, and bushbuck are specialist feeders).

The Pinancial Analysis

The analysis to be done for the project extension is simply to see if
the project returns will offset project costs and give a sufficient return on
the invescment both from the point of view of USAID, and the point of view of
the producer communities. In this analysis the producer communities are
considered co be villages, and not any artificial or legal government entity.
Thus only those returns that are received by the village and not retained by
councils, or WADCOS, are considered for the financial analysis.

The model'is constructed by expanding the 1993 income and distribution
data for fifty years into the future, (Figure 1) subtracting the total project
costs, the local production costs, and calculating the IRR and NPV from the
total cash flow.

As seen in Figure 1 the revenues from safari hunting are already near a
maximum and are only expected to grow at an annual rate of 1% to the year 2000
then slowing to .5t growth to the year 2005 and then leveling at a .1% growth
representing the improvement in efficiency from better management of the
resource base rather than any new CAMPFIRE area coming on line.

me primary source ot gro~h is likely to be tourism, witn several
lodges already coming on line (e.g. in Chipinge and Nyaminyami). The
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projection of tourist revenues is an aggregation of projections based on the
potential of each district (see technical analysis). This shows an initial
growth of 400t (from a very small base) in 1995 then a sot growth to the year
2003 followed by a 2t growth to year 2015 and a leveling to 1t growth. This
will result in tourism revenues to communities being close to equaling safari
hunting revenues. To the nation, however, the industry will be more
significant because ROes capture 33% of the income that clients pay for safari
hunting compared to about 10\ from tourism (though the project should aim to
improve this as was done for hunting through the introduction of competitive
marketing). The growth of tourism depends on a specific investment in the
promotion of this sector (see section on tourism development in technical
analysis) •

If the project investments are compared with the benefit stream the
internal rate of return is 19\. The break even year in which returns cover
all costs is in year 10. If one examines the investment from the point of view
of the village without including ROes and if the tax of an estimated 5\ to
rural councils is counted as a cost then the IRR is 17\.

There is no better investment in existence for rural communities. This is
especially so given that this analysis values only financial flows, and that
intangible benefits (self-esteem; improved democracy and governance; improved
managerial capacity; etc) probably exceed financial ones.

Economic Analysis

In considering the nation as a whole, the safari operators costs and
profits are included. Expanding the cash flow by this amount results in an
economic IRR of 35%. The other measure that is used in this case is the Net
Present Value. In this analysis the net' present value is $82,000,000. This is
based on a discount rate of 5t. Present thought is that management of
resources in a manner such that the resource is not consumed but is conserved
or increased, thus preserving the resource for additional use by future
generations, will allow the use of zero or even negative discount rates. If a
-5% rate is used in this analysis the economic value of this project will be
over one billion dollars.

There is no question but that the economic and financial analysis of
this project is positive in all aspects.

Sensitivity Analysis

When uncertainty is considered, one should test the variables that
constitute the assumptions for the projection. Wildlife revenues are historic
so assumpcions are more likely to be valid. Tourism revenues have yet to be
generated to any extent thus the growth variables that constitute the tourism
revenue projections should be tested to determine the effect of unrealistic
expectations.

The variable that controls the fastest growth sector of the tourism
revenue curve (Figure 1) is varied by plUS and minus one hundred percent by
increments. This variance is seen in the effect on the internal rate of return
(figure 2). A one hundred percent increase in the value of the variable
results in a rise of the internal rate of return ·from nineteen percent to
forty four percent. A corresponding decrease in the value of the variable
results in a decrease from nineteen percent to twelve percent net present
value. Further lowering of this variable has no further effect as the returns
are diversified by two separate high value products, tourism and safari
hunting, one is not dependent on the other. Boch safari hunting and tourism
depend on the proper management of the natural resource base so any loss of
the resource base will destroy both types of returns.

4
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4. Limitations of Standard Cost-Benefit Analysis for
Natural Resource Investments

The above financial and economic analyses demonstrates that, given the
assumptions made, the returns from the proposed Zimbabwe Natural Resources
Management project are sufficient to justify the project. It can be argued,
however, that the economic returns calculated above actually understate the
potential benefit of the Zimbabwe Natural Resources Management Project to
Zimbabwe. Many of the benefits generated by the CAMPFIRE programme are
intangible such as :

• improved attitudes towards wildlife
• environmental education
• community empowerment and self esteem
• an awareness of scarcity, leading to the evolution of mechanisms

to allocate resources;
• improved managerial capacity at all levels;
• improved grass-roots governance and democracy;
• improved understanding of the process of rural development and

natural resource management.

In combination, these factors will introduce an accountable, transparent
and informed management system for allocating scarce resources based on the
principles of communal proprietorship and the market-place. More careful
natural resource management will thus replace the free-for-all open-access
regimes that have had such disastrous consequences for the environment and its
productivity.

The standard tools for project economic analysis (e.g. cost-benefit
analysis, net present value, internal rate of return) are biased against
natural resource-type investments which involve significant inter-generational
benefit flows. The dis~ount rate upon which these analytic tools are based is
a measure of the time value of money. By definition, the discount rate
assumes that a given level of benefit in the future is worth less than the
same level of benefit today. The fact that future generations have no voice,
and that their willingness to pay is not factored into the analysis of whether
or not to deplete a resource, produces a bias in favor of consumption by the
present generation at the expense of the next. This inter-generational eql.:: .. y
bias is particularly important for capital poor countries where dependence on
natural resources is likely to remain very high. 3 Indeed, because of the

2 There is a growing body of literature on the problems of using orthodox economic
analysis to evaluate natural resource investments. One reference is the London
Environmental Economics Centre, Environmental Economics in the Develo.pinl: World,
report to USAlD, May 1990 (which served as the source of much of the argument presented
here). Other references include: Ani! Markandya and David Pearce, EnYironmental
Considerations and the Choice of the Discount Rate in DevelQpinl: Countries, World Bank
working paper, 1988; David Pearce, Anil Markandya, and Edward Barbier, Sustainable
Develo.pmeot. Resource ACCQuntinl: and Project Anpraisa1: Slate of the An Reyiew London,
1989; 1. Bojo, K.G. Maler, and L. Unemo, Economic Analysjs of Enyironmental
Consequences of DevelOj)ment Projects, Stockholm School of Economics, 1988; and Robert
C...I...n, -n........ , ... t " .. " ......t...n ..1 A1I""..tinn nf N .. tur..1 12lOCnnr,....c· S,...ntfin..vi.. Inurn..1 nf
~IV". '"'" u.aw &U I 6wuwa••....,.-. ....--.-.•.-- -- ...._- ..._-_. =-- ·x-e=- x·

Economics, vol. 88, no. 1, 1986.
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.. combined effect of increased demand (more people) and increased scarcity
(fewer resources), it can be argued that future benefits are worth more than
present ones.

The requirement that projects meet high discount rates shifts cost
burdens forward to later generations. It also means that projects with social
benefits that occur in the distant future will be discriminated against. For
exhaustible resources (e.g. minerals), the higher the discount rate the
greater the value of present resource extraction relative to future
e~:traction. Thill eucourages early extraction and accelerates the speed at
which the resou~ce is exhausted. Similarly, with respect to renewable
resources (e.g. forests) high discount rates on investments encourage
exploitation in the present, and thus the depletion of renewable resources.
Basing project investment decisions on discounted indicators also
discriminates against projects with long gestation periods, such as
afforestation with slower growing native species, rather than fast growing
exotics.

Part of the problem is that orthodox economic analysis is dependent upon
the accurate valuation of costs, benefits, and capital stock (including the
stock of natural resources). The failure to correctly value natural resources
in the decision making process will inevitably lead to the degradation of the
resource base. Anything that is effectively sold at zero price will be
overused. This is the open access problem that CAMPFIRE is attempting to
address.

Even extending benefits into the far future does not account for this
inter-generational bias. In the case of the Zimbabwe Natural Resources
Management Project, there is an investment which should improve the resource
base. One could quite easily have an investment that leads to a declining
resource base. Both would have an environmental value which would have to be
included in the analysis. This is the case for a negative discount rate which
would reflect a higher value of the resource base in the future.

Depletion of the natural resource base is inadequately reflected in the
market place (a market failure). A decreased supply due to a declining
resource base may result in increased price. By the time the market reacts,
however, it may be too late to restore a resource and production opportunities
may no longer exist. For example, the improvement of soil that has washed
into the river is not possible, and the formation of new soil is measured in
geologic time. Similarly, the extinction of wildlife is irreversible. This
is in contrast to man-made capital, which can be destroyed and rebuilt.
Ideally, economic appraisal of projects would correct for market failure
through shadow pricing. However, adequately valuing the natural resource
base, and the cost of the depreciation of that base, is very complex.

The prices of natural resources should reflect their full value, which
should be linked not only to the cost of extracting and transporting the
resource, but also to environmental and user costs. Environmental costs are
costs that resource extraction imposes on others, e.g. the loss of watershed
protection benefits when forests are cleared. User costs involve the loss of
benefits to future generations due to unsustainable management.

Renewable resources should be consumed on a sustainable basis. Thus,
the long-run rate of harvesting should equal the potential rate of
regeneration. Given that, particularly in developing countries, the stocks of
natural resources are declining (and below any reasonable estimate of what the
long run optimal natural capital stock should be), it is economically rational
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to make investments aimed directly at increasing natural stocks, as well as
preventing them from falling further. What is needed, and what orthodox cost
benefit analysis does not readily provide, is a method of optimization, based
on sustaining or improving the resource base, rather than maximization of
immediate returns based on the depletion of the present resource base.

One might not need to hold the stock of environmental asaets constant
over time. However, in order to compensate for the environmental losses
incurred in some projects, it would be necessary to ensure that the country's
portfolio of investments included offsetting investments in the environment.
These investments would not necessarily pass standard project appraisal tests.
This rational would probably justify the use, in appraising the Zimbabwe
Natural Resources Management Project, of a discount rate equal to the
estimated wildlife habitat degradation rate in Zimbabwe. By this criterion,
the Zimbabwe Natural Resources Management project would make ec~nomic sense
even at a discount rate of -5 percent.

8
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5. Bconomic Monitoring
The CCG has a sub-committee tasked with coordinating monitoring,

ecological, economic and institutional. The policy is to devolve monitoring
as far as possible, but for reports to be submitted to a central repository or
data-base. Por example, districts are required to submit annual reports
containing details of their finances and all animals killed in the district.
While still deficient. the standard of this reporting is improving rapidly.

In terms of economic monitoring the following data is required at a central
level:

• detailed ROC accounts (income and expenditure);

• records of the amounts develoved to indiVidual communities and. if
possible, a description of how this income is allocated;

. This data is already monitored by DNPWLM CAMPFIRE Unit and by WWF and
forms the basis of much of this analysis. There is scope, however. to
establish and standardise the financial recording system at ROC-level to make
the data more amendable to economic analysis. Salaries and wages for example,
could be standardize to determine whether these sums accrue to people at the
RDC centre or in the communities. Cooperation between DNPWLM. WWF and MC
would soon refine the present monitoring system, which should be designed to
follow the economic flow of resources. The development of standardized
financial accounting systems and annual reports would reduce the demands on
CCG staff to visit each ROC to collect (sometimes even to go through all the'
invoices) this data.

Additionally, consideration should be given to monitoring the
utilization of develoved revenues and, in particular, the implementation of
projects by communities. This should identify problem areas so that support
can be targe:ed towards improving this aspect of the project.

6. Food Security
CAMPFIRE satisfies the Mission'S macroeconomic view of food security in that
wildlife has·a comparative advantage in the ecosystems and produces more
economic output thsn alternatives. CAMPFIRE and its focus on wildlife,
moreover, maintains a complex ecosystem and the natural products within it.
The alternative of simplifying the environment through agriculture, which also
requires capital investment into water supplies, pesticides, etc. is not cost
effective in these marginal environments. Simple systems are also far more at
risk where climatic variation and uncertainty is a major characteristic of the
environment.

In view of the above the only way to insure food sustainability (security) in
rural areas is to manage ecosystems locally (CAMPFIRE), and stabilize
population numbers. The only possable programs for the generation of food
security in Agricultural Zones IV and V. In the authors' opinion the Zimbabwe
Natural Resources Management project offers the best approach to the
attainment of this Strategic Objective.

9
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d.

Appendix A: Te~s of Reference and Work Schedule
A. BACKGROUND The Consultant is requested to provide a Report which will
serve as the economic and financial analytical base to support the
authorization of AID funds for a $16 million, 5-year ·Phase II" extension of
the Zimbabwe portion of the Natural Resources Management Project No. 690-0251.

In preparing this report the Consultant will draw on the Project Paper
of 1989, especially the passages relevant to this sUbject; the Campfire
Workshop Report of 1992 and the Second Workshop Report of 1994; the Midterm
Evaluation of 1993; and interviews with project participants and observers as
to the history, actual status, and future course of this program.

To the extent possible this Report should be sequential to the
comparable analyses in the 1989 Project Paper, noting where the 1989 material
is still valid and relevant, and providing new information, analysis, and
judgement as regards the proposed 5-year extension ahead.

B.~ The Report should respond to, but need not be limited to, the
following questions and topics. The Consultant is invited to suggest
modifications and additions to this task description, consistent with the
purpose of the Report, for AID consideration and approval.

1. CAMPPIRE

a. Compile cost estimates for the S-year extension, including all
activities; layout a source and use of funds projection for each year.

b. Estimate the community and natic~al level economic benefits of the
intervention proposed.

c. Culculate a cost: benefit summary projection over the life of project,
and a cost: benefit analysis of the program as it will be felt at the
village level.

Identify and appraise the new economic factors and considerations to be
brought into play by the extension.

e. Comment on the economic and financial viability of the proposed
interventions (their sustainability) beyond the period of the extension.

2. ECONQMIC MONITORING

Collaborate with the Consultant working on the Management and
Implementation Analysis to assure that the monitoring of economic factors and
progress is included in the extension'S overall monitoring plan.

3. POop SICOBIty

Analyse the economic and financial factors and conditions which bear on
the prospects for the proposed extension being a successful intervention in
the attainment of the Mission's Strategic Objective I, Target 1-2, described
on pages 66-72 of the Country Program Strategic Plan. In this exercise
identify possible alternative interventions; estimate their effectiveness and
their benefits verses costs; and make a judgement as to whether the proposed
Phase II extension offers the best approach to the attainment of this
Strategic Objective.

C. SCJJII)W,I

The Consultant will be allowed three days for documents review: and
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three weeks for round-trip travel to Harare, records review, interviews, and
delivery of a complete first draft to the Mission. Following Mission review
and comment, the consultant will have five working days at his/her home base
to post (DHL) a final Report to the Mission.
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INITIAL BNnRONKBNTAL EXAMINATION
and

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE

Regional Natural Resources Management Project
Zimbabwe Component Amendment

%. BACKGROUND INPORMATION

A. Zimbabwe NRMP Description

The purpose of the Zimbabwe component of the Natural Resources
Management Project (Zimbabwe NRMP) is to: (1) demonstrate,
through practical examples, the technical, social, economic and
ecological viability and replicability of community-based natural
resource management and utilization programs on marginal lands
for increasing household and community incomes while sustaining
natural resources; and (2) improve national and local capability

.to halt the decline in the wildlife resource base through
training,. education, protection, communication, and technology
transfer. These objectives are being pursued through an
integrated program of community-based resource utilization,
planning and applied research, and natural resource conservation
in four communal areas of Zimbabwe: Tsholotsho, Hwange, Bulilima
Mangwe and Binga. In accordance with its regional mandate, the
project also supports a modest regional communications and
information exchange program.

Community-based resource utilization activities consist of: (a)
wildlife management; (b) institutional development of the
District Councils and other representative bodies; (c) community
development activities to ensure the involvement of local
residents (particularly women) and the effective use of community
development funds; and (d) training and education regarding the
process and responSibilities of community-based resource
utilization as well as conservation education in general. These
program activities are being implemented primarily through the
services of the Government of Zimbabwe'S Department of National
Parks and wild Life Management (GoZ/DNPWLM) and the Zimbabwe
Trust (ZimTrust - a national NGO), acting in collaboration with
other concerned national and local organizations and authorities.

The planning and applied research support project component
consists of four primary activities: (a) applied research (both
baseline surveys and in-depth longitudinal studies); (b) advisory
services to facilitate the initiation and implementation of the
project; (c) high-level professional training in the socio-
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economic and institutional aspects of community-based resource
management; and (d) information dissemination through seminars
and publications. These component activities are being ,
implemented largely through the University of Zimbabwe's Center
for Applied Social Sciences (CASS).

Project natural resource conservation component activities
include: (a) ecological monitoring, both of elephant populations
and the contiguous wildlife habitat and vegetation; (b) wildlife
populationmanagementi (c) wildlife protection; and (d) planning
and coordination with neighboring Botswana. Implementation of
this project component is principally the 'responsibility of the
DNPWLM. Assistance for ecological monitoring and research is also
being provided by the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) through its .
Multi-Species Animal Production Systems Research Project (MAPS).

Lastly, the regional communications and information exchange
component is being implemented through the Southern Africa
Development Community's (SADC) Wildlife, Forestry, and Fisheries
Sector Coordinating Unit in Malawi, with the collaboration of ~11

of the above participating national agencies and organizations as
well as the Africa Resources Trust (ART - a new, Zimbabwe-based,
southern Africa regional NGO) .

It should be noted that the Zimbabwe NRMP is being implemented as
an integral part of the greater ·Communal Areas Management ,
Programme for Indigenous Resources", or CAMPFIRE, established in
1988 and currently active in some 12 communal areas throughout
Zimbabwe (with some 18 more areas presently in varying stages of
program initiation). Thus, the various organizations assisting in
implementing this project, i.e., DNPWLM, ZimTrust, CASS, and WWF,
are also members of the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group (CCG), in
addition to the GoZ Ministry of Local Government, Rural and Urban
Development (MLGRUD -- the responsible government agency for
Rural District Councils (RDCs) and their communal constituents),
and the CAMPFIRE Association itself, established in 1990 and
consisting of member representatives of participating ROCs. For
this reason, although not explicitly mentioned in the original
description of this bilateral component activity, these latter
two organizations have also played an increasingly important role
in guiding project implementation to date.

D• Zimbabwe NRHP Environmental Experience '1'0 Date

The Initial Environmental Examination (lEE) for the original
Regional NRMP called for the following threshold decisions:

- a Positive Deter.mination for those project components that
will have an effect on the endangered, threatened and/or critical
habitat of wildlife, inclUding both direct rangeland and wildlife
management and utilization activites, i.e., game cropping,

I
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culling, game translocation, fencing, fire, water hole
development, illegal use control (wildlife protection)
activities, and less dir:;~t associated activities, i.e., tourism,
animal product processing facilities, and human resettlement
activities;

- a Negative Determination for the community development
activities, including staff housing construction, road
maintenance, and the procurement of radio communication
equipment, with the USAID/Zimbabwe Regional Engineer reviewing
specifications and drawings for the construction and maintenance
activities; and

- a Categorical Exclusion for the education, training and
technology transfer project activities.

The bulk of the ensuing lEE discussion was devoted to defining a
Scope of Work for the Environmental Assessment (EA) required as a
result of the Positive Determination noted above pursuant to 22
CFR 216 regulations (USAlD's Environmental Procedures).

This EA was subsequently completed during the course of final
project design. In summary, it found that all of the proposed
project activities of concern (see above listing) would 'have
either a positive (environmental) impact or could be easily
mitigated, presumably through known mechanisms and measures. To
ensure that this positive result was achieved, it called for
various research and monitoring activities to be conducted
throughout the life of the project. The assessment did not
identify any endangered species in the proposed target area;
however, it recommended that this item also be included in the
monitoring.program in the event that any endangered plants or
animals were identified at a later date.

