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ABSTRACT

ThestudyaimedatestablishingtheefficacyofFDMSprogram inaddressingfood

insecurityamongthespecialpopulationsofPWDsathouseholdlevel.Theobjectivesof

thestudywere:(i)toexaminethecontributionofFDMSprogram inaddressingfood

insecurityamongPWDs,(ii)toanalyzethechallengesinimplementingFDMSamong

PWDsand(iii)toestablishrecommendationstoimprovetheefficacyofFDMS in

addressingfoodinsecurityofPWDs.ThisstudywasconductedinRushingadistrict

wards1,2,3,4,7,19and21.Thestudywasguidedbytwomodelsofdisabilitynamely

Rights-basedandCharityModels.Itusedthequalitativeresearchmethodologyand

phenomenologicalresearchdesign.Targetpopulationwas57reportedandconfirmed

casesandhad14participants(25%)assamplesize.4keyinformantswerealso

consideredinthisstudy.DatacollectionmethodusedwereFocusGroupDiscussions

and in-depth interviewsforboth keyinformantsand participantsusing scheduled

interview guides as tools.Field data was analyzed using thematic analysis.The

contribution includes an increase in crop harvests,increased nutritionalcrops

production,foodhandoutsduringleanseasonandafterproductiveworks.Thefindings

proveapositiveadjustmentinPWDsfeedinghabitsthroughanincreaseinnumberof

mealsperdayaswellasnutritionalvalueoftheirmeals.Thestudyfindingsonthe

challengesinimplementingFDMSamongthePWDsnotedmisconceptionofdisability

issues,misappropriation,politicizationofthestrategies,poorPWDsrepresentationand

bureaucracy.Thefindingsonthepossiblerecommendationstoimprovetheefficacyof

theprogram includeprovisionofadequateandcomprehensivepackages,scratchingoff

thebureaucraticprinciplesandrequirements,communitysupport,timelydisbursement

offundsandallocations,disabilitysensitizationandawarenessincommunitiesand

PWDssoundrepresentation.Withthesupportandcooperationfrom alltherelevant

stakeholders,theprogram canbetteraddressfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.
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CHAPTERONE

INTRODUCTIONTOTHESTUDY

1.0Introduction

Thischapterisanintroductorytothestudygivingabackgroundandaconceptualization

ofFDMSprogram inaddressingfoodinsecurityamongpersonswithdisability(PWDs).

Thestudywillconsidertheefficacy,whichistheaptitudeofsuchprogram toyielda

desiredchange(Cartwright,2009),thatisfoodsecurityforthePWDsfocusingon

disabilityfriendlinessandinclusivenessaswellasdisabilitytargeting,responsiveness

andneeds-based-sustainability.Itincludessectionsonstudy’saim,problem statement,

researchquestions,objectives,assumptions,delimitation,limitations,ethicalissuesand

chaptersummary.

1.1Studybackground

WhilsttheworldisonthewaytowardsachievingSustainableDevelopmentGoal(SDG)

Target2.1ofguaranteeingallpeople’saccesstoenough,safeandnutritiousfood

throughouttheyearandSDGTarget2.2whichhasthegoalofeliminatingallformsof

malnutritionby2030.FAO,IFAD,UNICEF,WFPandWHO(2021)acknowledgesthatthe

worldisatcriticalmomentandnotgenerallyprogressingeithertowardsthesetargets.

Notably,withCovid-19pandemicposingdevastatingeffectsonworld’sfoodsecurity

situation.Post-pandemicperiodhasseennearly2.37billionpeoplefoodinsecurewith

noregionspared.Politicalinstabilityandupheavals,climatechange,naturaldisasters,

ongoing Russia-Ukrainewarand economiccrisesamong othersequallysharethe

contribution.MorethanhalfofthefoodinsecurepopulationarefoundinAsiaandmore

thanonethirdinAfrica.Itisworrisometonotethat,peoplewithdisabilitieshavea

greaterrisktothisworldplightbecauseoffactorslikesocio-economicdisadvantage

andexclusion.Article28ofUnitedNationsConventionontheRightsofPeoplewith

Disability(UNCRPD)clearlystatesthatthememberstateshavetoensureaccessby

personswithdisabilitiestosocialprotectionprogramsasalsoinlinewiththeNational

DisabilityPolicy(2021).