Subsequent implementation experience in Zimbabwe has shown this
original project EA to be wanting in certain respects, primarily
in relation to the design and implementation of project
infrastructure development activities. To quote from the project
mid-term evaluation report:

n The Project Paper is notoriously weak in its
environmental assessment of potential impacts resulting
from the Project (ULG Consultants Ltd., 1994, p. 18) ...
Our review of documentation causes us to conclude that
infrastructural components of the project were poorly
conceived and evaluated during the course of Project
design. Their current implementation has avoided
safeguard procedures -- EIA (Environmental Impact
Assessment), engineering review, economic assessment
essential to ensure their technical and financial
sustainability (ibid., p. 28). "
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While the general thrust of this criticism is probably valid, it
should be remembered that this EA was written for the entire
regional project; and, given the limited amount of time ana
resources available for its completion, it could not
realistically have been expected to devote the effort regl~ired

for a detailed examination of each of the respective bil~teral

component activities.

In addition, many of the associated infrastructural development
activities requested and/or undertaken under the Zimbabwe project
component were not contemplated at the time of the original
project design. To quote from the Zimbabwe NRMP Interim
Assessment:

"Infrastructure provision is very high on the agendas
of both communities and district councils. They are
exerting pressure on councils and project implementing
agencies to increase inputs ... (Hitchcock & Nangati,
1992, p. 2). n

To further illustrate this point, consider the following list of
"infrastructural activities" financed under the Zimbabwe NRMP to
date (as compared to the relatively modest list of such
activities considered during the original project design -- see
p. 5 above) :

rehabilitation of Masili Dam;
25 kilometer (km.) cattle fence constructed at Bulilima
Mangwe;
Maitengwe Dam wall repaired;
4 watering pans desilted;
canals and piping constructed/installed for several
game watering points;
Koradziba and Soloboni communities relocated for game
fencing;
St. Joseph school expanded to accept relocated
communities;
boreholes rehabilitated to provide water supplies to
relocated communities;
Tsholotsho game fence constructed;
two fences near Hwange electrified;
fishing chalets constructed at Sidinda Island;
11 km. of access road regraded and a bridge constructed
over the Sidinda River; and
Tjunga fence construction at Binga.

Although many of these activities have resulted in significant
positive environmental effects, e.g., Tjunga fence construction,
due to the generally inadequate approach taken towards this
aspect of project operations to date, certain of these activities
have resulted in adverse consequences. Perhaps the most serious
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example of such impacts is the Masili dam failure ~ubsequent to
project-financed repairs, resulting in downstream damage and
extra expense. While such considerations are not necessarily
environmental in nature, they are symptomatic of the lack of
attention paid to the proper design and implementation of this
financially significant aspect of project operations.

Moreover, mid-project efforts by USAID project management staff
to redress these shortcomings were largely forestalled by
resistance from participating implementing agents and a lack of
appropriate grant agreement language supporting these
"additional" sub-activity review requirements. To date, the only
serious attempt under the project to properly address these
concerns was an environmental review of a major proposed wildlife
fencing activity in Tsholotsho district (Hoare & Bond, 1994).

Although it is still too early to expect any conclusive results,
it appears that initial concerns regarding possible negative
effects from the proj~ct's wildlife utilization activities have
not been realized. The general consensus, based on the limited
evidence gathered to date, seems to be that wildlife populations
in project target areas are responding positively to community
based utilization and management. For example, aerial surveys
conducted in 1992 and 1993 indicate increasing populations of
certain large species, e.g., elephants and buffalo, in communal
areas; and Martin (1994) speculates that, if these larger species
are increasing, it is also highly likely that the rest of the
large mammal community is also increasing. As elephants are the
focus of the most intense wildlife harvesting activities within
project target areas, it is most plausible to assume that project
activities are not having any significant adverse effects, and
may, in fact, be having a positive effect, on resident wildlife
populations. Additional evidence to support this view is the
observed reductions in poaching incidents reported in project
areas (both commercial poaching and subsistence hunting
activities), in the numbers of animals being killed (for various
reasons), and in the number of animal snares being found in
project areas, as well as several incidents where poachers have
actually been apprehended by local communities for appropriate
enforcement action. Unfortunately, the inadequate amount and
quality of the available data make it difficult to offer any more
definitive statements on this subject at present. As ongoing
wildlife monitoring activities continue over time and the quality
of the reported data improves, more substantive conclusions will
be able to be reached.

While the situation is also highly variable with respect to the
project's resource conservation objectives, there is no evidence
to indicate that the project has resulted in any significant
negative impacts on target area natural resources. However,
neither is it possible to conclude that the project has resulted

I
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in substantial improvements in natural resource management in
target communal areas. Whereas certain quite promising instances
of land use planning have been undertaken in project target areas
(primarily through other donor/NGO-assisted efforts); such
activities have been only. limited to date, and the available
reports on this subject consistently point to the inadequate
attention paid under the program to improved, integrated resource
planning and management (Hitchcock & Nangati, 1992; Zimtrust,
1994). Indeed, this lack of an integrated planning framework has
been one of the chief criticisms of the various infrastructure
development activities noted above aimed at improving wildlife
habitat (ULG Consultants Ltd., 1994). However, it is -also too
soon to expect any quantifiable results in this longer-term
resource improvement area as yet; and, given sufficient time and
effort, it is reasonable to suppose that positive impacts can
eventually be expected in this area as well.

The original Zimbabwe NRMP "pilot" activity was predicated on the
grounds that CAMPFIRE, as an innovative and somewhat
controversial approach toward8 community-based resource
management, needed to be teD~ed on the ground prior to
substantial commitments of d~velopment resources for its full
scale implementation throughout Zimbabwe. Despite the various
shortcomings noted above, it is now generally accepted that
CAMPFIRE has made significant progress towards the realization of
its primary community-based resource management objectives in
many areas of the country (see Hitchcock & Nanagati, 1992; ULG
Consultants Ltd., 1994; and a variety of other project and
CAMPFIRE documentation for Gdditional support for this
conclusion). Thus, the continuation and expansion of project
activities described in this PP Supplement appears to be both
fully consistent with the original pilot project design and fully
warranted by the preponderance of the evidence on program results
gathered to date. Based 01. the above discussion, there appear to
be no serious environmental considerations at this point in time
that would argue against this planned course of action.

II. PROPOSED, PHASE II ZIMBABWE NRMP DESCRIPTION

The proposed Zimbabwe NRMP amendment is intended to continue
USAID support for the implementation of CAMPFIRE in Zimbabwe
beyond the initial five-year, pilot phase effort .. Accordingly,
the proposed amended project objectives and activities will
remain largely the same as those described above for the initial
Zimbabwe NRMP. with the important exception that proj~ct

a~tivities wiil now expand considerably to support full-scale
program implementation nation-wide. Other, less substantive
modifications included in this project amendment, based largely
on "lessons learned" during pilot phase implementation, are not
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considered to be environmentally important; and, therefore, will
not be covered here. The reader is referred to the PP Supplement
text for further information on these more minor project
adjustments.

In theory, the expanded national project target area includes all
of the 163,500 km2 of communal lands in Zimbabwe (see Map 1). 1n
practice, however, the expanded area of project operations will
focus on those estimated 30,000 km2 (18%) of such lands which
possess significant amounts of wildlife. Generally, these latter
areas are restricted to those communal lands falling within
Zimbabwe's Natural (agro-ecological) Regions IV & V (see Map 2).
Since the majority of these lands possess "quite similar agro
ecological conditions, the regional target area description
provided in the original PP EA remains largely valid (albeit
generalized) for this expanded target area as well, i.e.,
marginal semi-arid/arid African miombo and mopane wodlands,
shrublands and savannah. For a more detailed and up-to-date
description of agro-ecological conditions within these areas, the
reader should refer to the more recent Natural Resources
Institute (NRI) document on this subject (NRI, 1993).
Administratively, this area corresponds, for the most part, to
portions of the communal areas within the following districts:
Beitbridge, Binga, Bulilima Mangwe, Chipinge, Gokwe, Guruve,
Gwanda, Hwange, Hurungwe, Kariba, Mudzi, Mzarabani, Nyanga,
Rushinga, Tsholotsho and UMP Zvataida. However, other communal
districts may also participate in amended project activities to
the extent that they are able to adequately justify viable
CAMPFIRE programs within their respective administrative areas.

All other major aspects of the original Zimbabwe NRMP will remain
essentially the same under this amendment (see Section I. project
description) .

III. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

As the amended Zimbabwe NRMP remains fundamentally the same, the
environmental considerations regarding this activity also remain
essentially unchanged. Thus, the primary areas of environmental
concern relate to the project's proposed community-based wildlife
utilization and natural resource conservation activities,
associated wildlife and community infrastructure development
activities, and certain other factors which are discussed in the
following sections.

The coll~ctiva CAMPFIRE er~rienee to date is that community
based wildlife utilization can provide a viable form 6f land use,
both economically and ecologically, in certain more marginal
regions of Zimbabwe. As mentioned above, it therefore appears

.._--~-~._-.--- .. -~ -- ... -.
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that early fears regarding adverse impacts on resident wildlife
populations from this aspect of project operations have not been
borne out. In fact, all available evidence suggests that project
(and greater CAMPFIRE program) activities are having a positive
effect on communal area wildlife, through the introduction of
formalized and profitable wildlife utilization schemes which have
resulted in a considerable reduction in informal harvesting
activities and in the number of animals killed as pests. In
addition, no instances involving threatened or endangered species
have been reported within project target areas. Thus, the major
findings and recommendations of the original regional project EA
on this subject remain appropriate and valid; and, based upon the
limited data gathered to date, there appears to be no cause at
this time to formally reassess this aspect of project operations.

The chief concern at this stage of program implementation is to
'ensure that these important wildlife-related achievements are
placed on a sound and sustainable basis. The issue here is that
these positive results have occurred largely on a "piecemeal"
basis, as permitted by the limited personnel and other resources
made available for this important work to date. While this
li~ted management framework may have been adequate for pilot
phase purposes, it is clearly insufficient for sustained and
expanded CAMPFIRE program operations. Thus, there is a critical
need to adopt a more structured and concerted approach towards
wildlife management/use in project (and program) areas (as
opposed to the more ad boc approach which has characterized this
area.of CAMPFIRE operations to date).

This problem is becoming exacerbated by the increasingly diverse
nature of the resources being utilized to generate revenues,
e.g., sales of crocodile eggs and live trees/timber, agricultural
cropping revenue-sharing schemes, etc., the greater level of ~

sophistication of the management techniques being attempted,
e.g., animal translocation, animal farming schemes, establishment
of reserves and ~anctuaries, etc., and the steadily growing area
of program opera~ions. The net result of these developments is
the increasing inability of concerned government agencies to
provide adequate technical support. To quote from the most recent
ZimTrust NRMP Semi-Annual Performance Report:

"The iDability of DNPWLM to provide focussed,
consistent technical support and natural resources
trainiDg is becoming an increasing constraint to
progress (p.18).n

The major requirement here for the second phase of project
impleu~ntation is a renewed emphasis on the estabiishment of a
credible wildlife management capacity within participating target
area communities, inclUding sound wildlife management/use,
monitoring and enforcement programs implemented by skilled
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community personnel. This capacity would also include the
provision of appropriate wildlife habitat management
infrastructure, e.g., watering points, fencing, etc., within an
integrated management plan (discussed further below). Considering
the current constraints to existing project implementing agents
in meeting this critical program need, effective implementation
of this recommendation will require supplemental project
technical assistance and training support.

The primary focus of the CAMPFIRE program over the last five
years has been the devolution of authority for wildlife
management to the ROes and the disbursement of the benefits from
wildlife utilization to local "producer" communities. To date,
these benefits have proven sufficient to garner adequate levels
of support for the continuing pursuit of program objectives and
activities within participating communities, while eliciting a
strong demand for the expansion of program activities into
additional communal areas. While this is a most significant
accomplishment, it has been achieved relatively easily to date,
given initial favorable "baseline" conditions in most
participating producer areas. However, as conditions continue to
improve and human, livestock and wildlife populations increase
within these areas, these accomplishments can be expected to
become increasingly jeopardized by renewed pressures on the
limited available resource base.

Perhaps the most significant such potential threat to continuing
program success is the uncontrolled in-migration of people into
CAMPFIRE areas. This unwelcome development is already apparent in
several program areas, and can only be expected to worsen with
time unless appropriate control measures are enacted by the
concerned communities. Additional people mean increased pressures
on the resource base, including increased competition and
potential conflict with the program's resource conservation
objectives. This concern is especially critical within the target
communal lands of Zimbabwe as a result of the relatively fragile
nature of the marginal environments occurring in most such areas.
If not properly addressed, such demographic pressures could
result in significant, long-term, adverse environmental impacts.

Moreover, this concern regarding external demographic pressures
can be expected to become aggravated over the longer term by
growth in the participating communities' own populations,
accelerated by improved living conditions resulting from program
generated benefits, e.g., health facilities, food supplies, etc.
Aside from the more direct threat to the resource base noted
above, this unplanned growth in producer populations possesses
the additional liability of diminishing program benefics to
individual beneficiaries and, thus, undermining continued support
for program objectives.
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The most effective manner of a.ddressing. these concerns is through
strengthened local capacities and authorities for integrated,
forward-looking, community-based resource planning and
management. While an effective traditional resource management
capacity may have existed at the village level in the past, this
capability has since been severely eroded by decades of central
government control. Thus, there is a critical need to re
establish this local capacity, as well as appropriate land use
planning and resource survey and monitoring techniques, to ensure
that program accomplishments and benefits are sustained in the
face of these increasing pressures and potential conflicts.

The most logical source of assistance in this area are the
various government technical extension agencies, e.g., DNPWLM,
Agritex, the Natural Resources Board, etc., normally responsible
for the provision of this support. However, as already noted
above, these agencies generally appear to be unable or unwilling
at present to adequately meet the demands for such assistance by
participating communities. As described in the above-cited
ZimTrust performance report:

" ... there are-common constraints in all districts which
need addressing. The most conspicuous of these are
related to a lack of skills and assistance in the areas
of natural resource management and land use planning
(ibid., p. 14) ... In several cases the lack of support
and advice is acting as a break on the communities own
plans and is leading to some level of disillusionment
on their behalf (p. 18) ...Whilst there has been some
improvement in the involvement of [other] government
extension agencies, NGO's and other potentially useful
partners, this still remains an area of concern ... (and)
the level of involvement still fal18 far short of that
which is necessary to ensure long-term
sustainability•.. Greater involvement would facilitate
more effective community management of resources and
better co-ordination of activities (p. 15)."

For example, in Bulilima Mangwe where several wards have
developed their own land use plans, they are unable to implement
them due a lack of advice and support from concerned government
agencies.

Another potential source of such assistance is through the CCG
and its various NGO membership organizations. WWF's "Resource
Management Support to CAMPFIRE Programme" is one proposed new
project activity designed to assist participating communities in
addressing these concerns. However, by its own admission,
servicing all deserving CAMPFIRE program areas is beyond WWF's
capacity; and, therefore, this new Programme will be limited to
working in three selected sub-district areas to develop
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participatory resource survey, planning, management and
monitoring techniques and methodologies (and disseminating the
results of this work to other areas of the country as
appropriate). While this new initiative is certainly laudable, it
is not sufficient for expanded national program (and amended
NRMP) purposes. Other supporting organizations appear to suffer
from similar capacity constraints. Accordingly, supplemental
project technical assistance and training will be required to
properly address this incre~singly critical natural resource
management area as well.

The final area of environmental concern relates to the design and
implementation of the various community infrastructure
development activities being undertaken both with project funding
and with community revenues generated through CAMPFIRE program
activities. The observed project and EA shortcomings in this area
have already been recounted above. The fundamental problem here
is a lack of attention towards and procedures for proper sub
activity planning and design, e.g., EIA, engineering review,
social, economic and financial analysis, etc. In the absence of
such design safeguards, the possibility always exists that these
activities will prove to be sub-standard or unsustainable from

·one or more of these perspectives. As the source of funds for
these activities is either directly or indirectly related to
CAMPFIRE, any such activity failures are ultimately of
environmental significance (whether or not they are of a strictly
environmental nature per se), as they will all reflect in some
way upon future community attitudes towards ongoing program
implementation. .

Examination of the proposals currently pending for Phase II
project support indicates a'continuing priority by participating
communities for a similar variety of infrastructure development
activities. In addition, as communities gain more experience with
program activities and the numbers of activities per community
increases, program-generated revenues will also increase. This
increase in wealth will lead, in turn, to an increased demand for
investments in improved community infrastructure, and a
heightened responsibility to ensure that these activities are
completed in a sound and sustainable fashion.

It is obviously not possible to properly assess in advance the
great variety of infrastructural development activities which
might be pursued under the expanded project (and program). Any
attempt to do so would ultimately prove superficial and
inadequate, as experienced with the original project EA.

Meeting this requirement will first entail certain revisions in
the project's sub-activity design, review and approval process.
In addition, technical advice and tr~ining will also be required
to assist communities in completing the appropriate sub-activity

° 0 •

. "



Annex 0-2
Page 13 of 24

feasibility/assessment work in a timely manner. While existing
government agencies can/should help in meeting this need, based
on the current government shortcomings noted above, additional
project technical assistance and training support will probably
also be required here.

Although dealt with sepclrately above for discussion purposes, it
is important to note tha\t each of these three areas of
environmental concern az'e closely interdependent. Hence, it is
not difficult to appreciate how wildlife management/use
considerations would ben,efit from improvements in greater
resources planning and mi9.nagement; or, how an integrated land use
planning framework might contribute to the sound development of
certain infrastructure projects; or, similarly, how certain
infrastructure developmer.lt activities would be considered
critical components of successful wildlife management schemes.
The paramount importance of this interdependency cannot be
overemphasized. For this :reason, each of these concerns needs to
be addressed in an integrl9.ted fashion, as an essential ingredient
t.o the desired activity outcome, if the final result is to truly
stand the test of time.

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Recommended Envi:r:onmental Threshold Decisions

Based on the above considerations, the following environmental
threshold decisions are recommended for this project amendment:

a Categorical Exclusion for project technical
assistance, training and education, applied research,
institutional strengthening, and regional
communications and information exchange activities
pursuant to the provisions of 22 CFR 216.2(c) (1) (i) and
(iii), and 216. 2 (c) (2) (i) , (ii) , (i i i ) and (v);

a Negativ9 Determination for both the community-based
wildlife utilization and natural resource conservation
activities pursuant to 22 ,eFR 216.3 (a) (2) (iii). No
evidence of significant adverse environmental impacts
resulting from project activities were found in this
review of project implementation experience to date,
and no incidents involving threatened or endangered
species or their habitats were reported in project
areas. Therefore, the original project EA findings and
recommendations on these subjects remain valid and
appropriate for this proposed amended project as well,

.and there is no cause to formally reassess these .
project activities at this time. However, to address
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certain observed shortcomings in implementing the
original EA recommendations on these subjects, this
recommended negative determination is made conditional
on the provision of supplemental project technical
assistance and training support to asoist in the
establishment of appropriate, community-based wildlife
and natural resources management capacities within
project target areas, including credible
wildlife/resource planning, management, monitoring and
enforcement mechanisms implemented by skilled community
personnel; and

a Deferral of any decisions on community/wildlife
infrastructure development activities pursuant to 22
CFR .216.3(a) (7) (iv), pending the completion of proper
sub-activity design feasibility/assessment, review and
approval p=ocedures (specified below), when and as
appropriate during tde course of project
im~::>lementat ion.

B. Recommended Environmental :Implementation Plan .

1. Introduction

In order to ease the administrative burden on participating
community and CCG project implementing agents and address certain
management problems experienced throughout project implementation
to date (see Hitchcock & Nangati, 1992; ULG Consultants Ltd.,
1994), the amended Zimbabwe NRMP will include funds for the
services of a local institutional contractor (Contractor) to
serve in a "Secretariat" capacity to the CAMPFIRE Association and
the greater·CCG. While a primary role cf this Contractor will be
to provide supplemental financial and general management
expertise in support of project and greater CAMPFIRE program
activities and objectives, this new Contractor Secretariat will
serve certain other important functions as well, several of which
are critical for the successful implementation of the
environmental recommend: ...tions included herein. Each of these
functions is discussed more fully below in the relevant sections
of this document.