2

In Africa,WFP GlobalOperationalResponse Plan (2022)shows thatacute food

insecurityvulnerabilitylevelsinAfricaarestilldisturbing,withnoexceptionfrom climate

change,Covid-19 pandemic,naturaldisasters,politicalinstability,insurgenciesand

Russia-Ukrainewar.ThehornofAfrica(Ethiopia,SouthSudanandSomalia),Western

andCentralAfrica(Ghana,TogoandSahelregion)andSouthernAfricaareexperiencing

acutefoodinsecurity.WFP(2020)ondisabilityandfoodsecuritynotesthatpeoplewith

disabilitieshavehigherandgreaterriskinaccessingfood,thereforeitrecommendeda

targetedassistancetoconsiderdisabilityandprioritize livelihoodthatisaccessible

andinclusive.

IntheSADCregion,WFPGlobalOperationalResponsePlan(2022)reportsacutefood

insecuritysituationwithnoexceptionofZimbabwewhowasthe'breadbasket'of

Southern Africa.Angola,Mozambique,Zimbabwe,Malawiand Namibia havebeen

recordedtohavefoodinsecuritysituationattributedtodroughts,cyclones,economic

downturns,conflictsandpoliticalinstability.Covid-19pandemicandRussia-Ukrainewar

havestrainedtheeconomyofsouthernAfricacountries.Ongreaterriskofthis,arethe

peoplewithdisabilitiesandtheirhouseholds.Socialprotectionprogramsshouldbewell

program inadisabilityfriendlyandinclusiveapproach.

InthecaseofZimbabwe,accordingtoZimVacReport(2022),thefoodinsecurity

situation in the country has be reported more acute in Matebeleland North,

Mashonaland West,Masvingo,Mashonaland Centraland Manicaland provinces.

Droughts,cyclonesandmacro-economicinstabilityamongothercauseshavebeen

noted.Zimbabwe Food Securityand Markets Monitoring Report(2022)has also

testifies food insecurity situation in the country attributing itto hyper-inflation,

economicmeltdownandhighcostofliving.Rushingaisoneofthedrydistrictin

MashonalandCentrallocatedinnaturalecologicalregion3withsomewardsinregion4.

ZimVacReport(2022)acknowledgesfoodinsecuritysituationinthedistrictmainly

attributingittoafailed2021/2022farmingseasonduetorecurringdryspells.The
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wholeofthedistrictisgenerallyfoodinsecureyetamoreworrisomefactispeoplewith

disabilitieshavealreadyexistingvariousconditionsmakingthem morepronetofood

insecurity.WFPZimbabwe(2022)acknowledgesthatthetypesofbarrierspeopleliving

withdisabilitieshave,doexistbeforeahumanitariancrisisandareworsenedincrisis.

WhilstinthedriveandspiritofpursuingNationalDevelopmentStrategy1(NDS1)

mantra,thatis‘leavingnooneandnoplacebehind,towardsamiddleupperclass

societyby2030,’theSecondRepublicgovernmentofZimbabwethroughtheNational

DisabilityPolicy(2021)hasguaranteedtoimprovethequalityoflifeofpersonswith

disabilityandtheirrespectivefamilies.ZimbabweNationalDisabilityPolicy,Section

3.18.6hasclearlystatedthatpeoplewithdisabilitiesmustbeincludedinallsocial

protectioninitiativessincetheyaremorelikelytobelivinginpovertyconditionsmaking

theirprevalence among beneficiaries ofsocialprotection high.In line with the

Constitution ofZimbabwe and the Disabled Persons Act(Chapter17:02)on the

eligibilityofpeoplewithdisabilitiesforsocialprotection,thegovernmentofZimbabwe

isimplementingFoodDeficitMitigationStrategies(FDMS)addressfoodinsecurity

amongbeneficiaries,italsotargetsthispopulation.Hence,thestudywillexaminethe

efficacyofFDMSprogram inaddressingfoodinsecurityamongpersonswithdisability

inRushingadistrict.

Food Deficit Mitigation Strategies (FDMS) is a social protection

program/initiative/approach thathas been adopted bythe governmentunderthe

MinistryofPublicService,LabourandSocialWelfare(MoPSLSW)withtheDepartment

ofSocialDevelopment(DSD)asanimplementingdepartmentincollaborationwitha

numberofgovernmentlineministriesanddepartmentstoaddressincessantfood

deficitsamongthevulnerablemembersofthesociety(FDMS manual,2021).The

strategiesherein,includefooddistribution,nutritionalgardens,foodforassetsand

agriculturalinputsupport.Theprogram hasrecentlybeenreviewedinearly2021tobe

inlinewiththeNDS1(2021-2025)andaimsatensuringimprovedaccesstoinclusive

SocialProtectiontargetingvulnerablepopulationswithsocialassistance(FDMSmanual,

2021)andintheinterestofthisstudy,peoplewithdisabilitiesareoneofthemost

affectedvulnerablepopulationbyfooddeficit.Ashighlightedintheabovementioned
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manual,theprogram adoptedtargetingmechanismsfrom asatnationallevel,downto

provincial,district,ward,villageandfinallythehouseholdlevel.Thesemechanismsare

informedbytheZimVACreportdoneonyearlybasistodetermineandmakesurethat

theassistanceisgiventotheneediestbeneficiaries,henceitascribestotheresidual

modelofsocialwelfare.