2. Community-Based Wildlife and Resource Management

As discussed above, increased attention and effort needs to be
devoted under the amended project towards the establishment of
improved community capacities for effective wildlife and natural
resources planning and management. As this requirement cannot now
be adequately met through existing gove~~ent agencies ~nd CCG
support, supplemental technical assistance and training will be
required under the project to ensure that these critical areas of
project (and program) implementation recieve the priority
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attention that they deserve. It is proposed herein that this
supplemental ntechnical" expertise (vs. management or other
institutional strengthening assistance) be provided by the
CAMPFIRE Secretariat Contractor discussed above through some
suitable local venture or other partnership arrangement with (an)
experienced natural resources management firm and/or
individual(s) . '

This central CA/CCG Secretariat location for this expertise is
considered to be ideal for promoting effective communication and
coordination among the different technical assistance providers
to the program, e.g., government extension agencies, NGOs, the
Contractor, etc., as well as between program technical and other
institutional strengthening activities and implementing agents.
It should also serve to ensure that program technical
considerations are awarded the proper level of priority among the

'various competing program interests and objectives.

To further strengthen project (and program) technical field
support capabilities, renewed efforts should be made to fill the
DNPWLM's Senior Regional Ecologist/CAMPFIRE position in Bulawayo,
wh~ch has been vacant for several months now following the
transfer of the former incumbent to other duties. In addition,
should DNPWLM succeed in overcoming its present institutional
constraints, the assignment of other, additional Departmental
staff to support program implementation would also be most
desirable. Given the program's heavy reliance to date on
wildlife-related benefits, a strong DNPWLM field presence is
considered essential for ,continuing program implementation,
expansion and ultimate success.

Additional effort should also be devoted towards eliciting
greater involvement and support for program activities by other'
concerned GoZ technical agencies, e.g., Agritex, Natural
Resources Board, Water Development department, etc. The effective
participation of these other agencies is becoming increasingly
important to continuing progress, as program coverage expands and
activities begin to evolve from a more exclusive focus on
wildlife issues to a more comprehensive integrated resources
planning and management framework (more below). Accordingly,
increased attention needs to be devoted towards establishing
improved coordination and closer linkages between district-level
CAMPFIRE institutions 'and activities and other existing regional
and district development agencies and support mechanisms •.

3. Community ~nfra8tructur. Development Activities

A second major role of this Secretariat Contractor will be to
work with participating looal authorities on behalf of the CA and
the CCG to improve local community management of CAMPFIRE program
activities. An increasingly critical aspect of this support will
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be aimed at assisting participating producer communities in
developing and implementing proposals for CAMPFIRE program
(including NRMP) support. As discussed above, due to serious
deficiencies in the existing proposal preparation and
review/approval process, this function will require both revised
sub-activity design, review and approval procedures as well as
the provision of additional technical assistance and training
support. The technical assistance and training be provided
through the same mechanisms discllssed above, i.e., concerned GoZ
technical agencies, participating NGOs, the joint
technical/management Secretariat Contractor, etc., supported by
USAID regional environmental services staff, as required (see
below). The revised sub-activity design, review and approval
procedures are described below.

a. Sub-Activity Design, Review and Approval
Procedures

The procedures recommended herein generally follow USAID's own
Environmental Procedures, i.e., Section 22 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 216 (22 CFR 216), which set out the
requirements for addressing environmental issues in the project
or program development process. These procedures are based on the
belief that early consideration of a proposed activity's
potential environmental impacts, both direct and indirect, will
result in better development proposals and increase the
probability of an activity's ultimate success. Although the focus
of this discussion is on environmental review procedures, these
same principles also apply to the various other aspects of
project and program design discussed above, e.g., social,
economic and financial soundness, engineering/technical review,
etc. In this manner, these procedures should be considered as
only one part of a strengthened Sub-activity design process which
provides for due consideration of all salient feasibility factors
prior to final proposal approval and implementation.

These procedures will be applicable to all USAID-financed
community infrastructure development proposals, inclUding both
social and resource-related activities. While not required, they
are also strongly recommended for use in the design of those
infrastructure development activities funded with community
revenues generated by CAMPFIRE program activities. These
procedures should be implemented in the same participatory
manner, i.e., with the maximum participation of the affected
communities, that has marked most program activities undertaken
to date.

The first step in the environmental review process is the
preparation of an Initial Environmental Examination or Assessment
(lEE). The primary purpose of the lEE is to determine at an ea~ly

stage of activity design whether or not a proposed activity will

=

0- .---... _. - ••••• - ... _ ......_~ •••• ., •

.......--~_.- . ........-. -..,
" ', (]



-.

=

Annex G-2
Page 17 of 24

have a significant effect on the environment. ["Significant
effect" is defined here as any/all impacts which are
environmentally detrimental.] In this manner, the lEE fulfills a
critical initial activity screening function, identifying those
activities of potential environmental concern for appropriate
review, modification or cancellation prior to the commitment of
substantial time and resources. For this reason, lEEs need to be
prepared and submitted at the earliest possible time in the
proposal development process, i.e., along with the initial
activity proposal or concept paper, in order to serve as
effective filters and to allow sufficient time for proposal
review and modifica~ion prior to finalization.

Under these procedures, lEEs will be completed for all USAID
financed community infrastructure development proposals. These
lEEs will be submitted to the CA at the proposal concept stage as
an integral part of greater proposal documentation requirements.
All lEE documents will follow the same general format as normal
Agency lEEs completed for internal use, i.e., including a summary
facesheet, activity description, discussion of environmental
impacts, recommended environmental decision(s)/determination(s),
and proposed impact mitigation, and monitoring and evaluation
plans.

The lEEs will be completed in accordance with accEpted good
environmental practice for the particular type and size of the
sub-activity in question. "Good environmental practice" is meant
here as being sufficient to pro~ide a reasonable degree of
assurance that the environmental review and I'ecommended
mitigative measures are, in fact, adequate, feasible, appropriate
and effective for addressing any environmental concerns
associated with the proposed activity under the specific set of
circumstances within whi.ch that activity will be implemented.

The lEEs will be prepared by the respective community applicants,
with the technical support of concerned government agencies,
NGOs, and/or the Secretariat Contractor, as required (see above) .
At the outset, satisfactory completion of this additional
environmental documentation requirement will probably entail a
considerable amount of effort by all concerned parties, until
community participants become more familiar with the principles
and practices inherent in the environmental review process, in
general, and with the specific environmental issues and
corresponding mitigative options more commonly associated with
project-assisted activities.

Many sources of additional guidance are available to assist and
tr~in preparers in fulfilling this lEE requirement. Some of the
more appropriate such publications for the subject Zimbabwe NRMP
include: the Africa Bureau's PVO/NGQ Environmental Guidelines,
Harza Engineering's Environmental Guidelines for Rural
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Development Projects, the Man and the Biosphere Program's
Environmental Guidelines for Irrigation, the WASH Project's
Environmental Guidelines for Potable Water and Sanitation
Projects, Winrock International's Guidelines for Development of
Arid and Semiarid Rangelands, and the VITA/CODEL series of
publications on Environmentally Sound Small-Scale (Agriculture
and Forestry) Projects (see the Bibliography for additional
information on these supplementary reference/guidance documents) .
In addition, a reasonable body of literature has been developed
over the past few years in Zimbabwe on the subject of the
appropriate design and implementation of wildlife fencing
projects (see Hoare, R.E., 1992; Hoare and Mackie, 1993; Hoare &
Bond, 1994 and Hoare, 1994 for additional information on this
subject). Efforts are currently underway to translate this body
of literature into a comprehensive practical guidance manual for
future program (and project) use.

All lEEs received per the above process will be reviewed along
with the other aspects of the proposal concept paper, first, by
the CA and Secretariat Contractor and, subsequently, by the
Mission Environmental Officer (MEO), in accordance with the
environmental criteria specified below. Those lEEs that clearly
fall squarely within one of the several categories outlined
below, and which satisfy all of the minimum documentation
requirements, will be approved for further development (if
required) and inclusion into the final approved project proposal.
Those lEEs which require additional work will be returned to the
concerned applicant with appropriate guidance (and any assistance
required) for putting the document into proper order. Those lEEs
which address proposed activities for which the Contractor and
MEO require additional expertise to properly judge the potential
significance of the activity's environmental merits and
liabilities will be referred, first, to the Regional
Environmental Officer (REO) and, subsequently, to the Bureau
Environmental Officer (BEO) , if required and/or so recommended by
the REO.

The following environmental review criteria will be used to judge
the relative merits and liabilities of sub-activity proposals, as
presented in the accompanying lEEs:

(1) Category 1 - includes sub-activities that would normally
qualify for a Categorical Exclusion under USAID's Environmental
Procedures, e.g., technical assistance, training and education,
small-scale research/demonstration activities without significant
environmental implications, studies/analyses, institutional
strengthening activities not entailing major facility
construction/renovation activities! etc. Generally: this categorJ
of activities will not require any extensive initial
environmental review, or subsequent monitoring, evaluation or
mitigation;
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(2) Category 2 - includes sub-activities that would normally
qualify for a Negative Determination under USAID's Environmental
Procedures, based on a review finding that: (1) the activities
could result in some negative (but not necessarily significant)
environmental consequences; and (2) the applicant used an
environmentally sound approach for the activity design, i.e., the
lEE and the ~roposed activity design provide reasonable assurance
that the activity will be implemented in an environmentally sound
manner in agreement with good environmental practice. Activities
falling within this second category will usually entail some
design modifications and/or associated environmental monitoring,
evaluation and/or mitigation requirements; and/or

(3) Category 3 - includes activities that would normally recieve
a Positive Determdnation under USAID's Environmental Procedures
as having a high probability of resulting in potentially
significant environmental impacts, e.g., activities which involve
the procurement or use of pesticides or other hazardous
materials, the clearing or leveling of lands for agricultural
cultivation or other purposes, the construction of new irrigation
facilities or other water management and drainage works, large
scale agricultural mechanization activities, resettlement
activities, road construction or improvement works, power plant
construction or other large-scale energy infrastructure
development activities, potable water supply or sewerage
projects, and certain agro/industrial production or processing
development activities which involve significant amounts of raw
resource inputs and/or generate significant amounts of waste
products, or which will be undertaken in or near environmentally
significant or sensitive areas, or which might impact upon
tropical forests or endangered species, or which could
significantly endanger human health. Based on a review of past
and proposed project-supported activities to date, road and
bridge construction or renovation activities, major fencing
schemes, irrigation development or other agricultural land
modification/preparation activities, dam construction/renovation
works or other water management activities, wildlife
translocation and farming schemes, and human resettlement
activities being implemented under Zimbabwe'S CAMPFIRE program
might all fall within this third category of environmental
review, depending on the size or scope of the particular activity
in question.

J\ccording to these procedures, all lEEs for project-financed
activities falling within the Categoly 1 criteria listed above
will be approved by the Mission Director, based upon the
concurrence of the Secretariat Contractor and the MEO. Those lEEs
for activities which fall within the Category 2 criteria listed
above will be approved by the Mission Director, with the
concurrence of the Contractor, MEO and REO. All lEEs for
activities which cannot be readily classified within these first

I
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two categories, e.g., any particularly large and/or
environmentally significant Category 2 activity which cannot be
properly addressed with available in-country or regional
expertise, and all Category 3 activities, will be approved by the
BEO following the completion of any appropriate or required
additional environmental review.

All sub-activity proposals which fall into Category 3 above,
i . e., 'requiring BEO approval, will then 'be expected to complete
an additional Environmental (Impact) Assessment or Risk Analysis,
in general ac,~ordance with requirements set forth in USAID's
Environmental Procedures (see 22 CFR 216.3 for additional
guidance on this subject). These Assessments will be completed
and submitted as an integral part of the final sub-activity
proposal. All such Assessments will be submitted to the BEO for
review and approval, prior to issuing any final Mission decision
on support for that sub-activity.

The Secretariat Contractor, Zimbabwe NRMP Project Manager and/or
the MEO will maintain complete, up-to-date documentation on the
results of these procedures and periodically forward current
lists of all approved USAID-funded sub-activities to the REO and
BEO, together with complete copies of all final, approved lEEs
for documentation purposes.

Primary responsibility for ensuring that these environmental
review and implementation procedures are properly adhered to will
rest with the Secretariat Contractor, the NRMP Project Manager
and the MEO. To the maximum extent practicable, the REO (and BEC)
will also monitor the proper implementation of these procedures
through review of the periodic reports provided as discussed
above, periodic in-country monitoring visits and other
consultations with the MEO, other USAID project management and
CCG/Contractor staff.

b. Recommended ~lementation Approach

The bulk of the infrastructural development activities proposed
for project support up to now have been presented and considered
as discrete interventions, in isolation from other planned
community developments. The close interdependency of the major
environmental issues associated with this project was stressed
above. This linkage argues strongly for the adoption of a more
integrated approach towards activity planning and implementation
than has characterized program (and project) operations to date.

According to this recommended approach, a major road or fencing
activity, for example, would be designed (and assessed) within
the context of a greacer integraced resourees planning and
management framework, i.e., in relation to other planned
community development and management activities. The considerable
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technical merit of this approach can be readily appreciated.
Indeed, this lack of more integrated framework was one of the
chief criticisms of the infrastructure activities pursued under
the project in the past (Hitchcock & Nangati, 1992; ZimTrust,
1994) .

Although an integrated approach towards program planning and
management is more complex and time-consuming "up-front ll , it will
reap significant dividends over the longer term in the form of
more cost-effective, suund and sustainable community investments
and improved natural resources management. In addition, this
approach will provide for a more efficient application of the
environmental review procedures described above. Instead of
processing a greater number of smaller, individual sub-activity
proposals, joint community and project resources will be applied

_towards the more important design considerations associated with
a few, larger development activities, e.g., a wildlife management
scheme, an economic development scheme, a social services
improvement scheme, etc., which would be implemented over an
extended timeframe as resources become available. In this manner,
this recommended approach will provide for a more effective
ap~lication of limited project (and program) resources.

A final advantage of this integrated approach is that it forces
community planners to adopt a more distant time horizon than
might otherwise be the case. This longer-term planning
perspective is essential for effectively addressing certain
critical issues, such as the increasing demographic pressures
noted above, which take time to develop and change. In addition,
a long-term planning horizon is more amenable to adjustment over
time in agreement with the more flexible Iladaptive approach"
towards CAMPFIRE implementation currently being followed in most
program areas. Ultimately, adoption,of this recommended longer- ~

term approach towards program planning and implementation will
become indispensible for ensuring that positive program
achievements are sustained for the benefit of future generations
of Zimbabweans.

V. CONCLUSIONS

A thorough review was completed of the environmental performance
of the Zimbabwe NRMP to date. A major result of this review was
that the general findings and recommendations of the original
NRMP EA remain valid and appropriate for this proposed project
amendment as well. While certain environmental concerns were
identified, i.e., relating to wildlife management/use, natural
resources planning and management, and the environmentally sound
design and implementation of the proposed infrastructure
development activities, none of these concerns was considered to

__.......----.- • - .....- ------..--- - •••••... ----_. ------~...I
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be sufficiently significant to warrant a formal reassessment of
this bilateral proJect component at this time. In addition, there
appear to be no serious environmental considerations which would
argue against continuing with the expanded, amended Zimbabwe NRMP
proposed herein.

Based on a careful analysis of the environmental concerns noted
above, a set of revised threshold decisions were recommended,
together with a proposed plan and approach for implementing those
decisions and effectively addressing those concerns. Therefore,
if implemented as recommended herein, it is concluded that this
amended Zimbabwe NRMP activity will be executed in an
environmentally sound and sustainable manner, in full accordance
with all salient USAID policies and procedures.

I
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INTER-ORGANISATIONAL DYNAMICS IN NATURAL RESOURCB !llANAGBMENT
A Study of CAMPFIRE Implementation in Zimbabwe

1 INTRODUCTION:

1.1 Perceptions of CAMPFIRE

CAMPFIRE (Communal Areas Management Programme for Indigenous
Resources) means different things to different people. Depending
upon one's point ~f view, CAMPFIRE is said, to be:

* a remarkable example of de-centralisation of government
authority over a resource (wildlife) which has
traditionally remained in the hands of only the most
powerful;

a rural development programme designed to generate
revenue and alleviate poverty by ensuring that those who
live close to wildlife resources, and who suffer so that
others can enjoy them, also derive some material benefit
from them. It is hoped that those benefits will provide
an incentive for wise management of wildlife and re
orient the human/wildlife relationship, such that
conflict is replaced by harmony; .

* a land-use strategy which promotes a shift away from
unsustainable cropping and grazing systems in "marginal ll

semi-arid lands, to wildlife utilisation, which is deemed
a more appropriate land use;

* a strategy for rationalizing population distribution
patterns, while combatting the current inequities of land
ownership in Zimbabwe;

* a means to induce communal lands residents to conserve
wildlife because Government is too broke to do it,
itself;

* a long-term process of environmental and natural resource
education and management, by communities, who live with,
and understand the finiteness of those resources;

* a way to empower people at the grass roots so that they
are able to seize control over the multiplex forces which
govern their daily lives;

'* a means of t:apping into indigenous knowledge of resources
when experts have failed;

(.---.- -:, -- ..-.----.~.. 'w')
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* an experiment in common property management which tests
a variety of hypotheses concerning environment and
development; or,

* a world view, " ... still evolving as ecologists, planners,
agencies and rural people change their perceptions of
natural resources, economics, conservation -and, of
course, also of each other." (Zimbabwe Trust, et al,
1990:4)

1.2 In Africa, as elsewhere in the world, wildlife conservation
has been based upon the concept of Wthe park"-i.e., a protected
"natural" area in which humans have no place, except as spect.ators.
A continent -wide population explosion, however, has seriously
challenged the practical utility of -hard-edge" park strategies.
Over the decades, expanding population and declining access to
natural resources in residential areas has tended to increase
pressure upon resource-rich and un-populated "parks", creating an
inevitable tension between parks and people.

It appears, however, that after decades of struggling' to
resolve the conflict between people and parks, conservationists are
turning away from the traditional "hard edge" model, and
increasingly moving toward "soft edge" strategies (Dasmann et al),
which seek to incorporate people in ecosystem management, and
promote resource utilisation as a more effective and sustainable
conservation option. CAMPFIRE falls into the latter category.

CAMPFIRE was developed by ecologists in the research branch of
Zimbabwe's Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management in
the early 1980' s to address the problems of communal ownership
under conditions of rapid population growth and declining resource
availability. According to Martin (1986:iv):

Traditional communal ownership is an entirely appropriate
system where resources are plentiful. It is not economical to
evolve complicated property systems when the costs of
enforcing them outweigh the benefits to be gained from them.
However, the stage has been reached in the communal lands of
Zimbabwe where shortages are rapidly becoming manifest and
natural resources are declining because' of a failure to evolve
appropriate systems of resource allocation."

The CAMPFIRE policy, which was formally adopted by Government in
the mid-1980's, set out under the Parks and Wildlife Act (1975) to
devolve authority over wildlife management, by conferring upon
District Councils, the legal status to act as proprietors (i.e.,
appropriate authorities) over the wildlife resources located within
their administrative jurisdictions. District councils were further
expected to devolve authority to the Ward and Village level, and to
provide incentives for conservation by ensuring that the benefits

".
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of wildlife utilization would accrue to those communities which
suffered most from wildlife depredations.

It should be noted that a core CAMPFIRE concept is that those
who bear the costs of living with wildlife resources, often for the
profit and enjoyment of others, should also benefit (in cash or
kind) from the utilisation of those resources. Because of these
benefits, and the fact that these may contribute to improving rural
peasants' standard of living r CAMPFIRE has obvious rural
development connotations.

Guruve and Nyaminyami Districts were the first to receive
"appropriate authority" status in November, 1988, and by 1992, 12
more distri~ts had applied for and been granted this status. At
present, 22 have been gazetted as Appropriate Authorities.

Taking on wildlife management responsibilities, however,
required District Councils to develop new skills and decision
making bodies, at Ward and Village level, to handle utilisation,
management, protection, and marketing activities, as well as the
disbursement and spending of funds generated by wildlife management
ac~vities. Given these specialized needs, CAMPFIRE has evolved
into a complex, multi-faceted programme, covering a wide range of
"project-ized" activities, and involving a burgeoning number .of
individuals, Government and non-Governmental organizations and
donor agencies .