Additionally,theprogram hasimplementationmodalitieswithfourphaseswhichruns

throughouttheyeartoaddressthefoodrequirementsofvulnerablepopulationinthe

society.Theprogram encompassesanumberofstrategieswhichareimplemented

throughouttheyearinabidtoaddressfoodinsecurityashighlightedabove.Theseare

freefooddistributions,foodforassets(FFA),nutritionalgardensandagriculturalinput

supportstrategies.Importanttonoteisonetheprogram objectiveswhichis,according

tothereferencedmanual:toavailadequateandnutritiousfoodassistancetothe

vulnerablemembersofthesociety.Thisobjectivetranslatesintofoodavailabilityand

utilizationpillarsoffoodsecuritywhichthenarethefocusofthestudy.Accordingto

AborisadeandBach(2014),availabilitydenotesenoughfoodsupplyatalllevelsfor

examplenational,district,communityandhouseholdassessedinconsistencewiththe

need/requirements/demand for the food.Italso defines utilization as a pillar

addressingnutritionalrequirementsasthefoodhastobetherighttypeandqualityto

meetnutritionalneedsofhumanbodiestherebypromotingnormal,activeandhealthy

life.

1.2.PURPOSEOFTHESTUDY

ToestablishtheefficacyofFDMSinaddressingfoodinsecurityamongpersonswith

disabilityathouseholdlevelaswellasthegapnotbeingmet.

1.3.STATEMENTOFTHEPROBLEM

Foodinsecurityhasprovedtobeaglobalplight,withnoexceptionofhigh-income

countriesinNorthAmerica,EuropeandAsia(Loopstra,2017).FDMSprogram was

initiatedtoaddressgrowingfoodinsecurityamongthetargetedvulnerablegroups
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includingPWDs.However,disabilitysensitizationandknowledgehasnotbeendone

withjusticeespeciallyinruralareaswherethecommunitiesstillsocially,politicallyand

economicallyexcludepeoplewithdisability(Choruma,2007).Withthisbackground,

theyarestilltreatedasoutcastandtheirinclusionisstilltinierhence,theyaretreated

asaburdentothesocietyandconsideredhavingdependencesyndrome(Mthethwa,

2019).Eventhebroadercommunityholdsthisperception.Thisiswhysocialprotection

packages towards theirwelfare,are mostly hijacked by able-bodied leaders and

individuals.Poorimplementation,embezzlementoffunds,poorfunding,politicizationof

theinitiatives,lessfrequencyandsustainabilityoftheinitiativesspeaksalotabout

people’sattitudetowardspeoplewithdisabilities(CouncilofEurope,2017).Despitethe

effortsbythegovernment,PWDscontinuetobefoodinsecurewhichthenraisesthe

questionofefficacy.Surprisingly,nostudyhasevaluatedtheefficacyofthisFDMS

initiativeinbringing aboutthedesired food securityamong thePWDs,hencethe

presentstudytoaddressthemethodological,literature,empiricalandknowledgegap.

1.4.RESEARCHOBJECTIVES

i. ToexaminethecontributionofFDMSprogram inaddressingfoodinsecurity

amongPWDsinRushingaDistrict.

ii. ToanalysethechallengesinimplementingFDMSamongPWDs

iii. ToestablishrecommendationstoimprovetheefficacyofFDMSinaddressing

foodinsecurityofPWDs.

1.5.RESEARCHQUESTIONS

Thefollowingquestionsaregoingtoguidethisresearch:

i. HowhastheFDMSprogram contributedinaddressingfoodinsecurityamong

PWDs?

ii. WhatarethechallengesinimplementingFMDSprogram amongPWDs?

iii. WhatarethepossiblerecommendationstoimprovetheefficacyofFDMS
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program inaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs?

1.6.ASSUMPTIONSOFTHESTUDY

TheresearcherassumesthattheefficacyofFDMSprogram tobringaboutthedesired

foodsecuritylevelsamongPWDsiscompromised.Itisassumedthattheprogram has

factorsatbothplanningandimplementationstageswhicharenegativelyaffectingthe

realization ofthe desired outcome.The research assumes thatless disability

sensitization especially in the ruralcommunities has a negative bearing on the

implementationoftheFDMS inaddressingfoodinsecurityamongthePWDs.The

researchalsoassumesthatfoodinsecuritylevelsamongPWDshavebeenonthe

significantrise,henceaseriousconcernasaresultofpoorperforminglocaleconomy

andtheeffectofcovid-19inducedlockdowns.TheresearcherthenassumesthatFDMS

program mustbemorecomprehensiveinitsscopetoaddressthisandbringaboutfood

secured households ofand/orwith PWDs.Finally,the researcherassumes that

responsible districtoffices have database information ofPWDs who are getting

assistanceunderFDMSprogram.

1.7.SIGNIFICANCEOFTHESTUDY

Thisresearchprojectsoughttoestablishtheeffectivenessofgovernmentinitiative

namelyFDMSinaddressingfoodinsecurityamongpeoplewithdisabilities.Italso

soughttodrawupagapbeingleftbythisinitiativewithmuchconcernwithinthescope

ofaddressingfoodinsecurityamongthepersonswithdisability.Notably,peoplewith

disabilities do have some challenges in accessing these social protection

packages/programs,hencetheinterestofthisstudytoexplorethosechallenges.It

providedawarenesstotheGovernment,PortfolioCommitteeforSocialProtectionin

particularandrelevantstakeholdersforexamplelocalNGOs.Itavailedthepossible

recommendationsonimplementationpolicyreview andforparadigm shifthailingthe

initiativestobemoredisabilityfriendlyandinclusive.

1.8.DELIMITATIONSOFTHESTUDY
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ThestudyhadafocusontheefficacyofFDMSprogram inaddressingfoodinsecurity

amongPWDs.Thechallengesinimplementingtheprogram amongPWDsarealsoof

interest.ThisstudywasconductedinRushingaDistrictwithinthetimeframe2022-2023.

Thestudyconsideredonlywards1,2,3,7,19and21inwhichtheprogram wasbeing

implementedwithattentionto specialpopulationofpersonswithdisability.Some

participantswerenotnecessarilywithdisabilitybutwasinterviewedaskeyinformants.

Incasethattherewascommunicationbarrierbecauseofthenatureofparticipant’s

disability,his/herhouseholdmember(s)wasinterviewedsincethehouseholdisalso

affected.

1.9.LIMITATIONSOFTHESTUDY

Thestudywasmorelikelytofaceachallengeofotherparticipantsrefusingtofreely

releaseinformationagainsttheimplementationofFDMSinpersonswithdisabilityon

fearofvictimizationbypoliticians,howeverconfidentialitywasassuredandprioritized.

Lackorinaccuracyofnumbersofpeoplelivingwithdisabilitiesinthedistrict’sresearch

wardssinceanumberofdisabilitycasesarenotreportedduetotheperceptionspeople

holdaboutdisability.Keyinformantsmaynotgiveoutwhattheyconsiderconfidential

information.ThisstudywasconfinedonlywithintheboundaryofRushingaDistrict7

selectedwardsinwhichtheFDMSprogram wasbeingimplemented,thereforethe

resultscannotbegeneralizedtootherdistricts.

1.10.ValidityandReliability

Theresearchusedaresearchmethod,designandinstrumentswhichwerespecifically

designedforthisstudy.Datacollectionwasdonephysicallyinpersonwithallthe

participants.Whilstconducting the research,the researcherensured data quality

throughinvolving4keyinformants,whobythenatureoftheirofficesandexpertise

wouldproviderelevantandcredibleinformationconcerningthesubjectmatter(Lokot,

2021).Sampling was done to determine sample size ofthe key informantand

participatingPWDstotestifytheirexperiencesregardingtheprogram.Nopersonal,
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financialorpoliticalinterestswerepursuedorinappropriatelyinterferedincontacting

thestudy.Objectivitywasatthecoreoftheprocess.Theresearchinterestswerebased

onthestudyobjectives,inordertoachievethestudyvalidity(Crosswell,2013)

1.11.DEFINITIONOFKEYWORDS

 Efficacyistheaptitudeofaprogram orinitiativetoyieldadesiredchange

(Cartwrigtht,2009)

 Foodinsecurityisalackofconsistentaccesstosufficientfoodforeveryperson

inahouseholdtoleadanactiveandhealthylife.Itiseithertemporaryorcanlast

longtime.(WFP,2020)

 A personwithdisability“meansapersonwithaphysical,mentalorsensory

disability,includingavisual,hearingorspeechfunctionaldisability,whichgives

risetophysical,culturalorsocialbarriersinhibitinghim from participatingatan

equallevelwithothermembersofsocietyinactivities,undertakingsorfieldsof

employmentthatareopentoothermembersofsociety,”DisabledPersonsAct

(Chapter17:01).