•It is essential that we understand the complex, and multi
faceted inter-organisational dimensions of CAMPFIRE prior to
embarking upon a second phase of support for the program. In
particular, we need to examine the participation and influence of
a myriad of individuals from different organisations, levels, and
types, with different and sometimes conflicting values, goals.,
structures, processes, cultures, and reward systems, to understand
the strengths and weaknesses of CAMPFIRE implementation. Indeed,
if we are to achieve our objective to:

... improve, through training, education, protection,
communication, and technology transfer, Zimbabwe's national
and local-level capacities to sustainably develop, manage and
utilize indigenous natural resources (NRM Project Agreement,
1989) , .

we must understand the dynamics and impacts of multiple
organisations forced to co-operate, interact, and communicate in
the implementation of complex, multi-faceted, development projects
with multiple objectives, initiated and administered through many
different levels of bureaucracies and societies.

CAM:PFIRE is implemented on a daily basis by hundreds of
individucals working thr'ough a number or organisations which were

..._-... - _..__ ., ._._- _ _~------
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designed to operate in a relatively closed environment, which
enabled the organisation 1.) pursue its own objectives fairly
independently of other organisations. Given this reality, one of
the basic problems facing CAMPFIRE implementors is fairly obvious:
their organisations were not designed to work together. Yet, the
multi -disciplinary, inter-related, inter-dependant, multi -media
natur~ of CAMPFIRE requires a multi-organisational implementation
process, and any organisation operating in this complex environment
must cooperate witb it counterpart organisations if it is to
successfully achieve its objectives. Thus, CAMPFIRE implementors
are forced to collaborate ~ot only with other organisations but
often with radically different types, levels, and cultures of
organisations.

The following analysis examines the processes, effectiveness
and impact of inter-organizational interaction in the
implementation of CAMPFIRE, and based on this analysis,
recommendations are made concerning the future implementation of
the Natural Resources Management Project, specifically, and
CAMPFIRE, in general.

2 • THE ACTORS

2.1 Introduction:

CAMPFIRE is implemented daily ny thousands of people and
hundreds of organisations, ranging from the CAMPFIRE Collaborative
Group (CCG) in Harare to the village CAMPFIRE committees and the
fence-minders in Tyuunga. Since CAMPFIRE is intended to be a
decentralised programme and there may be no need to coordinate the
activities of all those actors; certainly not in a single
hierarchical institution. Nevertheless, questions remain: how much
and what forms of coordination or communication are necessary, how
much communication is optimal? Is more necessarily better?
Necessary and optimal for what? For the most part, guidance is
lacking.

The cry for improved coordination and communication arises
inevitably from the nature of development and natural resource
management projects (particularly when combined as in the case of
CAMPFIRE) . Such projects necessarily cut across organisational,
disciplinary, professional, political, geographical, social and
cultural boundaries, and therefore, to be successful must involve
individuals and organisations at many different levels, which
differ markedly in structures, goals, values, perceptions, many of
whom have never encountered edch other or worked together before
and who quite lit~rally do not even speak the same language.

c..~PFIRE engages individuals and organisations at several
distinct levels: political and bureaucratic structures, n the
party" (ZANU(PF), the ~resident's Office, Cabinet and Parliament,

;,
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where many questions have been raised about CAMPFIRE, MP's from
CAMPFIRE Districts, the Ministers of the relevant Ministries,
Environment and Tourism, MLGRUD, Agriculture, Lands, and Water
Development, National Aff;.J.irs , Cooperatives and Employment
Creation; the local government structure extending through the
Ministry to the Pro,rinces, the District Administration, Executive
Officers, i:.nd Councils and Officers, district and extension
personnel f. :'Com Ministries including, Health, Education, Coops,
AGRITEX, NRB, Councillors from participating CAMPFIRE Wards,
Development Committees at the provincial, district and ward levels,
WADCOS and VIDCOS, traditional "leadership consisting of Chiefs,
Headmen, Sabukus, (Kraalheads) i and, an array of bilateral and
multi-lateral aid agencies operating in the area, as well as
national and international NGO' s. Add to this the principal
implementing agencies of CAMPFIRE-i.e., the Department of National
Parks and Wildlife Management (DNPWLM), Zimbabwe Trust (ZT), the
Centre for Applied Social Sciences (University of Zimbabwe), the
CAMPFIRE Association, WWF, and the structure of theJ.r
administrative committees and field offices, and the complexi.ty
seems overwhelming.

This section identifies the major actors in CAMPFIRE, traces
the history and impact of their involvement in CAMPFIRE, and
examines internal dynamics relevant to their operation in CAMPFIRE
and their capacity to work effectively with the other actors. The
next two sections describe and assess the i.nter-organisational
dynamics of these actors and the coordinating mechani.sms which are
designed to facilitate cooperative action among them, first at the
level of the implementing agencies and second at the level of
districts, wards and villages.

Figure 2.1 6umma.:t"'::"~,E:fj the major organisational actors in
CAMPFIRE indicating .11cambers of the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group,
while Figure 2.2 summarises the local government, bureaucratic and
political structures in Zimbabwe.

FIGORE 2.1 Major Organisational Aotors In CAMPPIRE
Ministry of Environment & Tourism
MiniBtry of J"ocal GoveJ:Tlment, Rural and Urban Development
Ministry of Lands, Agriculture and Water Development
AGRITEX
Ministry of Education
Forestry Commission
Natural Resourc~s Board (NRB)
Department of Natural Resources
Veterinary Department
Ministry of Community and Cooperative Development
Ministrr of Health
Provincial Administrator
Provincial Development Committee

'District Administrator & Executive Officer
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District Development Committee
Rural District Council
District Natural Resources Committee
District Development Fund
USAID
ODA
EC
IDRC
CAMPFIRE Association
CAMPFIRE Committees (village, ward, & inter-ward)
Tour and Safari Operators
Crocodile Farmers Association

Zimbabwe Trust
Centre for Applied Social Sciences (CASS)
WWF
WADCO
VIDCO
Ward Natural Resource Committee
VIDCO Natural Resource Committee
women's groups
youth groups
cattle-owners
poachers
unemployed
CITES
NGOs

Source: adapted from Workshop Report, Roles Clarification Workshop,
1992

PIGURE 2.2 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND POLITICAL STROCTORES IN ZIMBABWE
I . CENTRAL GOVERNMBN'l.'

National Executive
Ministries
Members of Parliament
Chief's Representatives
Central Committee
Provincial Council
Governors
ROC Chairmen
Youth Representatives
Women's Representatives
Political Representatives

I I • PROVINC:IAL DEVELOPMENT COMMIT'l'BB
Provincial Heads of Ministries
Provincial Representatives
Rural District Councils
CEOs
Councillors
Chiefs

;fJ.......---_._-'). .\.
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III. DISTRICT DEVELOPMBNT COMMITTBB
District Administrator & Executive Officer
District Heads of Ministries
District Representatives
Council Chair

A. WADCO (Ward Development Committee)
Chair
Secretary/Treasurer
Youth Representative
Women's Representative
Headmen
Extension Workers

Community Development Workers
Health Officers
Education Officers
AGRITEX Officers
Natural Resources Branch Representative

B. VIDCO (Village Development Committe~)

Chair
Secretary/Treasurer
Youth Representative
Women's Representative
Coopted Members
Sub-Committees
Extension Workers

Village Development Workers
Health Officers
Education Officers
AGRITEX Officers
Natural Resources Representative

Cell Representative

Source: adapted from Ministry of Local Government, Rural and Urban
Development

2 .2 INTERACTION OP ORGANISATIONS IN '1'BE DBVBLOPKBNT AND
IMPLEMENTATION OP CAMPPIRE INITIATIVES

CAMPFIRE brings together a variety of professional and
disciplinary interests and perspectives, and in so doing has
involved a variety of agencies and organisations who represent or
incorporate the following broad perspectives:

1. Wildlife Managere, who recognized that wildlife
management techniques previously employed (anti-poaching,
popUlation management), and focused almost exclusively
within the boundaries of national parks and protected
areas, ~ere failing to meet their objectives because
they failed to take into account the needs and realities
of park neighbours. In the Sebungwe, for example, the
Department recognised that Chirisa, Chete, Chizarira and

_.. ... \
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Matusadona would become "islands", or would be lost to
population pressures, unless they became a positive force'
for economic development.

= •

2.

3 •

Conservationists/Environmentalists, who, in their
attempts to combat the severe environmental degradation
of marginal lands by a growing population and promote
sustainable development, saw an opportunity to promote
community based natural resource management, preserve
wildlife, and restore the resource base. These actors
recognized the advantages of harnessing market forces:
a.) to provide an incentive for sustainable utilisation
and wise management; b.) to reduce conflict between parks
and people; and c.) to provide buffer zones which would
achieve goals of both conservation and development.

Development/Community/Social workers, who recognised
CAMPFIRE as a powerful rural development strategy to
alleviate pervasive poverty and provide new and more
sustainable livelihood strategies for residents of
communal lands. Capturing benefits from wildlife also
had the potential to provide a stimulus for basic
institutional development and community empowerment.

6.

4. Academic Researchers, who saw CAMPFIRE as a social
experiment and an opportunity to bring sociological
knowledge into development and to test hypotheses
concerning community-based natural resource
management, common property regimes, and community
dynamics.

5. pevelopment Economists, who identified. wildlife as a
"rational" land use option in semi-arid areas and a
resource which could be developed and exploited, for
profit, without destroying the environment. Economists
further conceptualised CAMPFIRE's use of market fqrces to
improve land use efficiency and provide incentives for
sustainable resource management at the local level.

Donors/AID workers, who quickly recognised that CAMPFIRE
fulfilled their current priorities in the areas of
environment/natural resource management and food
security.

As mentioned above, CAMPFIRE's intellectual roots can be found
in emerging ideas about parks and people, including: sustainable
wildlife utilisation; buffer zones as opposed to hard edges for
parks and protected areas; revenue sharing; as well as, concepts of
decentralised, community-based common property resource management
(i.e., the "village company" as conceptualised by Chief Economist
of the Ministry of Finance).



Annex G-3
Page 9 of 42

The immediate precursor of CAMPFIRE was the WINDFALL (Wildlife
Industries New Developments For All) Programme (1977), in which
benefits from wildlife management practices such as culling and
sales of hides and ivory, were returned, in part, from Treasury to
residents in those areas surrounding National Parks.

The CAMPFIRE programme, designed by DNPWLM ecologists who had
practical experience implementing WINDFALL, was accepted, in
principle, by the Department in 1982. The authors of CAMPFIRE not
only articulated the philosophy and principles of the program but
also suggested that the program be implemented by a CAMPFIRE Agency
(Martin, 1986). Unfortunately, however, DNPWLM lacked the
personnel and funds necessary to establish such an Agency, and
chose instead to co-opt other organizations to fill in the most
glaring gaps-i.e., CASS (1984) to conduct social research,

. monitoring and evaluation; Zimbabwe Trust (1987-88) to assist in
implementation, particularly in the areas of institutional
development and training, and WWF (1988) to provide technical
assistance in terms of ecological and economic monitoring. This
proved to be a fine example of making a virtue of necessity, since
these organisations were able to bring personnel and material
reeources to the programme which would have been difficult, if not
impossible, for DNPWLM to provide on its own.

The three co-opted agencies formed the CAMPFIRE Collaborative
Group, and shortly thereafter, invited the Department join the
group, as Chair. In 1990, the CAMPFIRE Association, formed in
1989: and the Ministry of Local Government (MLGRti'D) joined the
Collaborative Group. That coordinating body remained intact until
1993, when the Group recommended that the CAMPFIRE Association
replace National Parks as Chair.

Under the guidance of the CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group, the
early CAMPFIRE experiments benefitted from excellent minds,
experience, intimate knowledge of, and commitment to, the people
and ecosystems of Zimbabwe. Although the same minds were involved
in designing the USAID-funded Natural Resource Management Project
during 1988-1989, when it came to implementing the NRMP, a new set
of actors had to be enlisted. Although necessary to develop the
CCG's capacity to respond to the rapidly growing demands placed
upon it by Appropriate Authorities, the induction of new actors
caused a certain amount of disruption and stress in what had
previously been a small, informal, and tightly-knit management
structure.

2.3 Major Institutional Actors

Inter-organisational dynamics are largely determined. or at
least affected by, intra-organisational dynamics, and all of the
major organisational actors have faced some internal changes over
the past five years. In fact, some of these changes have been

I
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quite dramatic. District Councils, for example, faced
amalgamation, in which the for...c!r rural councils (white) and the
former district councils (black) were combined into Rural District
Councils (RDes). DNPWLM has been undertaking a major restructuring
exercise apearheaded by the World Bank; has lost more than 250
people and posts to reintrenchment under the Economic Structural
Adjustment Program (ESAP) i and, has experienced a variety of
political intrigues. ZIMTRUST has grown from one office, with a
handful of employees, to two offices employing about 40 employees.
The growth spurt has resulted in intra-organisational stresses.
CASS has also suffered from personnel problems and losses,
especially at the senior supervisory level, student unrest and
ensuing political problems.

These internal problems have raised the level of uncertainty
about the programme, fostered a negative climate for long term
planning, and adversely affected the ability of the CCG to enter
into effective working relati.onships with each other. Sensing that
things were not working well, the CCG convened a Programme Strategy
Workshop, commonly referred to as the "Roles Clarification
Workshop", in 1993.

Drawing upon that workshop, the mandate, objectives, motivations,
constituencies, values, structure and processes, and organisational
culture of each institutional actor is described below.

2.3.1 Department of National Parks and Wild Life Management

Housed in the Ministry of Environment and Tourism, the DNPWLM
was formed in 1963 by amalgamation the Wildlife Conservation
Department and the National Parks Department. The department is
divided into 4 branches-i.e., Research (including Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology), Management, Administration (includes TEI
Training, Extension and Interpretation) and, Investigations, which
functions as the Department's "watchdog". There is a traditional
rivalry between the Research branch and the Management branch over
control of the Department, and while this rivalry has occasionally
created difficulties for CAMPFIRE, it would now appear that most
sectors of the Department support CAMPFIRE.

Based upon the legal concept of "King's game", the department
holds statutory authority over all of the country's wildlife
resources, irrespective of its location on private or state land.
However, the Parks and Wildlife Act (1975) allows the Department to
confer that authority upon landholders of alienated land. This
section of the Act, which is the legal basis for CAMPFIRE, has
allowed DNPWLM to increasingly concentrate its efforts upon
w~naging wildlife resources in the National Parks and Controlled
Hunting Areas. .

As described earlier, DNPWLM developed CAMPFIRE, and continue

...._-~~~~.
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to play an important role in its implementation. Indeed, District
Councils seeking "appropriate authority" status must demonstrate to
National Park's satisfaction, their capacity to manage their
wildlife resources in a sustainable fashion.
Moreover, according to the "Roles Clarification Workshop", "DNPWLM
provides direction and coordination to the collaborative group on
all wildlife matters as well as offering technical assistance and
guidance to interested District Councils and local communities."
National Parks ability to fulfil their role, however, is limited by
personnel, and as the department has shrunk in size, and become
more inward-looking, less and less time is spent on wildlife
matters occurring outside the Parks and protected areas.

In 1991 the department set up a CAMPFIRE Unit, perhaps not as
large as the technical Agency (with up to 20 posts) proposed in
1986 but, with the appointment of a Senior Ecologist and two
Scouts, certainly a step forward. Although the Unit operates on a
very small budget, it has enormous responsibilities, inter alia,
for "ensuring sustainable wild life management" by monitoring and
documenting wild life quota setting, populations, and off-take, as
well as promoting and monitoring programme implementation including
hunting concession tenders and all other CAMPFIRE related
activities. Among other things, the Unit Coordinator travels to
all the CAMP~IRE projects and facilitates the return of revenues
from Councils to 'producer' communities through revenue
distribution ceremonies, 'putting cash on the table', training
CAMPFIRE Committee members in the arts of tendering, marketing and
negotiating with safari hunters and more recently conducting
participatory 'land-use' planning exercises in communities to link
wild life management with the management of other resources
inclUding water, forest, crop, and grazing resources. The Unit is
also responsible for developing CAMPFIRE guidelines, "to assist in
grass-roots implementation in those areas neglected by
donors", (emphasis added) and" to improve communications between a
r.ange of actors, and the general awareness of the programme"
(Child, 1993).

As suggested above, recent budgetary and staffing problems have
seriously undermined the ability of DNPWLM to fulfil their role in
CAMPFIRE. As a result, many CAMPFIRE projects have been deprived
of input necessary to assist communities to manage their own
natural resources, a key objective of the programme. An earlier
assessment states that:

DNPWLM is critically short-staffed and has severe bUdgetary
constraints. These constraints have had effects on the
ability of DNPWLM to carry out its functions relating to law
enforcement, problem animal control, ~~ota-setting, training,
and resource conservation and management. It is unlikely that
this situation will change in the near future (Hitchcock and
Nangati, 1992).

I
I
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To that it should be added that the department's attention and
resources have been further distracted by the World Bank
restructuring exercise, the drastic decline in rhino numbers, the
need to defend itaelf against criticism regarding anti-poaching
activities, eleph2nt management and its stand on CITES, among
others.

While the Department has been able to provide some advice to
councils, carrying out technical wild life management tasks such as
aerial surveys and others, and with the tendering and quota-setting
processes, there is very limited presence on the ground in most
CAMPFIRE communities. Therefore, coordination with other CAMPFIRE
actors has been almost non-existent, and many communities feel
there is a serious communication gap between themselves and the
department. Unfortunately, the ill-feeling created (especially
that Parks is ignoring the PAC problem) tends to undermine
CAMPFIRE's objective to create harmony between parks and their
neighbours.

2.3.2. ZIMBABWE TROST

A national NGO, Zimbabwe Trust was formed at Independence by
Zibabweans who had left Zimbabwe for political reasons following
UDI in 1965. ZIMTRUST funding is derived from companies whose
assets were frozen during OO!. Originally, Zimbabwe Trust was
established as a registered charity organisation in the UK, with a
small office staff and a Board of Trustees, and as a Registered
Welfare Organisation in Zimbabwe, with a small office consisting of
three staff members. Zimtrust' s original objectives included,
among other things, the alleviation of poverty (after the ravages
of the war), and the "improvement of life" in marginal areas.

The Trust'S "Tenth Anniversary Report" describes its methods
of implementation as,

...promoting sustainable economic activities, primarily in the
communal areas of Zimbabwe, and facilitating and assisting
rural communities to develop their organisational, management
and skills capacity. This 'capacity-building' or
, institutional development' role is the essence of the Trust's
work" (Zimbabwe Trust, 1990:4).

Zimtrust was involved in the earliest CAMPFIRE experiments in
Guruve, Nyarninyami and Binga and their role in training and
institution development has continued in other CAMPFIRE Districts,
expanding most recently into the South East Lowveld. Moreover,
Zim~rus~ was instrumental in creating, staffing, and financing the
CAMPFIRE Association.

Although the CAMPFIRE Association has grown in stature and
prominence since 1989, Zimbabwe Trust continues to be the main
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CAMPFIRE implementation unit. To accommodate member's requests for
implementation assistance, the Trust's staff compliment has grown
from three to thirty, and now includes a projects manager, a
monitoring officer, and more than one dozen specially-trained field
workers. To fulfil their implementation role in Matabeleland,
Zimtrust established an office in Bulawayo, with a project manager,
training officer, women's officer (who later became the training
officer) administrator, natural resource officer, and eventually
(starting with only one) four area managers, one for each district.
From the outset, the area managers performed an extremely demanding
and comprehensive role in the project, especially since, unlike
early CAMPFIRE initiatives, they were expected to implement the
programme in all of the target wards simultaneously. This involved
tremendous training and awareness raising responsibilities,
institution building, monitoring, infra-structure development and
promotion of CAMPFIRE activities and enterprises in an enormous
geographical area.