1.12.CHAPTERSUMMARY

Thechapterhasepitomizedthebackgroundtothisstudycitinghowfoodinsecurityisa

growingsocialplightespeciallyforpeoplewithdisabilitiesaroundtheglobe.Thishas

noexceptiontoZimbabweforitsaround15% disabilityprevalence(NDP,2021)and

theirfoodinsecurity(ZimVACReport,2022).Purposeofthestudyhasbeenestablished

drawingitfrom thestatementoftheproblem.Thechapteralsocapturestheresearch

objectives,questions,assumptions,significance,delimitation,limitationsandethical

considerations.

CHAPTER2

LITERATUREREVIEW
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2.0.Introduction

Thechapterdetailsliteraturereview forthestudytopic.Thetheoreticalframework,

variousgovernments’initiativestowardsaddressingfoodinsecurityamongpeoplewith

disabilities,casestudiesfrom bothfirstandthirdworldcountries.Literaturereviewing

oflocalgovernmentinitiativeswillbealsoconsideredtolayopenaresearchgap

thereforejustifyingthepurposeofthisstudy.

2.1.Theoreticalframework

Inordertounderstandsocialprotectionissuesforpeoplewithdisabilities,thefollowing

theorieshelpinexplainingpolicyplanners’,program implementers’andthegeneral

public’sperceptions,philosophiesandactionstowardspeopleorissuesofdisability.

AccordingtoChoruma(2007),disabilityismulti-dimensionalandthusinreality,itis

differentlydefinedandperceivedaccordingtoculture,knowledgebase,context,beliefs

andthesocietalvalues.ThelensforthisstudywasRights-based,biopsychosocialand

charitymodelsofdisability.Thestudyusedtwomodelsasstandsjustifiedbecause

bothsupplementeachotherinexplainingthisstudy.Thefirstexplainshowisitpossible

toyieldthedesiredoutcomeoffoodsecurityamongPWDswhilstthelattergivelens

usedtoexplainwhytherearechallengesinimplementingtheprogram.Theseareinturn

negativelyaffectingtheefficacyoftheprogram inaddressingfoodinsecurityamong

PWDs.

2.1.1.Rights-basedmodelofdisability.

ThismodelisbasedonhumanrightsprinciplesenshrinedinUNCRPDwhichZimbabwe

ratifiedin2013recognizingdisabilityasanaturalaspectinhumandiversitythathasto

berespectedandsupportedacrossallitsforms(KorolkovaandAnthony,2016).The

modelargues thatpeople with disabilities have same rights to theirable-bodied

counterpartstakingintoconsiderationthatimpairmentsmustnotbeconsideredan
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excusefordenyingorrestrictingpeople’srights.Degener(2017)notesthatthemodel

offersatheoreticalframeworkfordisabilitypolicywithemphasisonhumandignityof

peoplewithdisabilitiesandencompassesallsetsofhumanrights.Themodelpurports

theconstructiveproposalforimprovinglifeofpeoplewithdisabilities,forwhichfood

securityisoneofthebasicright.Thismodelprovidesbestlenstoaccountforthe

desired resultofFDMS program as wellits involvementofallhumankind into

mainstream discourseofdevelopment,vulnerablegroups(PWDs)included(Katsui,

2009).Ithoweverfails to accountforthe challenges being encountered whilst

implementingFDMSamongthePWDs,hencetheneedtoconsideralsotheCharity

Modelastheoreticalframeworkforthisstudy.

2.1.2.Charitymodelofdisability.

Thismodelviewspeoplewithdisabilitiesasjustvictimsastheirconditionsaretragic

andaresuffering(RetiefandLetsora,2018).Inthisregard,themodelviewspeoplewith

disabilitiesaspassiverecipientsofcharitytherebypromotingdependencysyndrome.At

times,itistermedthedeficitortragicmodel.Mthethwa(2019)arguesthatthemodel

assumes people with disabilities are pity and sympathy deserving and that

philanthropiststhroughcharityorwelfarearetheoneswhocansolvetheirconditions.

ThemodelputsPWDsinapositionwheretheycannotquestionorask,butratherbe

thankfulofthekindofcharitytheywillbereceiving.Itreducespeoplewithdisabilitiesto

objectsandasuselessliabilityinthesociety(Choruma,2007).Whilstthismodel

appreciatesphilanthropicwelfaretoPWDs,butitdoesnotappreciateitarightthat

peoplewithdisabilitieshavearighttolifewithdignityandtosocialassistance.Inthis

case,someofthoseimplementingprogram orthecommunityitself,havethisthinking

andperceptionandthatdefinitelywouldderailtheprogram from achievingitsgoalsand

objectives.Whilstthismodelgivesbestlensusefulinexplainingwhythechallengesin

implementingthisFBMSonPWDs,itrepresentsthethoughtsandtheperceptionof

thosenotdisabledtowardsthesocalledPWDs(Amponsah-Bediako,2013),yetthe

PWDsarethosewhoarecentraltothisstudy.Hencetheneedtoconsideralsothe

Rights-basedModel.
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2.2.ContributionoftheFDMSprogram toaddressfoodinsecurityofPWDs.