An early report of ZIMTRUST's Matabeleland operations observed
that the difficulty of their position was that:

they are in the middle of the whole process and subject to the
pressures of conflicting goals and purposes ...They are
implementing infrastructural developments for USAID. They are
working with and through district councils. They are
collaborating with Parks. They are carrying the. CAMPFIRE
philosophy to local people with workshops and training. Their
staff work with CASS researchers in the project areas. Often
the requirements of one of these tasks contradict those of the
others ... their job is probably more difficult than that of the
rest of us (Hawkes and Madzudzo, 1991:15).

The difficulties which ZIMTRUST has experienced in implementing
CAMPFIRE activities in Matabeleland have been exacerbated by the
fact that the Districts view them as thft- implementor of CAMPFIRE-

. i.e., the provider of infra-structure, the holder of the purse
strings and often, the people responsible for problem animals. As
a response to these difficulties, ZIMTRUST decided to shift its
role definition at the programme strategy workshop and concentrate
on "training of trainers", "involving government extension.
services in CAMPFIRE", "information dissemination" and
"facilitating intra-governmental coordination".

In dropping "institutional, capital, and administrative and
financial support" roles, ZIMTRUST now appears to be moving into a
network facilitation role, seeking the involvement of others
through linkages, communication and information flows. Clarifying
the rationale for this change in orientation, the ZIMTRUST General
Secretary asserted that his organization is a "development", not a
"conservation", agency, yet in many instances ZIMTRUST personnel
have been called upon to implement all of the various aspects of
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CAMPF~RE in the communities where they work. While ZIMTRUST would
continue to assist in "securing assistance from others to
facilitate or promote the collective capacity to manage common
resources for collective goals", it would no longer accept blame
for not supplying information about wildlife and resource
management options, when they never took on that role.

ZIMTRUST's own internal review suggested three possible
options: 1.) continuing things as they are; 2.) expanding the
ZIMTRUST bureaucracy.to handle new roles; or, 3.) becoming more
strategic, identifying strengths and concentrating resources on
those areas of demonst:...ated success. At present, indications are
that ZIMTRUST has chosen the third option and will no longer agree
to implement CAMPFIRE across the board.

2.3.3 Centre for Applied Social Sciences (CABS)

If the unexamined life is not worth living then the unexamined
development project is surely not worth doing. Despite scholarly
prescriptions to include social scientists in all aspects and
phases of development projects which purport to "put people first",
the participation of a social science research center, such as
CASS, as an implementing agency in a development project, such as
CAMPFIRE, however, continues to be the exception rather than the
rule. While fellow CCG members expressed some confusion about what
exactly CASS researchers were doing, all seemed to recognise the
importance of social science research for the successful
implementation of CAMPFIRE.

An academic unit of the University of Zimbabwe, CASS was
originally constituted in 1970 as the Centre for Inter-Racial.
Studies (CIRS). The scholarly focus of the Centre gradually
changed, and shortly after independence, the Centre changed its
name to CASS, with a view to becoming the University of Zimbabwe's
primary, ~ulti-disciplinary, social science research and teaching
unit. And, over the years, CASS has succeeded in achieving local,
regional and international stature, funding, and connections.

The Centre's current focus on community-based natural
resources management evolved quite naturally out of earlier
activities in the area of socio-Iegal studies, tenure a~d common
property management. However, direct involvement began when the
CASS Director was asked to comment on rough drafts of the CAMPFIRE
proposals being developed by DNPWLM. The Director saw in CAMPFIRE
a rare opportunity to test hypotheses in a "natural successional
experiment", and soon CABS researchers joined WWF and ZIMTRUST in •
setting up the Nyaminyami and Guruve CAMPFIRE programs.

In the process assisting in implementing CAMPFIRE, CASS
researchers have become increasingly involved in community debates,
and have, on occasion, been called upon to serve as community
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advocates. As such, their work has contributed to establishing the
legitimacy and importance of applied or action research, which
contributes knowledge in the field while developing the capacity of
communities to identify and solve their own problems.

CASS's role in CAMPFIRE is to conduct socio-economic baseline
surveys, develop long-term research projects, monitor and evaluate
program interventions, and produce post-graduate-trained scholars
with expertise in social science research methods and natural
resources manageme~t. Unfortunately, however, CASS's ability to
fulfil its role has been hampered by chronic staffing problems, and
in many instances CAMPFIRE implementors have criticized CABS for
failing to provide little practical assistance. It must be

. recognized, however, that research, especially qualitative
research, is a time-consuming endeavour, and that the product of
such research may not always be immediately "useful", except as a
vehicle for stimulating discussions, communication, raising
different perspectives, and identifying problems and issues as they
arise.

In the Programme Strategy Workshop, CASS dropped its advocacy
role while adding to its list of responsibilities "conducting
short-term training courses on environment and resource
management", "developing accessible information", and "conducting
social impact assessments". While CASS's inclusion among CAMPFIRE
implementors was, perhaps, a fluke, it is one of. those happy
coincidences which merits continuation.

2.3.4 CAMPFIRE ASSOCIA~ION.

The CAMPFIRE Association of Rural Communities, is "a voluntary
body at national level representing and servicing those District
Councils and their component communities which have implemented or
intend to implement the CAMPFIRE concept" (Zimbabwe Trust, 1993).
The Association was created after provincial and district
workshops, held in 1988 and 1989, had identified the need for "a
national organisation with a strong constituency base ... to promote
members' interests at national level and to coordinate ser.viceg to
members" (Zimbabwe Trust, ~993). The association was also a
response to the CITES. proposal to ban all international trade in
ivory.

The CAM~FIRE Association lists as its responsibilities:
" ... research and documentation of natural resources in communal
areas, marketing, institution building and training, lobbying, and
informatioA: dissemination". To date, the Association has been
supported fil~ancially (primarily though an ODA grant) by Zimbabwe
Trust. The Association operates with a Board of Management
consisting of representatives of those Districts Councils having
appropriate authority status. The Association's public
information function is handled by an information officer, funded
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by Africa Resources Trust. ,In addition to donor funds the
Association is supported financially by a council membership fee.

At the programme strategy workshop, the decision was made by
members of the Collaborative Group to establish the CAMPFIRE
Association as the lead agency in CAMPFIRE. 'l'he decision arose from
"consensus that CAMPFIRE should be demand-driven by its intended
beneficiaries or 'producer ~ommunities' and that the Association,
as the legitimate representative of the participating District
Councils, is best placed to ensure this". Moreover, in its
capacity as "lead agency", the Association is recognized as the
official representative of the CAMPFIRE programme, both locally and
internationally.

At the Programme Strategy Workshop, it was also agreed that in
this phase of consolidation and expansion, " ... the CAMPFIRE
Association ... needs to broaden its membership base by including
wards, as well as District Councils." Finally it was agreed that
the Association would assume responsibility for convening and
chairing the meetings of the Collaborative Group.

2.3.5 WWF - World Wide Fund for Nature

WWF/Zimbabwe, a founding member of the Collaborative Group,
has played a critical role in the implementation of CAMPFIRE from
its earliest days. Given the obstacles which DNPWLM faces in
providing technical assistance to Districts in natural resource
management, there is ample room for WWF to expand its CAMPFIRE
implementation role.

Indeed, WWF was the Collaborative group member to revisit the
Programme Strategy Workshop and elaborate its role clarification ·in
a series of internal workshops. As a result, WWF is preparing to
launch a new initiative, called "Support to CAMPFIRE". Under this
new initiative, WWF will concentrate its resources in a number of
geographical areas, where it has a comparative t.echnical advantage.

2.3.6 Ministry of Local Government and Rural and Urban
Development - MLGRtJD

MLGRUD has been a membel- of the Collaborative Group since
1990, but, in spite of its critical importance, it has not really
taken a very active role. After voicing initial opposition to
CAMPFIRE, due primarily to its being overlooked as a CAMPFIRE
implementor, MLGRUD has recently become a strong CAMPFIRE advocate.
Indeed, Ministry officials have contributed very supportive speech
in public gatherings, and the provincial Administrator of
Matabeleland North has appointed a deputy with responsibiliti!=!s for
CAMPFIRE.

With its direct line through District Administrators and
District Development Councils, MLGRUD should be able to assume many
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of the roles which ZIMTRUST has abandoned.

•

=

2.3.7 District Council., WADCO'., VIDeO's and CAMPFIRE
Committee Structures:

All CAMPFIRE Districts contain a wide variety of individuals
and organisations, including, at the District level, Councils (with
amalgamation, the Rural District Councils as per ·..:~~e Rural District
Councils Act of 1988) Councillors of CAMPFIRE wa~ds, Conser~ation/

Natural Resource Committees, the district representatives of Local
Government, the District Administrator and executive, members of
the District Development Committee including representatives of
line ministries such as Education, Health, and AGRITEX.

At the Ward and Village level, CAMPFIRE involves the
Councillors, the Ward and Village CAMPFIRE/Wildlife Committees,
WADCOs, VIDCOs, Wildlife/CAMPFIRE committees, village community
workers, extension workers (AGRITEX, NRB and others) village health
workers and others. Moreover, in some cases new levels have been
created, such as the inter-ward committees· observed in
Bulilimamangwe, and the Zones and Board of Management in Binga.
All of these structures can contribute effectively to the
implementation of CAMPFIRE.

2.3.8 OTHERS

...
I

The players described above are only the major ones. It must
be recognized, however, that CAMPFIRE touches, and is in turn
touched by, many other actors including, very importantly, Safari
Operators, traditional leaders Chiefs, He~dmen, Sabukus
(Kraalheads), politicians, especially Members of Parliament, who
have at times strongly influenced the implementation of NRMP.

It must also be recognized that Government Ministries and
agencies other than Environment and Tourism and MLGRUD are alsv
becoming increasingly important as CAMPFIRE extends its activities
to include management of resources other than wildlife (e.g.,
forests, water, minerals) and recognises the importance of land-use
planning, basic, primary and secondary education. Some of these
agencies involved in these areas are supportive; some are already
initiating CAMPFIRE-like projects; while others represent
challenges to be overcome. Important actors on the periphery of
CAMPFIRE include Department of Natural Resources, the Natural
Resources Board: the Forestry Commission; the Ministry of
Agriculture, Lands and Water Development, the Minist~! of Mines,
the Ministry of Cooperatives and Community Development, the
Ministry of Health, and, of course, the Ministrf of Education.
While the CAMPFIRE Programme Strategy Workshop identified each of
these agencies, and suggested, as a high priority, that attempts be
made to bring them under the CAMPFIRE Program, there is much work
that lie ahead in that area .
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Pi.nally, we must mention those public interest groups such as
women's clubs and youth grou.ps, as well as those national and
international NGOs (sorr~ of which have been very critical of
CAMPFIRE in the past) and external actors, such as donors,
bilateral and multi-lateral AID agencies, US and European
environmental groups, CITES, and the US Fish and Wildlife service,
which have all had some impact upon CAMPFIRE implementation.

).1 DISCUSSION

CAMPFIRE continues to gain momentum. Although the pace has
been slow and uneven in places, progress is clearly being made.
The mood of CAMPFIRE implementors is pcsitive, especially on the
ground among the District Councils and community participants, and
impiementing organizations seem to have a much clearer picture of
their own and each other's roles in the implementation process.
Success to date may be attributed, in part, to the commitment,
talent and tenacity of the program's implementors and participants;
in part to the identification and discussion of problems in a
number of fora; and, in part, to the robustness of CAMPFIRE

.. concepts and principles. Above all, revenues and benefits are
getting to communities, and as a consequence, there is great
optimism about the program achieving its objectives.

In many ways, the implementation of ~~PFIRE provides a model
for development practitioners. Some of the characteristics that
make it so include:

1. explicit recognit;i.on that differ(~nt agencies, and types
of organisations, will bring dif~erent sets of skills,
knowledge, goals, priorities, and methods, into the
~mplementation process;

reliance upon indigenouF technical capacities and,
especially, the use of local NGOs posse~sing extensive
local knowledge and experience;

I

3. inclusion ofa social science ref"earch unit among the
active implementors, and the integration of "sociological
knowledge" into all stages of the project--from design to
evaluati:m;

4. recog"'lition of the need to coordinate activities across
organisational boundaries, with explicit coordination
structures to perform that function;

.- . a co}.esive set of implementors, which beings together
powerfuJ I careful'y worked out and field-tested, ideas;
charismatic leadership; and, effective structures and
processes for communicating those ideas and leadership;
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6. a multi-disciplinary, adaptive, phased approach; and,

7. the development of an appropriate monitoring system to
examine progress :and, upon which, to base management
decisions,

CAMPFIRE is a remarkable concept, particularly the de
centralization and community-based natural resource management
aspects, That the program should have been developed with a
National Parks Department is even more remarkable, Indeed,
CAM1:JJ:"IRE represents a radical departure from traditional parks
philosophy, defying the professional training of its authors, their
values and organisational culture, their cultural heritage, and
their bureaucratic structure and context.

In many ways, CAMPFIRE requires flexibility on the part of its
implementors, who must be willing and able to change their approach
to adapt to changing contexts. A few examples include:

1. DNPWLM's ;recent decision to relinquish their role as lead
agency of CAMPFIRE and chair of the Collaborative Group
in favour of the CAMPFIRE Association;

2. ZIMTRUST'R change in focus of institutional development
from the established model of building new institutions
at village and ward level to building on exis~ing

structures, and incorporating traditional leadership;

3. ZIMTRUST's decision to modify its training strategy from
training leaders (i.e., committee members) to public
education/training at the grassroots level;

4. CASS's decision to become active' participants in
community debates, often taking on an advocacy role, and
agreeing to offer short-term NRM training;

The development, often at grassroots levels, of new
structures and processes to facilitate natural resources
management (e.g., by-laws an~ constitutions for CAMPFIRE
committees, ad hoc workshops, inter.-Ward Committees,
etc.); and,

6. The emeigence of the CAMPFIRE Ass·:>ciation as a
representative body for communal wildlife producers.

CAMPFIRE has proven ~o be an extremely demanding and
challenging enterprise. Although many of the dif:ficulties which
have impeded the progress of CAMPFIRE implementatil,m are endemic to
large scale, complex, natural resource management projects which
rely upon a number of different organisations and actors, and its
designers were familiar the potential pitfalls of such endeavours,

\~?)
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CAMPFIRE has not been able to escape all of them.

There has been conflict between, among and within the
impletilenting organizations; problems in ce."ping with donor financial
management requirements; ~eluctance of communities to taken
ownership of the program; and, failure on the part of some levels
of government to allow the communities to take control of the
program. But, to a large extent, these probl~ms are being
overcome.

The earliest CAMPFIRE experiments were very focused; much high
level attention was brought to bear on one project in a small
discrete geographical area (e. g., Kanyurira). This approach
proved to be successful, but as CAMPFIRE grew the concentration of
technical resources was not uniformly available to all who might
require such assistance. In many cases the "Kanyurira Model" could
not be replicated.

CAMPFIRE implementors, therefore, had to find ways to combine
the focused experimental approach with a broader, "do it yourself"
'approach, in a manner which allowed the. lessons of the focused
experiments to be shared by a~l part~cipatin~' communities.
Already, there is evidence that a handful of communities are
requesting and beginning CAMPFIRE proj ects on their own, with
little help from the outside (e.g. I Chaminuka). These spontaneous,
grassroots initiatives need to be encouraged and supported, perhaps
through the vehicle of "look and learn l' visits, printed materials,
and newsletters, as well as technical input from implementing
agencies. The CAMPFIRE Association has indicated that it intends
to playa large role in this process.

CAMPFIRE implementors require donor assistance. Yet, the
uneven distribution of donor funds can serve to isolate
implementors, and communities from each other. Looking
specifically at the experience of the NRMP in Matabeleland, we find
that these communities were deprived of inputs from many of the
original and experienced CAMPFIRE leaders who, faced with many
demands on their time seemed, almost subconsciously, to adopt the
attitude that "since Hatabeleland has lots of money, they don't
need our help n •

Another problem related to funding, is that the outputs may
tend to be driven by the ..~vailability of funds rather than driven
by the aC'.tual demands of program beneficiaries. While this problem
is evident in early stages of CAMPFIRE everYWhere, (i~ ~h~ s~art-up
phase ~~PFlRE is rarely a sp~~ta~eoUsr grassroots ~n1t~at~v~, at
least not until the benefits of CAMPFIRE have been demonstrated)
the continuing availability of large sum of money tends to
~einforce the supply-side nature of the program. Certainly,
lessons need to be drawn for the future development of CAMPFIRE,
and sim.ilar programs elsewhere .
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Over the past five years, CAMPFIRE has steadily gained the
support of most influential individuals and agencies. In fact,
there is a noticeable "bandwagon effect", and it seems no longer to
be· in anyone's interest to openly oppose CAMPFIRE since most
recognise that the program is supported by central Government.
This, in itself, is a major achi~vement. However, Qespite
CAMPFIRE's widespread acceptability, program implementors agree
these changes will have to be made if CAMPFIRE is going achieve its
objectives. And, many of the changes relate to the ways in which
the individual and. the individual's organisation relate to the
other players in the process.

3.2

3.2.1

CHANGING ROLES - CHANGING PARTNERS

COORDINATION

It has been argued that projects with multiple objectives need
to be designed to include the agencies, organisations and
individuals who will fulfil ".nd link those objectives. Such
projects must be able to identify, at the outset, the right peoplp
and organizations to articulate, link, and incorporate all of tho:.C!
objectives. It would be e.xtremely difficult, if not impossible, to
incorporate all objecti~es in a single organisation, and,
therefore, planners and managers must ensure the right mix and
balance of actors. While embracing a common vision, each
organisation should pursue its own focus, confident that the
balance among different objectiveE, is being achieved - through the
efforts of all -::,f the organisations and through monitoring by
coordinati~n bodies, such as the collaborative group.

One of the main objectives of coordinating mechanisms,
the~efore- is to ensure that the right balance is being maintained
so that one set of objectives does not overshadow or out-compete
the others for resources. In campfire, the tension between the

. human dimensic;m and the natural resource dimen&ion is critical b~'t

at various points in the process the balance between the two (among
others) has not been maintained. This is not s~ much a failure of
anyone organisation, but a failure of coordination. In gener"l,
balance is often disrupted by the absence of coordination, the
presence of an influential individual, or shifting power or'
resource balances. To a large extent, this is an inevitable
procesu, but problems arise when the balance is not re-examined or
adjusted when gaps are identified.

Another role of coordinating mechanisms is to ensure
communieation between eeneral project management ....nd the field, and
vice versa. In CAMPFIRE suc~ a gap (i.e., the lack of connection
between the coorr:iillating groups ~.nd field levels) has been observed
between the collaborativ~ group and the village level projects.
This is particularly evident in the relationships between
ZIMTRUST's head office in Harare and its field offices in Bulawayo
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and elsewhere. For example, it is rare that anyone working in the
field attends CollCa=~:cative Group meetings and even rarer that
people who are the regular members of the Collabora~.'~e group work
in the field at village level. These gaps point ~ut a need to
develop better vertical and b~rizontal coordination, intra, as well
as inter-organisational coordination and core-periphery
coordination.

In general, CAMPFIRE coordination has been exceptional, given
the broad sco~e, area, and complexity of the program, as well as
th~ sheer numbers of people and organisations involved. Shared
values and visions play a strong role in tha;: coordination.
Coordination is, however, still one of CAMPFIRE's major problems,
and remains an obstacle to effective implementation. No level is
immune from the problem. Most implementors recognise this
shortcoming and are working hard to o,ercome it-through training,
workshops, monitoring, and self-examination. Paradoxically, these
efforts to develop coordination require coordination, and lest we
fall into the trap of the small boy given a hammer and discovering
tha~ everything needs hammering, it needs to be added that
cOC'Jrdination need not be attempted everywhere. As a first step,
hO'tlever, we need to identify the strategic points at which
coordination should occur.

In CAMPFIRE, coordination is good at the Collaborative group
level (al though some improvements could be made) As many of
CAMPFIRE's founding members have moved on, the collaborative group
has seemed to have drifted, and distance from, and lack 'of
knowledge of the field is sometimes a problem. Also, the loose
structure that worked on a smaller scale may not be appropriate or
adel']Uate for the trLnsition to a more inclusive group with a "'-
broader based constituency. The group, itself, recognises that
relationships with other relevant central government agencies (eg.
MLAWD) and NGO's may not be adequate for the current needs of the
program.