Food Deficit Mitigation Strategies (FDMS) is a social protection

program/initiative/approach thathasbeen adopted bythegovernmentto address

incessantfooddeficitsamongthevulnerablemembersofthesociety(FDMSmanual,

2021).Thestrategiesherein,includefreefooddistribution,nutritionalgardens,foodfor

assets(FFA)andagriculturalinputsupport.Theprogram isinlinewiththeNDS1(2021-

2025)andaimsatensuringimprovedaccesstoinclusiveSocialProtectiontargeting

vulnerablepopulationswithsocialassistance(FDMSmanual,2021).Intheinterestof

thisstudy,peoplewithdisabilitiesareoneofthemostaffectedvulnerablepopulationby

fooddeficit(Mitra,PalmerandKim,2017),(Park,Kim,Kim,JeoungandPark,2020)and

(NyathiandNdlovu,2022).Ashighlightedintheabovementionedmanual,theprogram

adoptedtargetingmechanismsfrom asatnationallevel,downtoprovincial,district,

ward,villageandfinallythehouseholdlevel.Thesemechanismsareinformedbythe

ZimVACreportdoneonyearlybasistodetermineandmakesurethattheassistanceis

giventotheneediestbeneficiaries,henceitascribestotheresidualmodelofsocial

welfare.

Additionally,theprogram encompassesanumberofstrategieswhichareimplemented

throughouttheyearinabidtoaddressfoodinsecurityashighlightedabove.This

researchhasaninterestinfooddistributions,foodforassets(FFA),nutritionalgardens

andagriculturalinputsupportstrategies.Mostimportanttonoteisonetheprogram

objectives which is,according to the referenced manual:to availadequate and

nutritiousfoodassistancetothevulnerablemembersofthesociety.Variouslegislative

frameworkshavestoodinsupport,UnitedNationsConventionontheRightsofPeople

withDisabilities(UNCRPD)Article28entitled‘Adequatestandardoflivingandsocial

protection’isveryfundamentaltothisstudy.Inthisregard,thegovernmentshavea

chiefmandatetoensuretheiraccessandinclusioninsocialprotectionandpoverty

reduction programs. Ata globallevel,various governments have shown their

commitmentin designing policies and socialprotection programs targeting this
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vulnerablepopulationinquestion,AmericahasSupplementalNutritionalAssistance

Program (SNAP) (Choi,Fram and Frangillo,2017),Community Gardening and

CongregateMealProgramsinNetherlands(Waltz,Schippers,GittinsandMol,2018)and

COCASAFoodAssistanceinMozambique.ProtocoltotheAfricanCharteronHuman

andPeople’sRightsontheRightsofPersonswithDisabilitiesinAfrica(2018),the

ConstitutionofZimbabwe(2013)inSection15,22and30,NationalDisabilityPolicy

(2021)andSocialWelfareAssistanceAct(Chapter17:06)givealegislativebasisfor

PWDs’solidrightstowelfareassistanceandprograms.TheNationalDevelopment

Strategy1:2021-2025(NDS1)whichwasusedtodesigntheFDMSprogram (FDMS

Manual,2021),outrightlygivestheimpactandcontributionthisprogram hastomakeby

aiming atensuring animproved accessto inclusivesocialprotectionand poverty

reductionprogramswhicharedisabilityfriendlyand inclusive.inorderto bring a

positivechangeinthelivesofpeoplewithdisabilitiesandtheirfamilies.

Anumberofresearcheshavebeenconductedbothlocalandabroadtoassessthe

contributionofprogramsoflikenaturetodealwithfoodinsecurityissuesamongthe

PWDs.SocialprotectionprogramsforPWDsaresoimportantastheyhelpinreducing

thecomplexvulnerabilitiesofthisgroupthroughprovisionofbasicneeds(Park,Kim,

Kim,Jeoung and Park (2020).(Nyathiand Ndlovu,2022)also noted thatthese

programsatleasthelpPWDstoachievelivinguptoacertaindegreeoflifewithinherent

dignity(UNCRPD).GhoshandParish(2015)researchwhichhadafocusonbroader

U.S.A.governmentinitiativestowardsPWDs,itacknowledgedthattheyimprovethe

livesofPWDsingeneral,forexampleandofinterestwasfoodinsecurity.Having

literaturecoveringthisarea,agapstillexistssincetherewasnonecoveringthespecific

FDMSprogram.Inasmuchastheefficacyoftheprogram inaddressingfoodinsecurity

among PWDs,the postCovid-19,Russia Ukraine conflictand currenteconomic

meltdownarethedistinctconditionsinhistorytimelinewhichhavestrainedfunding

and/orresourceshencethisstudy.

2.3.ChallengesinimplementingFDMSamongPWDs.

A numberofstudies have shown thatsocialprotection programs always have
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implementing challenges on PWDs.Anotherstudy was conducted in Ghana,of

governmentfundedsocialprotectioninitiative,amongotherthingstoaddressfood

insecurityamong thePWDs.Arkorful,Anokye,Basiru,Hammond,Mohammed and

Micah(2019)foundoutthattheinitiativewasplaguedwith,amongotherthingsaccess

difficulty,disbursementdelays,assistanceinadequacyandpartisanpolitics.Thestudy

foundoutthatthesechallengesstalledtheeffectivenessoftheprogram bystagnating

theeffortsbeingmadebygovernmentsindevelopingcountries.Thestudymadestrides

inprofferingtheefficacyoftheprogram/initiative.Localstudieshavealsoraisedsame

concern oversuch seeminglyusualchallenges in administering socialprotection

assistanceespeciallytoPWDs(Handina,2010).Thoughtheresultsresonatewellwith

localresearchesonothersocialprotectionprograms,itcannotbegeneralizedtoFDMS

program,hencetheneedforthisresearch.

AccordingtoWaltz,Schippers,GittinsandMol(2018)studyingontheNetherlands

governmentinitiatives in a bid to address food insecurity among PWDs.The

researchersnotedthatsooften,theassistancepackagefailtokeeppacewiththe

inflationandtheygo alongtimenotreviewed.Thishastheimplicationthatthe

assistanceisalwaysinadequateandthereforefailstobringaboutthedesiredresult

whichismeeting PWDs’needsand promotethem living lifewithinherentdignity

(UNCRPD).Evenbethecase,theresearchwasdoneinafirstworldcountry,hencethe

needofthisresearchtobedoneonalocalsocialprotectionprogram inquestion.

Choi,Fram andFrangillo(2017)hadafocusonorganizationalandinstitutionalfactors

affectingfoodsecurityamongpeoplewithdisabilitiesinUSA.Theresearchnotedthat

thegovernment’sfoodassistanceprogramsareofteninadequateinaddressingthe

need.ThisalsoappliestolocalprogramsasnotedbyKundyamatimba,(2013)and

ArrudaandLara(2018).Theresearchtargetedageneralpopulationofvulnerable

members ofthe society whose vulnerability extents are explicitly differentand

conditionsforsomeareonlytemporal.Thisresearchthereforespecificallytargeted

peoplewithdisabilitieswhoareatagreaterriskoffoodinsecuritymorethantheirable

bodiedcounterparts(Mitra,PalmerandKim,2017).
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Withers(2012)hadafocusagain,onunfoldinginstitutionalfactorsasdisablingbarriers

forfoodsecurityconcernamongpeoplewithdisabilities.TheresearchnotedthatPWDs

arefailingtoaccessthepackages/initiativesbecauseofbureaucraticandrequirements

systems.However,theresearchdidnotstudythelocalgovernmentinitiativesandalso

failedtohighlightsomeofthebureaucraticandrequirementssystemswhichaffecting

people with disabilities in Zimbabwe.This study has however,focused on the

Zimbabwean governmentinitiative,FDMS program noting those bureaucratic and

requirementssystemsthatareaffectingPWDsrighttohaveaccesstothissocial

assistanceprogram.

2.4.RecommendationstoimprovetheefficacyofFDMS.

Variousliteraturehasproposedremediestothechallengesofimplementingsocial

protectionprogramsaimedataddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.Ithastobe

notedthattheserecommendationswereproposedfrom researchesdonefordifferent

socialprotectionprogramsandnotnecessarilyFDMS.However,theymightbeleadsin

findingsolutionstothechallengeswhichcharacterizestheimplementationofFDMS

program onPWDs.

AccordingtoArkorful,Anokye,Basiru,Hammond,MohammedandMicah(2019),ifthe

governmentconsidersadheringtotheblueprintswhichareinternationalandlocal

legislativeframeworkstoeasetheaccessdifficulties.Alsoconsiderationofadequate

and comprehensive assistance packages,early disbursement of funds to the

implementing partnersorgovernmentarm and principled politicswhich doesnot

interfere ormerge with the implementation ofsocialprotection assistance.The

researchproposedtheserecommendationsandcanboostalsotheefficacyofFDMSin

addressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.