Although it requires support and strengthening, coordination
also appears to be reasonably effective in the field. The
significant field-based coordination gap appears to be at the very
diffuse middle level wh~re coordination is required to link field
with centre (vertically), ~s well as horizontally among different
individuals and agencies who are often not located in the samf
geographical area and who tend to focus communication within their
own agency. This is a very complex and demanding coordination
task.

While coordination may be a mixed blessing, communication is
most definitely something we can improve upon without fear of
excess. As was said about democracy: th€~e are few problems nf
communication that cannot be solved with more and better
communication. Looking at the history of CAMPFIRE implementation
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we can find several instances where problems arose, and then
festered, due to a lack of communication. It is agreed, therefore,
that better communication is required throughout the program, at
all levels, and that more work and financial support will be
required to achieve this.

Coordination, on the other hand, needs to be focused and occur
at strategic points only. These strategic points or "critical
coordination nodes" need to be defined by the program actors, and
it is recognized that the points of interface will change over
time. Program designers can not just set up coordinative
structures at the beginning, and leave it at that. Coordination
needs will change over the program's life time. Unfortunately,
future needs can not be predicted with certainty, and so, ways

. should be found to ensure that evolving coordination" needs are
assessed at different phases of program implementation and as an
ongoing management/monitoring function.

We also need to recognize that there are different goals of
cOQrdinaticn. One of course is efficiency, but others such as
monitoring, problem identification, opportunity investigation, and
information sharing, may be more important, and may ultimately
dictate different approaches than coordinating for improved
efficiency alone. Coordination also needs to be balanced against
other goals. For instance, coordination at some levels may
actually be inimical to decentralisation, a central goal of
CAMPFIRE. Also, a supply driven project may need to be coordinated
at the highest levels, while a demand driven project coordination
may only be needed where it occurs organically, perhaps
spontaneously, from the local level, where the demand arises.

..
We also need to pay attention to~ we are coordinnting.

Legislation, donors, funds, technical assistance, political action,
infrastructure provision, may all need coordination but such
coordination will probably need to occur at different levels and
times, and by different "lechanisms, and dlfferent people. Again,
instituting a single structure and designating it~ coordination
body will probably not be effective for the different goals,
things, phases, and actions that require coordination.

When designing coordination mechanisms, we should pay
attention to the desired outcomes of the coordination-e.g., one or
two way communication, shared resources, joint action, among
","}t.hers. ,Toint action may be seen as "overkill" if a simple
information exchange was all that was required by the situation.
Simi.larly, formal co~rdinative mechanisms which may be required at
some levels and for some purposes and circumstances (e.g., when

"agencies would have no other reason or impetus to communicate, or
may in fact have a history of hostility), may actually impede some
coordination/communication tasks, which are handled more
effic~.. :3ntly and effectively on an informal basis .
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3.2.2 TIME AND TIMING

A special problem within coordination is that of time and
timing. Activities being implemented under the CAMPFIRE program
take a lot of time and patience. In fact, the point has been made
that CAMPFIRE is less of a programme than a way of thinking, or a
way of life. Although one District Administrator bemoaned the fact
that it had taken a community 18 months to develop a constitution
for a CAMPFIRE enterprise, he passed over the critical point that
a product produced in less time might not have worked.
Implementors, however, tend to be impatient, or perhaps over eager
to demonstrate results.

We need to recognize that the development of institutional
capacities almost inevitably works on a time scale which differs
from implementors program cycles. It is cistressing to find in
many places claiming "advanced" CAMPFIRE programs that some people
still do not understand the basic concepts underlying the program.
However, while this may seem to be a problem, it probably
inev~table, and certainly acceptable, because it teaches us that we
can only move ahead by demonstrating concepts and reinforcing them
with results over a long period of time, until the programme gains
enough momentum of its own. And, only ~hen will the programme be
sustainable. Experience has shown that it takes a long ·time to
establish natural resource management schemes, and even longer
again to ascertain their impact on the resource base. CAMPFIRE is
not a program which fits neatly into a five ,or ten year project
cye,;le.

Similarly, to be sustainable, innovation cannot always come
from the project implementors, even when it may appear to be less
time consuming. It must be fostered from within the communilies
and has to happen at the scale and pace of those communities.
CAMPFIRE, itself, is initially perceived to have been brought in
from the outside. To promote "ownership" of the programme,
adaptations i. nd innovations must at least happen at the local level
or the activitieR will assume static, uniform, "cookie-cutter"
qualities which are irrelevant to the unique needs of the
individual communities. Only through local adaptations will the
program be able to grow, improve, and become self-sustaining. At
the end of the day, every community will have probably have a
different CAMPF~RE.

CAMPFIRE implementors also have diff~ ent time schedules, and
many of the problems observed in inter-organisational relationships
can be attributed to mis-!!'.atches in schedules. pla!'-ning, budgeting
cycles, as well as expectations concerning progress to a goal in a
given time frame. A research agency like CASS, for example, may
have a much longer time scale for production, than a government
agency, like DNPWLM, which operates repetitive functions on a
yearly budget cycle. Similarly, a politician will havE:~ a different
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view of time than an NGO.

projects also go through different phases (i.e., initiation,
~nstitutionalisation,consolidation, adjustment, weaning from AID,
outside assistance, independence, self reliance, active management
of natural resources) with different requirements for funding,
technical assistance, training and other inputs. These phases may
be perceived differently by the collaborating partners, at which
point actions that were once seemed in harmony are now put of joint
or even in conflict.

3.2.3 STR'O'CTtJRE

Management/Coordination Structures

Coordination gaps have been identified above. Next w~ need to
examine the extent to which new structures may be needed to bridge
those gaps, or to what extent those existing structures can be
modified to this end. Another important area to examine would be
the management str~ctures and processes which may be needed to
fulfil the tasks and cover the gaps identified by respondents. For
example, several respondents identified the need for coordination
structures other than the collaborative group, and suggested that
the collaborative group ought to re-examine its role. Others
suggested that an inter-ministerial task force at the top levels of
Government would be a useful modification, and that it would
probably be a good idea to include Ministries which are not already
involved directly with CAMPFIRE implementation. It was also
suggested that an inter-Ministerial forum would be in a better
position than the collaborative group to ""aise questions about the
current legislation which impacts upon CAMPFIRE, especially with
regard to extending the programme to resources other than wildlife
and to coordinating the decentralisation of other services and
functions of Government. Indeed, without Govern' lent's commitment
to decentralisation, in general, CAMPFIRE will always be vulnerable
tl" the inexorable tendencies of bureaucratic centralisation. There
W';;'r<"", also suggestions for new inter-District structuJ:,es, similar to
the new Lowveld Producer's Association or the Matabele:land CAMPFIRE
Forum, which would offer new opportunities to include private
sector producers in CAMPFIRE.

The collaborative group might be modified so that it could
assume responsibilities for national, regional and international
networking. Although the collaborative group has performed this
role from time to time in the past, it was largely on an ad hoc
basis, and then only in reoponse to member's frustriations in
organizing meetings and workshops. Here it should be noted that
although the "Roles Clarification" workshop (which was organized by
the collaborative group) addressed the individual roles of each CCG
member, it did not specifically discuss the roles of the CCG, as a
whole. However, if the CAMPFIRE Association assumes

... - ....._. -....~-..,._.. ---.. - , :-.., -:•••••••• -:~ - -::--. -_~---_.. '1



Annex G-3
Page 26 of 42

responsibilities for lobbying, marketing, training, research,
monitoring and public relations, and extending meh~ership to wards
and villages in addition to District Councils, there may be no need
to modify the CCG to assume these regional communication functions.

Coordin~cion gaps at the middle levels of the project also
need to be addressed, perhaps through the development of regional
collaborative groupings.

In the field, Zimtrust area managers and district CAMPFIRE
personnel should consider developing an informal
district/ward/village level working group, which would include
Government extension workers as well as CASS researchers and DNPWLM
staff, and interface with the CAMPFIRE committee structure and the
Rural District Councils. To a large extent, ZIMTRUST personnel are
already attempting to do this. Unfortunately, however, they have
not been authorized to do this, and as such, cooperation has been
difficult to achieve. While there are disadvantages to over
formalising these working groups, authority could be delegated
through the inter-ministerial committee, sus/gested above, or

. perhaps, the collaborative group.

Attention also needs to be given to assessing the changing
coordination needs of the programme as it enters new phases of
institutionalisation, consolidation and bur~aucratization, and as
the collaborating agencies, themselves, chan~~. In our attempts to
re-structure old roles, and to add new structures, we need to be
cautious about over-formalising, and over-clarifying roles, to such
an extent that we end up with ossified structures which are
incapable of changing to meet changing needs of the program.

There may also be a need to develop new management str~ctures.

Many implementors criticized the current lack of management
structures and processes for handling day-to-day program
management. Indeed, while individual organisations and people have
stepped into the breach (such as by developing the monitoring
system, POMS, in Zimtrust) many management functions which should
have been carried out collaboratively by the implementing agencies
have simply fallen through the cracks. One possible reason for
this is the failure of the CCG to take on management roles. In
many instances, reporting takes the place of management and it is
often assurr.ed that the program wi 11 be managed throuQh the
independent actions of each of the im~':'emer.cingagencies. However,
the absence of an on-going planning, mon' coring and management
framework has been one of the largest failures of inter
organisational collaboration in the program.

Structur(s for Bustainability

It has become clear that CAMPFIRE will not be sustainable
without a netwc')rk of supporting organisations at all levels, local
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to national and international, and more work will have to be done
to develop such a network. Many implementors believe that
sustainability is the biggest problem facing CAMPFIRE. This is
extremely serious given CAMPFIRE's goals-Le., to promote
sustainable community-based natural resource management and to
initiate and maintain viable rural livelihood strategies. There
are hopeful signs that networks are being developed. We note, for
example, the MP's "lr>ok and learn" trip (organised by Zimtrust),
and the international public relations tours which have been
carried out by the CAMPFIRE Association and Africa Resources Trust.
However, more work needs to be done at 'Rural District Council
executive and councillor level, and with other Ministries at
central and Provinci2 levels, to ensure institutional and
political, as well as economic and ecological, sustainability.

To ensure social and political sustainability, women and other
traditionally powerless groups need t.o be included, as stake
holders, in decision-making and management processes and receive
benefits from their participation.

Local Instit~tion8

One way to promote institutional su~tainability at the local
level is to integrate the CAMPFIRE stLuctures within existing
development and District Council structures, and. to include,
wherever possible, traditio~al leaders. ZIMTRUST has learned that
CAMPFIRE committee structures, which do not incorporate traditional
and/or Government structures, are effectively isolated and
powerless because they have no authority within the community or in
relation to legally sanction£.d local government structures and
processes. The lesson learned is that institutions cannot be
created in isolation from existing community organisation, nor
should they be created for their own sake. Institution-building
should support, as far as possible, existing institutions (e.g.,
VIDCOs, WADOOs and RDC structures) rather than creating a competing

'set of structures which have no initial visibility, legality,
authority, accountability or power.

On the other hand, committees need to be developed which are
appropriate for the tasks assigned to theM. Existing committee
structures, formed for other purposes, may not be wholly'
appropriate, and if used, CAMPFIRE concerns may be margil1alized.
The effective management of common property resources depends upon
the development of appropriate community institutions for managing
access, resolving conflicts, and ensuring sustainability of tbe
resource. Insti tution building in CAMPFIRE is, therefore, a
criticai activity. °Institution-buildi.ug also provides an
opportunity for creativity and innovation in organisati. lal
development. The balance may be found in ret:lpecting existing
institutions and the recognizing the need to interface with them,
but not feeling bound and inribited by their conventions when these
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serve to undermine CAMPFIRE's goals.

Institutional development issues are fundamentally tied with
definitions of "the community", particularly as it pertains to
resource use and revenue entitlements. Martin (1986:11) warned
that: " ... in many ways both Council and central Government may be
equally remote from the man in an isolated area", and the
discrepancy between the CAMPFIRE "law" and the CAMPFIRE "principle"
remains un-resolved. Under the law, the Rural District Council is
defined as "the community" -i. e., the "appropriate authority".
However, the CAMPFIRE principle suggests that smaller,
territorially discrete, social units are the program's fundamental
building blocks. While there is hopes that legislation will
eventually allow "producer communities" to act as resource managers
apart from RDC structures, this modification has not, as yet, been
enacted.

The issue noted above relates directly to issues of
proprietorship-i..e., Whose wildlife, and whose resources? Clearly,
there is a structural problem in CAMPFIRE which will remain until
communities (as defined by the CAMPFIRE principle) manage their
resources, through their own management institutions, and observe,
for themselves, the linkage between resource and management, and
the b~nefits and costs of proprietorship. In some areas,
communities are blaming Councils for their failure to manage
problem animals. While this represents an advance over blaming
National Parks for their failure to manage their animals, there is
still an indication that communities do not see the animals as
their own "problem".

The existing relationship between communities and the
Council's Safari operator (s) is ,llso problematic. Observ~rs

indicate that it has taken Safari oferators a long time to figure
out that they are employed by the RDes, but they haven't yet
acknowledged the fact that their real employers are the villagers
or the "producer communities". But, to be fair, the producer
communities haven't really ~1gured that out yet either! In the
meantime, the District Council is seen as the partner when it is,
in fact, the community, village or ward, with whom a management
relationship needs to be forged. Lacking' this connection, the
Safari operator, his clients, and the wildlife enterprise, as a
whole, will continue to be seen as a distant "white" force, over
which community has' no control, rather than as a community-based
and managed resource enterprise. To resolve this problem, District
Councils need to get the Safari operators (their employees)
involved in providing training and management advice, which
communities will be able to use to manage their Owu future
wildlife-based enterprises.

~v
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Structures and Processes for Learning

The next phase of CAMPFIRE implementation needs to develop
explicit structures for learning, diffusion of innovation and
creative problem sol-"ing which can be transferred from area to
area. As opposed to traditional bureaucratic structures,
structures with learning as their goal take on a very different
form and operate through very different processes. While
vertically structured networks often tend to lose their flexibility
over time, horizontally structured organisations which seek to
promote learning across organisational boundaries are likely to
facilitate flexibility and adaptability. In CAMPFIRE, adaptive
management will not just happen; it has to be structured into the
process through such learning structures. Program designers can

'not anticipate all of the "wrinkles" which are likely to-crop up in
program implementation, and in many instances program
implementation will be a simple case of trial and error.
Nevertheless, the trial and error process needs to be
institutionalized such that the experiences of field personnel are
coramunicateci to other implementors through innovation-dissemination
and learning processes.

CAMPFIRE implementors need to identify potential networkers
(i.e., persons who are suited to networking roles as opposed to
those who are successful at intra-organisational activities) and
support them in the cre~tion of networks and network organisations.
Too often networkers operate informally and go unrewarded and
unrecognised by their own organisations whose reward structures are
based on advancement of intra rather than inter-organisational
goals. Some of the most valuable learning experiences witnessed in
CAMPFIRE were the visits by CAMPFIRE committee members and others
to other CAMPFIRE projects.

Problem-focused meetings, workshops and ceremonies to which
people are invited frc~ several different areas, are all important
for learning. Ceremonies, such as revenue distribution, are also
extremely important in developing community traditions related to
natural resources, reinforf;:ing basic program concepts, giving those
concepts credence through tangible results, and promoting community
cohesion. The CAMPFIRE Association, the CAMPFIRE Forum, and the

'CCG could serve the program more effectively by facilitating such
learning processes.

3 .2 .4 PROGRAMME

The following discussion relates to the ways in which inter
organisational relationships have affected the CAMPFIRE program,
and seeks to identify problems and pose rer,ledies for them.

A question frequently encountered is, "Have we forgotLen about
Natural Resource Management?", and as stated earlier, one of the
consequences of imperfect inter-organisational coordination is an

,of?
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imbalance among the goals of CAMPFIRE. In ,some areas DNPWU~ input
has been primarily at the District Council level, through the
provision of assistance with the tender and quota-setting
processes. Unfortunately, there has reen little natural resource
input at village or ward level. At the same time, theX'e ha... ''''een
little support off~red by other natural resource specialists, such
as WWF, resulting in an ~verall neglect of the program's natural
resource dimension. Resource inventories, necessary for informed
land u~,' planning, are more noticeable in their absence.

As a consequence, the CAMPFIRE proceeds are rarely, if ever,
channelled into natural resources management activities. Instead,
revenues and dividends are used to build schools, or additions to
schools, erect clinics, purchase grinding mills and/or food,
construct or up-grade roads, sink bore holeB, etc. Activities
which do relat~, even indirectly, to natural resource management
are definitely in the minority, and include: payment of
compensation for crop damage by problem animals; building fences
around arable fields, grazing areas, or buffer zones along the park
boundary; payment of village CAMPFIRE workers or fence minders;
providing assistance to children orphaned by elephants; and, in
one case, the development of a feasibility project for a non
consumptive tourism venture. As such, there is little evidence, at
present, of sustainable community-based resource management or even
of an awareness of what activities might be required t;.;\ :.mplement
a sustainable program.

It remains clear to all that an integrated environmental,
natuT~l resource perspective is needed to unify and coordinate the
activit.ies of CAMPFIRE implementors. While this sort of
integration occurs "naturally " at the community level, where
people have always had an integrated perspective on resources and
resource use, project implementors need a more integrated
understanding of environment and development issues, environmental;
natural resource plQnning, human ecology, environmental law,
pol it ics and economics. Among CAMPFIRE implementors, CASS may come
the closest to integrating these perspectives. Unfortunately, it
has no ground-level practitioners. The question remains,
therefore, after the cash has hit the table what are communities
doing about, thil~ing about, natural resource management?

Part of the problem might be attributed to DNPWLM, whose
ability to assist communities' natural resources 'activities hal:>
been constrained by severe resource and manpower shortages, as well
as their conviction that communities should take ov~r natural
resource management themselves once they have been awarded
appropriate authority. Quite frankly, natural resources man~5ement

appears to have slipped between the cracks in many areas, and
although CAMPFIRE implementors include wildlife biologists and
ecologists, there may not be sufficient resources within the CCG,
as currently organized: to satisfy the program's NRM requirement,
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and the fundamental issue of 'the r:lustainability of the natural
resource base on which all development depends is still not
adequately addressed. To resolve this problem it may be necessary
to include natural resource specialists, trainers a~d extension
officers from other government agencies, NGO's, or private
~on8ulting firms.

Another natural resource issue related to the difficulties of
inter-organisational co(~peration is the extension of the programme
to resources other than wildlife. Since the Cl\MPFIRE rests on the
provision of appropriate authority to manage wildlife resources
only, extension of the program to include other resources demands
that the Government agencies responsible for those resources will
have to be involved in the program. Although some of these have
expressed some interest in CAMPFIRE, their inclusion will involve
changing their statutory instruments and frameworks, developing
guidelines for their participation, and providing manpower and
resources to that end.

There is a clear rationale for including other resources
within the CAMPFIRE. program which includes, among other thing, the
following components:

1. Practical Reality - communities and households do not
deal with resources on a piecemeal basis. Only Government
bureaucracies and Universities have chosen to view the
world in a fragmented way. In reality, CAMPFIRE
communities have already included, on their own
initiative, other resources in their program's purview;

2. Managemen~ including other agencies presents an
opportunity to extend ownership of the program to other
agencies, and thus build commitment and expand the
exipting support network;

3. Inclusiv~ness - using other resources means that more,
and differe~"lt types of people will become involved in the
program (e.g., women, who are not traditionally involved
in the wildlife resource, may be much more active in
activities involving forest resources). Moreover, by
involving different groups based on different resources
of concern to those groups, CAMPFIRE can take advantage
of a bxoader range of indigenous knowledge to promote the
social, cultural, and political sustainability of the
program;

4. Sustainability - the program will become more flexible
and iees vulnerabie to external forces, if it moves away
from ita dependence on a single resource; and,

5. Ne-w Partr: .rs by including other
~ .fferent sets of resource managers,

................ _ .......__ ._ .. _ . ...,..., .-.......__... I.e._._ ".. _....~_
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negative connotations of National Parks, anti-poaching,
relocation of people, and problem animals control, can be
~meliorated.

The program's community focus demands bringing resources
t.ogether, at all levels, by including: non-consumptive tourism;
bird-watching; collection of crocodile eggs, thatching grass,
mopane worms, Ilala palm, and other forest resources; handicraft
production; water development; soil control; and mineral
exploitation. However, as stated above, the accomplishment of this
objective will require the establishment of enabling legislation
and guidelines and the participation of other agency personnel.

District COUDcils and Decentralisation

CAMPFIRE, in law, differs from CAMPFIRE, in principle, mainly
due to the failure to devolve decision-making, planning and
management authority~ from the Rural D:".strict Council level to sub
District (ward and village) "producer community" level. One way to
resolve this problem would be te, educate District councillors about

- CAMPFIRE principles. It has .b~en argued that if councillors had
better information about the program and more incentive for
involvement, decentralisation would occur "naturally", and would
not provoke so much conflict between communities and councils.
CAMPFIRE education might also served to address the power
relationships between Councillors and the executive, enabling
councillors to play more of an advocacy role for their constituents
in terms of CAMPFIRE's benefits.

It is clear that all of the CAMPFIRE players, including the
Councils, need to have a stake in the process. Nevertheless, where
Councils have not devolved authority quickly enough; failed to
distribute· a large enough proposition of revenues to producer
communities; spent revenues on Council's prlijects rather than
community projects; and decided to include all Wards in t!.eir
revenue distribution schemes; some action needs to be taken.

In such instances, it seems prudent to facilitate council's
management of the programme in the ways they see fit until
education and the rewards of the project are perceived to be
sufficient, and community demands make it worthwhile, politically,
for Councils to devolve authority to the sub-District level. It
may, however, also be necessary to promote devolution of authority
through grassroots demands, and through policy direction from
MLGRUD.

Donors

The new "scramble for Africa" of the 1990' s is the scramble of
aid agencies and donors for projects which will bring them credit,
fulfil their legislative mandate, and enable them to dispense funds

I
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without incurring criticism at home. For donor money to support
the goals of the recipient, donors must be coordinated,
diversified, directed, and their inputs planned according to
region, country, beneficiaries needs, and priorities. Aid
agencies, as experienced development professionals with a large
stake in project outcomes, should be valuable partners in
development. Too often, however, they become cast in the role of
enemy, or watchdog, distrusted, misunderstood, and forever in
conflict with the communities and agencies they are in the business
of helping. This "is not always the fault of the aid agency but is
often related to the failure of the beneficiaries and implementing
agencies adequately to manage donor inputs and to understand and
manage the inter-organisational dynamics of the project. The
relationship with the donor is one of the most important inter
organisational relationships determining a program's success or
failure, and more attention needs to be paid to it.

Looking at USAID's support program for CAMPFIRE, we find that
the original design of the Natural Resources Management had two
purposes-i.e., 1.) demonstrate, through practical examples, the
technical, social, economic and ecological viability of community
based natural resources management for increasing household and
community incomes; and, 2.) improve, through training, education,
protection, communication, and technology transfer, Zimbabwe's
national and local-level capacities to sustainably develop, manage
and utilize indigenous natural resources.

It would appear that the project designers were hedging their
bets by designing a dual-purpose project which supported community
d.evelopment, through natural resources management, and preservation
of biodiversity through DNPWLM's anti-poaching program.
Unfortunately, the dual nature of support may have undermined both
activities. As it turned out, Parks was unable to expand its
CAMPFIRE activities, while its "enhanced" anti-poaching activities
often impa~ted negatively upon participating CAMPFIRE communities .

. Unfortunately, a mixed message was conveyed-i.e., that CAMPFIRE is
a promising alternative to the traditional policing/protecting park
ideology but if this alternative fails, the traditional model will
be there as a backup. Alth~ugh such an approach may have made
sense in the design stage, during implementation the coexistence of
opposing ideologies resulted in recurring "parks vs. people".
problems -e.g., arresting poachers while at the same time trying to
turn them into resource managers!

Certainly, this paradox needs to be untangled in theory and in
practice.

Research and Monitoring

Program-wide research and monitoring (as opposed to each
organi~ation separately monitoring fulfilment of its own goals and

I
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plans) should to be done on a much more comprehensive basis. While
CASS is responsible for conducting research and Zimtrust for
monitoring most of the community interventions, neither
organization has sufficient resources or mandate to accomplish
these responsibilities in·a comprehensive way. The collection of
baseline socio-economic survey data, and the creation/execution of
an in-house monitoring system have stretched each organization's
resources to the limits, and raised expectations which can not be
fulfilled.

Although monitoring and research activities are vital to the
progress of CAMPFIRE; they are also management activities which
should be carried out collaboratively, within a comprehensive
framework, where each implementing organisation assumes
responsibility for investigating and monitoring its own activities.
In this way, results are likely to be more relevant to program
implementors, and we should be able to get a clearer picture of the
way the CAMPFIRE principles are operating in the field. In turn,
each organization should then be able to quickly identify
innovations and necessary adjustments, and disseminate them among
their implementation personnel.

l'1ost implementors feel there is a need for more research,
supported by more funding and personnel, and that project
participants, especially at district and grassroots levels, need to
participate in designing research questions. Suggested topics
include: benefits of wildlife and other resources ("because people
just don't know what they are worth"); PAC; viability of
exploitation of different resources; sustainabilitYi developing
community e~terprises; designing and implementing land use plans;
assessing the impacts of training; and, gender issues in natural
resources management.

Devolution of Authority

As mentioned above, District Councils need to devolve authority to
Wards and villages (Le., "producer communities") and until this .
happens, CAMPFIRE will not be a truly indigenous, grassroots,
initiative. To most villagers, CAMPFIRE remains someone else'S; it
is not yet owned by them. And, the only p~ople who should be
possessive about CAMPFIRE are the people in the villages, each of
whom owns a unique, locally-tailored, programme, which reflects the
needs and problems of that community.

The issue of devolution can not be considered apart from its
legislative context, and the requirement for legislative reform to
reflect CAMPFIRE goals. Concepts of appropriate authority, legal'
accountability, CAMPFIRE committee authority, and membership in the
CAMPFIRE association, need to be clarified at district and sub
distr':..ct levels. Similarly, the impacts of amalgamation, and
particularly the opportunities for treating commercial and communal
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farmers the same in terms of appropriate authority; the local tax
base and sources of Council revenues; and, the issue of wildlife
and other CAMPFIRE resources subsidising local government, all need
to be addressed collaboratively with MLGRUD and Councils.

Problem Animal Control (PAC) is also linked with the issue of
devolution of authority. At present, PAC is a serious problem
which requires research, consultation, communication and
collaborative acticn. PAC poses a serious threat to CAMPFIRE in
itself, but it is also symptomatic of a much deeper problem-i.e.,
a perception that policy-makers, and outsiders, hold animals in
higher regard than people. While communal lands dwellers believe
they are instrumental in wildlife conservation, they feel their
interests are being administered by outsiders, who still arrogantly
'beiieve they are the only ones who know how to look after wildlife.
Such profoundly different world views threaten the very basis of
CAMPFIRE.

Communication and collaboration to solve PAC problems is the
only solution for this impasse. There is room for many different
motivations, goals and perceptions in an undertaking such as this,
and communal residents can use the conservation community for their
own ends, there is a need for synergy in those differences. As
noted earlier, PAC is strongly related to the issues of devolving
authority, and in the absence of CAMPFIRE benefits, it is
impoqsible for people to see animals as anything but problematic.
However, when benefits outweigh costs there will be are-definition
of problem animal, since an animal of great value (aesthetically,
spiritually, financially, ecologically) can hardly be viewed as a
problem.

PAC is also linked with other issues such as settlement
patterns, land use planning, relationship with DNPWLM, quota
setting, relationships with Safari hunters, amount of benefits,
decision-making concerning benefits, distribution of dividends,
compensation, and attitudes to other resources and resource
maO!lagement. As noted earlier, DNPWLM is quite right to assume that
?AC is now in the hands of the communities who have been granted
appropriate authority. Unfortunately, however, the communities who
suffer from the depredations of problem animals (in some areas 60
80% crop losses this year) are still not those who have been
granted appropriate authority and who make the decisions and derive
the benefits from it. PAC can only be solved at the local level,
and those solutions must be part of a comprehensive natural
re~ourcel l~nd-usa plar~ir~ ar~ manage~~nt strategy designed and
implemented by the community.

Historical Contexts

The implementation of CAMPFIRE can not be separated from the
particular social and historical contexts in which it hRs been set.

...~
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This is no clearer than in Matabeleland, where Government and
outsiders are not trusted; where political and social conflict,
personal danger and perceptions of discrimination, marginalisation
and alienation have all had a profound impact on the implementation
of CAMPFIRE. The tendering process, PAC, re-location of people,
membership in the CAMPFIRE Association, attitudes of central
political figures, relationships between communities and DNPWLM,
are all affected by the history of ethnic tension between Shona and
Ndebele tribesmen. Certainly these problems need be addressed at
all levels.

4.3 PROGRAM »BVBLOPMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

The follow recommendations are drawn from the discussions and
conclusions presented above.

1. Convene a program-wide re-orientation meeting.

2.

Program participants should meet to re-assess, re-orient, re
design and re-plan the program activities; and, to re-assign
program responsibilities.

Focus on local experiments.

Implementing agencies with other potential players, should
investigate the potential for selective collaborative
experiments in a limited number of communities (one or two
from each district). These focused village level experiments
should not compete for resources with the comprehensive
programme. In fact it would be dangerous and unfair to
neglect existing struggling projects. Results from the
experimental projects must be fed into existing projects to
help them develop. This is one way of combatting the threat of
mediocrity throughout the program and to assess the potential
of the programme when resources and talent are focused in a
few areas to apply the lessons learned from five years of
practice. These experiments would not provide models to be
appliea generally in other areas but would be an opportunity
to test ideas coming out of other proj ects and then to
disseminate the learning to other projects.

This would be a shift in focus from a broad brush approach and
would be satisfying to many participants who have had their
energy and commitment dissipated by being spread too thinly
across an enormous geographical area. It would alao be an
opportunity to re-establish relationshipl3 with district
councils, and others, repairing bridges when needed, and to
forge new alliances. It would enable agencies who, for
reasons of personnel, resources, and time, have been unable to
collaborate effectively in the comprehensive approach, to work
together on a smaller scale to implement the original, inter-
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organisational design of CAMPFIRE.

Field-level, inter-organisational teams of villagers,
researchers, wild life and other resource managers, trainers,
extension workers, and others could be established at the
outset with support and links to all levels of the project.
This would recapture the idea of pilot projects from which
others could learn, but they would be on-going projects where
new ideas could be tried, rather than something which would
only happen at the beginning, to be later phased out in favour
of comprehensive application.
Such projects could also reinforce the local focus of
CAMPFIRE. (WWF has already ventured such an approach with
their Support for CAMPFIRE project, and would be a valuable
ally. )

I

= 3. Reassess the management structure.

The management structure of the program should be reviewed
with emphasis on collaborative management and planning,
administration and use of funds, as well as research and
monitoring. All implementors desire to' see changes in
funding and management. The meeting suggested above could be
used for the initial re-examination of management and to
identify management problems. Suggestions for new or adapted
management structures (such as regional fora involving private
sector representation) could also be sought.

4. Build in explicit structures for learning.

5. Develop and use regional fora.

Regional fora could be used to coordinate activities and
discuss issues such as PAC, de-centralisation, devolution of
authority, institutional development, involvement of new
players, and others.

6. Work on Inclusiveness

Identify areas and levels where increased representation from
other agencies and levels may be required. As stated above,
more work needs to be done with Rural District Councils to try
to overcome the sometimes adversarial relationships observed.
As stated by the Secretary General of Zimtrust, for CAMPFIRE
to be a success wall the people in CAMPFIRE .. need to promote
the imrolvement and BUppo::.-t of other agencies we know can
contribute to CAMPFIRE" (1993) We need to address the
accusation that collaborative group members and others have
"jealously guarded" r..AMPFIRE from the advances of other
agencies who might have contributed to its development.

~ ............-. ----...~-----,- •.-~- - .....- _. . - .. .
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Investigate the feasibility and funding potential for a
Research/interpretation/environmental education facility.

More collaborative research needs to be done with funding for
participative research which tests CAMPFIRE principles and
concepts.

Provide more environmental and natural resource education and
outreach extension by all agencies working together.

The CAMPFIRE Association, perhaps with the support of CASS and
DNPWLM should consider providing CAMPFIRE courses for other
agencies, community workers, safari operators and people from
other African countries. Training should be given in areas of
joint ventures in ecotourism, cultural tourism, and
enterprises based on other resources. The Association needs
to encourage communities to spend CAMPFIRE revenues on natural
resource planning and management, including land-use planning
and natural resource inventories, as well as projects which
enhance the local natural resource base. Environmental audits
should be conducted, and environmental, economic and social
impact assessment should be conducted for all CAMPFIRE
projects, especially those involving dams, fences, water
points, etc. Such projects should be conducted within the
framework of community land-use plans, and there should be
more input and research from natural resource specialists.

Facilitate more communication and exchanges among and between
CAMPFIRE projects.

Promo~e participatory land-use and resource planning at the
community level.

Land use planning doesn't need to be a big formal exercise. It
can be done in stages at village level as a community
participation exercise with people developing visions of their
community, conducting resource inventories, and planning uses
for their land and resources. Agritex should be involved, but
should not be allowed to usurp the community process. Formal,
legal plans can be done at a later stage. Local land-use
plans should be linked to planning at other levels, district
to national.

:.

11. Revisit the local CAMPFIRE committee structures.

Address the problem of linking with and strengthening existing
structures, incorporating traditional leadership as well as
the local government and development structures, while
ensuring the development of institutions capable of managing

'~ -...._ __.. _ ' _.0 __.' ~.. _ .. ~ . ... "--- -.- ,.~-,....,... _~~.
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common property resources for the appropriate constituency.
Work with the statutory Natural resource committees (Rural
District Councils Act, 1988) and with the Department of
Natural Resources and the Natural Resources Board. Councils
also need policy direction from the Ministry of Local
Government regarding the implementation and management of
CAMPFIRE, particularly regarding their accountability and
liability given the devolution of authority to sub-district
levels. CAMPFIRE implementors need to work more closely with
their associate in MLGRUD to develop guidelines or directives
to Rural District Councils regarding "CAMPFIRE.

Work on local sustainability.

Sustainability at the field level is one of the program's
biggest problems. If this is an inter-organisational problem,
then it will demand the focus and cooperation of all of the
agencies involved. Almost all of the recommendations made
above will enhance the local sustainability of CAMPFIRE.
Local sustainability should become the focus of all CAMPFIRE
activities. This focus should reinforce and support the
individual goals of the agencies involved, whether these are
ecological sustainability, community empowerment and self
sufficiency, institutional development, the promotion of
viable livelihoods and income generating strategies,
devolution of authority, or, development of local democracy
and participation in the political processes.

Postscript

I

In closing, and on a more subjective note, I should like to
place CAMPFIRE in a wider context. A great inducement to inter
organisational cooperation in CAMPFIRE has been the growing
realisation that the programme provides a model, not just for
community-based natural resource management but for self
governance-"-participatory local democracy, in general. If this is
true, such a programme could provide the anti-dote to what Basil
Davidson and others call the strait-jacket, the "shackle on
progress" of European imposed nation-statism in Africa, with its
"uncompromisingly top-down" strategies of development. (Davidson,
1993, Kodjo, 1987, Ake, 1989)

Davidson concludes that the only "escape route" is mass
participation in the political process at the local level. He finds
roots of such local participation in the pre-colonial past: "For
, meigs partieipationz ••• was at the heart of ali those African
societies which had proved stable and progressive before the
destructive impact of the overseas slave trade and colonial
dispossession had made itself felt." (Davidson, 1993 :295) This view
is supported by many African writers including Dele Olowu: "what
will get Africa out of her present food and fiscal crisis is not

._--.....--. __.- .. " --_ ..... - .- ..... - ._. - ...---- .-..--------•• -."-- ........-_ •..•_--._ ...-_ ...... -- ...........~ ~. w. -
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the clamping down of more government controls, but the release of
the people's organisational genius at solving their community
problems". (Olowu, 1989:13)

In spite of the many obstacles to local democracy ("the route
of escape into participation .. has been barricaded with snags and
pitfalls, and travel along it made much less than safe") Davidson
finds evidence to support the contention of Roland Oliver that in
the 1990's the "era of mass participation in the political process
was about to begin n • Some of this evidence he finds in a "post
apartheid, integrated southern African region", where " ... almost
two centuries of foreign imperialism and dispossession in this
southern 'half' of Africa might be within sight of its end".
(Davidson, 1993, 318.)

It has been demonstrated here and elsewhere that natural
resources are best managed in an integrated way and that the people
most capable of managing them are those who live with and depend
upon them. This report reveals the need for an integrated network
of support for community-based initiatives. CAMPFIRE is one
example of an approach to solving the widespread and deeply-rooted
problems of development and governance in Africa. It addresses the
failures of development and the failures of the nation state in
Africa, both of which share the same causes and the same cure-i.e.,
participatory local democracy.

With all of the forces lined up against it, local democracy
and local initiatives will need networks of support throughout
society. This is the wider significance of inter-organisational
dynamics. Local institutions must have that network of support to
break the stranglehold of external economic and political forces,
as well as central bureaucracies and their executives. In part,
this will require harnessing those forces and developing a
supportive, as opposed to conflicting relationship between center
and periphery. Many converging developments in Zimbabwe, such as
the reform of local government and the struggle for more equitable
land and resource distribution, point in that direction and .
reinforce the nascent growth of local democracy. Those forces need
to be captured through inter-organisational cooperation at the
grassroots level, and through inter-organisational support for
grassroots initiatives at all levels.

Thus, there is increasing recognition that CAMPFIRE, as an
experiment in local community-based governance, has wider
significance for region, and for Africa as a whole. Yet, we who
work in the program have to go beyond the rhetoric and the ideology
to ensure support on the ground. Together, we need to transcend
organisational strictures to listen, attend to, describe accurately
and support what is happening in the communities in which we work.
The sooner people in those communities start directing us and upper
levels of gover.nment about what support they would like us to
provide, as well as their own destinies, the better.

.....~...•_.
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SOCIAL SOUNDNESS ANALYSIS

Introduction

In J.989, the Natural Resources Management Project was deemed to be
socially sound across the spectrum of relevant considerations.
More specifically, it was determined that:

The socio-political context is favourable and the socio-legal
structures are in place. No major cultural impediment.s exist
and the project components are responsive to the eCOi\t"mic and
self management interests of the target
populations ...Administrative and institutional st~)ctures ar~

presene which provide a foundation for the management
objectives of the programme. The project impact is considered
to be consistent with the equity principles of the donor. The
project has high potential for diffusion to other communal
lands, and its potential impact is polyvalent, going beyond
sustainable wildlife utilization to encompass broader and
holistic natural resources management programmes" (1989, Vol.
J.:93).

Some five years later, the Project's mid-term evaluation concluded,
above all, that: "The project is providing meaningful benefits to
residents of the project area" (1994:vi), and, to a large extent,
the project's successes are attributable to the virtues of the
CAMPFIRE Programme, and the social, cultural, political, legal and
economic context in which the programme has blossomed and matured.

Background

CAMPFIRE (Communal Areas Management Programme for Indigenous
Resources) set out in 1986 to:

1. obtain the voluntary participation of communities in a
flexible programme which incorporates long-term solutions
to resource problems;

2. introduce a system of group ownership with defined rights
of access to natural resources for the communities
resident in the target areas;

3. provide the appropriate institutions under which
resources can be legitimately managed and exploited by
the resident communities for their own direct benefit;
and,

4. provide technical and financial assistance to communities
which join the programme to enable them to achieve these
objectives.

-,"._'.-- -_._-_._ ...--..-....... " ..... - '..
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Political and Legal Context

CAMPFIRE has remained consistent with Government of Zimbabwe (GOZ)
policy rega:rding the decentra1i2ation of governance, planning and
administration. Moreover, the programme is firmly placed within
the policy context of the National Conservation Strategy which
states that:

... people ... {need) •.. to be given iucreased control over the
resources to be able to benefit from its (sic) Drn~er use.
The communal people cannot afford the social cost of having
animals on their land or of setting land aside for wildlife
unless this results in a direct economic advantage (19B?:11).

Zimbabwe's National Conservation Strategy concludes, the:-:efore,
that:

A community approach to the management of natural resources is
to be strongly encouraged such that the people using those
resources also accept full responsibility and accountability
for their conservation. A model along the lines of the
CAMPFIRE programme ... is recommended (19S7:23).

While the Parks and Wildlife Act (1975) provided the legal means to
confer proprietary rights (Le., "appropriate authority") over
wildlife to all land holders, prior to 1989 the Act had only been
used to confer such rights to "private" land hold~~~. Then, in
1989, the Act was used to' confer rights over wildlife to two
District Councils, and CAMPFIRE became a reality. Thu~ began a
ground swell, and over the past five years an additional twenty
(20) District Councils have been ga2etted as Appropriate
Authorities under the lS?5 Act.

While CAMPFIRE continues to be implemented within a favourCl.ble
political and legal context, debate has arisen over
"decentralization" (as defined in the Local Government Act) as
opposed to "devolution of authority" (as defined in the Parks and
Wildlife Act). Indeed, whereas Government decentrali2ation is
envisioned within a vertically integrated, hierarchical, framework,
where the State retains some measure of control over subordinate
and intermediate-level decision-making processes, in "devolved"
scenarios, authority is effectively surrend~red to subordinate or
intermediate-level institutions.

Thus, while the Department of National Parks, through the Minister
of Environment and Tourism, has surrendered authority over wildlife
resources to District Councils, and fully expects that District
Councils will eventually surrender control over wildlife resources

----_.._-- .-.
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to "producer communities", many District Councils have persisted in
their de-centralized orientation, allowi~g "producer communities~

to make some decisions (under supervision), while defining others
as the exclusive domain of District Government.

According the NRM Project mid-term evaluation:

... implementation is rarely from the bottom-up ..•. Instead,
action is often initiated through the rural district councils
acting on behalf of wards. The issue becomes particularly
acute when it causes dilution of the financial benefits which
households view as their due, and the exclusion of some
wards .•. from project investment (1994:vii).

To remedy this problem, or at least bring the parties closer to
agreement on the subject, the project amendment proposes that
Ministry of Local Government officials will join National Parks,
NGO and CAMPFIRE Collaborative Group (CCG) personnel to
collectively "steer" the implementation of the Project's CAMPFIRE
Development Fund (CDF). It is anticipated that this intervention
will serve to buttress the programme's existing political and legal
soundness.

Social and Cultural Context

CAMPFIRE is politically correct, and it i~ legal. Yet, as the
original analysis pointed out, the soundness of CAMPFIRE rests
fundamentally in the social and cultural context of those
communities which participate in the program.

By and large, the incentive for communities to participate in
CAMPFIRE remains an economic one. Quite simply, CAMPFIRE promises
financial benefits to communities who agree to have wildlife
production as a central component in their local economy. Since
there are few agricultural production alternatives in most of
CAMPFIRE's targeted areas, and residents are among the "poorest of
the poor", the economic argument has been fairly successful in
mobilizing local support for the programme.

Nevertheless, the programme requires not only that communities'
benefit from wildlife resources, but that they also assume
responsibility for managing those resources, and making decisions
which will sustain the resource.

Given the history of wildlife management in Zimbabwe, and the fact
that until quite recent:ly wildlife belonged exc:lusively to the
State, most communities possess little or no wildlife management
skills. While it is true that wildlife resources always had some
value to a limited set of actors in the local economy, and illegal
offtake often supplemented household food requirements, the manner

.., ._ 111\
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of wildlife exploitation was, by and large, "private", covert, and
in many ways, random and unplanned. For a program, such as
CAMPFIRE, which seeks to develop community-ba.sed, public, and
rational/planned exploitation of its wildlife resources, this sort
of indigenous technical knowledge many not be entirely appropriate.
There is, therefore, a naed within communities to utilize existing
wildlif~ expertise, develop collective management skills and
capacities, while at the same time controlling individual
management and/or offtake strategies.

Local-level Regulation

CAMPFIRE recognizes that programme sustainability requires
communities to effectively control and regulate the management and
exploitation of their resources. In small homogenous communities,
traditional socio-legal mechanism~ work fairly well to regulate
inter-personal relationships. Although informal sanctions have
operated mostly to control marriage and family relations, there is
increasing evidence that property relations, and regulation of
commonly-held property relations (e.g., waterholes, forests,
rangeland, etc.) have also been controlled rather effectively
through traditional socio-legal mechanisms. In such situations, it
is reasonable to expect communities to be able to regulate and
control ill~gal offtake, and " ...when genuine autho~ity and
proprietorship of natural resou:!'ces has been introduced ... local
leaders have responded with environmental insight and considerable
skill in the handling of micro-political processes" (1989, Vol.
1: 90) .

Problems arise, however, in situations where outside agents, who
owe no par"ticular allegiance to traditional political or legal
authorities, compete for their share of "the commons". And, it
has become clear that many of the areas targeted for CAMPFIRE
activities have been regarded as convenient areas for settlement
expansion. To make matters worse, many of the re-settled families
bring with them agricultural, and cattle-based, production
ideologies which may not be environmentally sound given the fragile
nature of soils and vegetation in these "marginal" areas.

While the original analysis indicated that CAMPFIRE could resolve
these issues, by instilling a sense of resource finiteness, most
communities and councils have demonstrated ineffectiveness in
regulating access to uninhabited areas within their jurisdictions.
CAMPFIRE communities are particularly attractive to outsiders,
seeking to ehare in dividend distributions, improved public health
and education facilities, and whel.'':: communities have allowed new
migrants, population has boomed. Internal houc~hold dynamics in
some CAMPFIRE communities have also contrilluted to growth and
expansion. It has been observed, for example, that as out
migration of males has decreased, conception ratefJ ~mong married
couples have increased. Moreover, there are illstances where

I
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household dividends have been used to subsidize polygynous unions,
which have, in turn, contributed to increasing numbers of household
offspring.

It is clear, th~refore, that population growth (internal and
external) poses one of the most serious threats to the continuing
success of the CAMPFIRE programme, and while communities must seek
ways to control natural resources exploitation, .they will also need
to seek ways to discourage, or counteract the effects of,
population growth.

Social Soundness Assessment

After five years of implementation experience, and lessons learned,
CAMPFIRE remains sociall7 sound. The local-level political context
continues to be favourable for developing community-based
activities, while the state-level political context remains
tolerant of activities which seek to empower communities. The
le!:Jal context remains favourable, although debate has recently
arisen over the meanings of "devolved", as opposed to
"decentralized", authority within a local Government framework.
Socially and culturally, the people residing in targeted. CAMPFIRE
remain receptive to the economic motivations which underlie the
CA~PFIRE Programme. It has been noted, however, that additional
emphasis will have to be placed upon the development of "publ..i.c"
resource management skills, and the control of "private"
utilization strategies.

While traditional institutions have demonstrated a fair degree of
success in dealing with community "insiders", in-migrants, and
especially those possessing inappropriate cattle-based agricultural
mindsets, pos~ a threat to programme sustainability. Internal
population gr~wth has also been cited as a potential problem for
CAMPFIRE, even in those communities which have been able to
restrict the flow of in-migrants. Nevertheless, these problems
should be viewed ::is challenges for the programme, rather than
inherent ~efects in its design.

In conclusion, the project's mid-term evaluation reports that,
" •..wnere the programme has been implemented in communities over a
period long enough for us to make informed judgments the following
results are discernable: a re-awakened appreciation of wildlife;
poaching eliminated or drastically reduced; fewer complaints of
problem animals; the emergence of local environmental management
structures; improved environmental conservation practices; the use
of wildlife for food security in times of drought; the local
initiation of land-use planning; an increase in household revenues;
and, community-funded local development for schools, clinics,
grinding mills and other community infrastructure" (1994:12).

"



Annex H
Page 1 of 1

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 611(e) OF THE
FOUIGN ASSISTANCE AC'l' OF 1~62, AS AMENDED

• Rural Di.trict Councils throughoue Zimbabwe will ~ndertake the
~ .construction of community-level infrastructure ~.soc1atod with

the Natural Resources Management projece (NRMP). Of the
counterpart fund. contributed to the Projeot by the CAMPFIRE
Program, 35' have been specifically oarmarked for managAment,
administration and maintenance.

I, Peter Benedict, the prinicipal officer ot the Aqoncy for
Ineernational Development in Zimbabwe, havinq taken into account
amonq other factor. the maintenance and u~ilization of project.
in ZtmbabWe previously financed or assisted by the United states,
do hereby certify that in my judgement, Zimbabwe will develop
throu9h the project the financial capability and has the
requisite human reaourees capability to effectively maintain and
utilize the capital assistance elements within the NRMP.

I

I

-
Director, USAID Zi~bwe

/

TOT~ P. 09" \.'!-- ~. ~~i'
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Mbabane - S~J8Dd

TOTAL NUM~ER OF PAGES: 25
(Including this transmittal lead sheet)
MESSAGE;.

P.O. Box 750, Mbabane - .

Fax Number.......: 268 • 447c '::- II mI ft 'f} (1 - 11:- 1QQai.

Telephone Number.: 268 - - I

SEP ,6 \e9iTelex Number••.••: 2016 WD ~ .-..rBI

mm:::mr ~.

~. USAlDI'HAMB ~
NAME: ....

.- IADDRESS: ........-. .. ,.
IUB

.zi . L
CHRCJN ,. ......

r , -:
" ..... \'+

FAX NO: • _ .... "iA or AcnoNTAKFN I
• IL\.IILL

I'INmAl.S/DATE'

SENDERS NAME: • . Il'l.V
OFFICE SYMBOL-:!LA'""'" -

/ 11

Here are hard copies of the thret .mafla and attachments on HRM. Many of the issues
dl.cusaed in the ,·maUs are minor ( like code 935 procurement) or clear-cut lllke the Section
660 exception). Othe, Issues should be discussed at your mission review. I've given mv
legal views but there may be other policy questiona or mv fecta may be screwed up. This
has been 8n awfully hasty revi.w end I wDuld welcome others' opinions.

Main Issues:

- RelatiDnshlps of the 2 proJectelfundlng lourCA - DOA 651 authorities
- Sec 611 (e) certifrcatlon end AAJAFR ,evlew.
-PD20
- Country ContributlonlProject Income
-. Incorporation of Environmental Assessment Recommendations

Good Luckl Cheers, Margaret

Oh yes, GC/AFR phone no Is (202) 647·9218 I
Fax no. I. (202, 647-8567 I'll be there Monday the 19th and Thuredey the 22nd.

I
I

.f you did not receive all pages pleaae phone 2!S=48430 88 800n as possible

Eor USAID VII OnlV Official: V Pe,. "!I: f Project No: ~\7
Authorized By:_

I
I
I
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ANNEX J

ANNEX J IS SUPPORTING FINANCIAL INFORMATION TO
THE COST ESTIMATES SHO\VN IN SECTION IV.

THE FOLLOWING BUDGETS ARE ILLUSTRATIVE ONLY AND
MAY BE TAY~EN FROM PROP~SALS RECEIVED. IT]S
LIKELY THAT THERE WILL BE SUBSTANTIAL
h10DIFICATION TO THE AMOUNTS AND BUDGET ITEMS
PRIOR TO EXECUTION OF SUBGRANTS.



SUPPLEMENTARY BUDGETS

/tabud1 IRSTITUTIORAL CONTRACTOR

= =====================:=====================:==================================
I. Project Staff $995,625
A Chief of Party (LocaQ 54 person months @ 3,000 per mcnth 162,000

Benefits 25% salary 40,500
B Grants Administrator 54 person months @ 2,700 per month 1415,800

Benefits ~5% salary 3e,4150
C Financial Manager 54 person months @ 2,700 per rTIonth 1415,800

Benefa 25% salary 3e,4150
D Program Assistant 54 person months @ 2,200 per month 118,800

Benefits 25% salary 29.700
E Accounts Clerk E4 person months @ 1,750 per month 941,500

Benefits 25% salary 23,625
F Project Secretary (2) 54 person months @ 1,200 per month 129,600

Benefits ·25% salary 32,400

II. Short Term Technical Assistance 442,150

A Expatriate TA
salary 30 person months @ 331 per work day 226,390
Benefits 25% salary 57,098

B Local consultants 30 person months @ 4,167 per month 125,000
Benefits 25% salary 31,663

III. Travel and Per Diem 307,150
A International Travel

10 Washington-Harare @ 4,000 AT 40,000
450 days in Harare @ 145 per diem 65,250

10 days in Washington @ 150 per diem 1,500
B Local Travel

240,000 miles @ 0.25 per mile 60,000
1,080 days outside Harare @ 130 per diem 140,400

IV. Commodities
Office Equipment 250,000

Computer & peripherals 75,000
FurnitUre 40,000
Photocopiers 15,000
Project vehicle/Spares (4) 120,000

V. Office Costs H17,400
Rent 54 months @ 1,000 per month 54,000
Utilities 54 months @ 450 per month 24,300
Communciations 54 years @ 1,300 per month 70,200
Consumables 54 years @ 350 per month 18,900

V. Training/WorkshopS/Me8tings
Workshops (Venue, meals. 1°workshops @ 2,500 per workshop 25,000
per diem)

VI. Audit 4 audits @ 25,000 per audit 100,000

VIl. BUMalecl OYethead
Overhud @ 35% cA salaries and Benefits 503,221

TOTAl $2,790,546
= =====••===========••=:=.=•••••=============1===========:=======a================



'P ZIMBABWE TRUST
~RArEGIC INSTITUTIONAL SUPPORT TO THE COMMUNAL AREAS MANAGEMENT PROGRAMME
EOR INpiGENOUS RESOURCES (CAMPfl~

EWE YEAR BUDGET SUMMARY

MAT. SELOW UIOZA... TOTAL
EXPENSE DETAILS-: IlLf:. ~ ~ a.rL.

MANAGEMENT SUPPORT SERVICES & TRAINING 727571 594023 328926 16~520

INSTITUTIONAL DEVEL.OPMENT UNIT SERVICES 373099 232072 109216 714376

ORGANISATION, AWARENESS & TRAINING WORKSHOPS 202706 162710 91639 457055

VEHICLE OPERATIONAL COSTS 223975 179783 10125.. 505012

OTHER OPERATIONAL. COSTS 308926 247973 139658 696657

,~ .
COMMUNITY ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT FUND r 72221 72221 ..3342 1877804

REGIONAL & INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICATION 12913. 102851 57929 288914
AND EXCHANGE

GENDER ANALYSIS & PRA. TECHNIOUES 0 51020 0 51020

TOTAL RECURRENT .COSTS 2036622 1832653 971963 4541239

CONTINGENCY AT"'" 810165 S5oU18 34879 181830

SUB-TOTAL 2119097 1898139 9066421723088

CAPITAL COSTS 1872045 116328 136734 440305

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

.-- - ... -. -----~

23053321191404861 1~678161833731



SUMMARY OF BUI)GET ITEMS:
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45,000 I 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 225,000
65,000 65,000 130,000

25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 125,000
50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 250,000

150,000 150,000 150,000 <50,000
225,000 225,000 225,000 225,000 225,000 1,125,000

25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 125,000
200,000 200,000 400,000

50,000 200,000
685,000 635,000 3.030,000
102,750 95,250 454,500
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'P.o. 'BOX HG ~. HIGHlANDS.
HARARE. ZIMBABWE

Tcl/f.ax: (16J...) "'16J fM: ~JD

26th July 1994

Atria Resources TnJst

PROPOSED BUDGET TO USAID FOR INFORMATION, COMMUNICATIONS
AND POLICY INPUTS TO TIlE CAMPFIRE PROGRAMME·

WithiD CAMPFIRE. The Africa Rcsoorces Trusl CARl) is divided into two programmes. The fiat. UDder the titlo
of -ACllON". foc:ussa 011 eDViJalmenlal educatioo in CAMPFIRE Districu.1bc ~itemcnt oCthis prosnmme
bave been oUlJiDed by ~e.mmqer of ACDON.-------1bc sccood programme deals with iuues o~11ioo aDd commUDic:a~th wi1hiD aDd outIide
Zimbabwe - induding the malysis of aDd iDMfiiM POll" alid .IsoDe~ tbe region IDICIOpl tboIe
inttrcsted in Natural RC$OUn:c ManagcmeaL ART currently fuods, SId IIld manqes c:ooperuiYdy with the
CAMPFIRE Assoc:iltioo the CAMPFmE lIlforml1ioo and CommUDic:atioas omee It the Mukuvisi Woodla:Dds, if
e.uablishing a regional network in cooperaliCla with the WCN Rcgiclllal Qftic:e lOCI bis I weD devdopcd project to
lllooitor international policy and markets thai c1ircctIy d'cet the communities iaYoI\'ed in CAMPFIR&

The (oUowing budget refcrs to the informllioo and canmunication DCCds ofCAMPFIRE only:

CapitJal c..---=tI (aD year 1)

4WD Vehicle (KaserelSiamachira) J:2
2WD Vehicle (Chil.sikeiOliDpellderc) 12
Base Radio md 3 J:2·way radio

Computers
HP VcetrI J:2
HP Omnibook 530 J:1
HP Printer x2
HP Colour Printer
HPScaoncr

Software

Photocopier
Xerox Heavy Duty
Xerox Iighweigbt J:2

FuiAnswcr Machine

Office Building (Mukuvisi)

TOfAL capital cosb

IJS$

50000
20000
6000 lo.. CA

500:1
200:1
300:1
5000
300:1
"00:1

1500:1
7000

2000

32 000 N...c %.~.-, •

154 000

1 Excludes ArnON's iDputs into the provision of education mataills, training and c:urriculaum
development withiD the CAMPFIRE Districts of Zimbabwe

-~~ ...
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TrUWI&

wortshoP' • local, rcgjcmai aDd iDlematiolllJ

Tl1TAL /lIutIrCh Mil Ttainin&

2IlDformalioa of6cers .!"-t. 'Jol...
Ix Senior policy aoalysl IJ-----
1z NctMxt manaacr/commwUcator ~,•...,.l ,..- (r-l~-)
1z Marta racarcbcr
Ix AdmiDsIrator
2r SccrdaIJ
CcosJJIlats 400 pcnoD cbysIannum at USS200

OpcmioolJ COlts

Vchic:/e cspmtCI
(Fuel. iDsuraDee. main1enancc)
PriDtiaelDd It&licacry
PriDtiD& • proI'cssioolJ CClIU
Airfares • RccicaIJ .

- IDtematiooaJ
Per diems for rcpmaJ IDd iDtemationaJ travel
TelJfu
Postqe

Tctll1 oprratitJnII1 c:CIID

50 000 I!'.~ ...u.~~ ..."-..1. lou

20000 ,,,.k {...~"""'l.- ..~ ~.~-t
t.~,.~'--

90 000 "1.,.,,,,,- ~/....t.. tr..., ttIIJ.-...
160 000 J'Q' MIlUm

25 000 (me by 10000amna)
30000
30000
25000
20m>
20m>
80 em A~L~ I. --l. J,... /,J.,,;,

I,LSlt-'r<-
230 000 ,., lImIIDft

20000
60000
20000
40 000 G..h..« ,. ,f..h~

80000
20000
18000
10000

268 000 ,., GM&Un

m 000 per aDDlIDI

I

Year 1
ill acb of )'WI2-S

812000
6.S8 000

FJYE YEAR TOTAl,

.
... ; . / /.' E. . /
, , • 1.,-<;. ~~~"..... L. ,...~_,~.. .:::..

3444000