WhilstWithers(2012)researchedonunfoldinginstitutionalfactorsasdisablingbarriers

forfoodsecurityconcernamongPWDs.Heproposedthatsocialprotectionprograms

canhaveabetterimpactonthelivesofPWDsandbringaboutthedesiredoutcomeofa

PWDcommunitywhichisfoodsecurebyremovingthebureaucraticandrequirements
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system.Hearguedthattheseareresponsibleforcausingdisbursementdelaysand

disqualificationofotherassistancedeservingPWDswhomightnothaveeligibility

requirements.

Variousresearchesonthisstudyareahaveproposedalltheaboverecommendations

whichcanbeleadstoalsodealwiththechallengescharacterizingtheimplementation

ofFDMSinaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.

CHAPTER3

3.0.Introduction

Thischapterdeliberatesindetailtheresearchmethodologyappliedwhenconducting

theresearch.Theresearchdesign,studyarea,studypopulation,samplesize,sampling

procedures,datacollection,datapresentationanddataanalysisprocedureandethical

considerationsarecontentsthereof.

3.1.Researchmethodology

TheresearcherusedQualitativeResearchParadigm/methodology.Crotty(1998,p.67)

postulatesthatthe“qualitativeresearchseekstoexplainsocialphenomenathrough
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understandingthewaysinwhichindividualsmakesenseoftheirsocialworldsandsees

knowledgeashistoricallyandculturallysituated.”Thedatainthisresearchisinwords

form ratherthan numeric.Thisresearch methodologyhasbeen influenced byan

epistemologicalpositionofinterpretivism (Whittaker,2012).

3.2.Researchdesign

AccordingtoCreswellandCreswell(2018:p3),aresearchdesignisdefinedas“plans

andproceduresforresearchthatspanstepsfrom broadassumptionsto detailed

methodsofdatacollection,analysisandinterpretation.”Inthisregard,theresearch

designdefinestheprocedureconcerningthedatarequired,themethodsemployedto

collectand finallyanalyze thisdata.Generally,itrespondsto how allthe above

mentionedisgoingto answertheresearchquestionsvividlyandobjectively.This

researchusedqualitativeresearchapproachwhichisdefinedbytheabovestated

authorasawayfordiscoveringandunderstandingthesensethatindividualsand/or

groupsassign/attachtoasocialproblem.Inthisdirection,thisresearchusedthe

phenomenologicaldesignwhichaccordingtoPolkinghorne(1989)citedinRasid,Djafar

and Sontoso (2021),describes the meaning ofthe lived experiences forseveral

individuals about a concept or the phenomenon exploring the structure of

consciousnessin human experiences.Itsimplyexplainsthe meaning ofpeople’s

experiencesabouta phenomenon. Itsmain aim being capturing,ascloselyand

carefullyaspossible,thewayaconceptoraphenomenonwaslivedbypeoplewho

participatedinthephenomenon(CreswellandPoth,2018).Thestudywasconductedin

descriptiveandexplanatorymannerinregardtotheefficacyofFDMS program in

addressingfoodinsecurityamongpeoplewithdisabilities.Descriptiveresearchdesign

targetstodescribeordefinethesubjecttopicathandwhilstexplanatoryaimsat

explainingthedynamicsofthephenomenainthecontextofresearchsubjecttopic.

3.3.Studyarea.

Thestudywillbeconfinedtowards1,2,3,7,19and20inRushingadistrict.Thesewere

theonlywardsinwhichFDMSprogram wasbeingimplemented,selectedonthebasis

incessantfoodinsecuritylevels.
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3.4.Targetpopulation

Neuman(2014)definesstudypopulationasthespecificcollectionofelementsthe

researcherconsidersforastudy.Giventhedefinitionabove,thetargetpopulationof

thisstudyarepeoplewithdisabilitieswhoarelivinginRushingadistrictwards1,2,3,7,

19and21.Thetargetpopulationisnumberingto57reportedcasesofPWDs(Rushinga

DistrictEnumeration,2022).Thispopulation,taking consideration ofthe disability

prevalenceintheDistrict,mightbeunderstatedattributingittothecommunityflawed

understandingofdisability.Casesofchildrenwithdisabilitiesmighthavebeenunder

reportedaswellasothernatureviewedasnotdisabilityforexampleepilepsy.However,

thisdatawasconsideredsinceithasbeenusedinwardandvillagevulnerabilityranking.

Keyinformants,a totalof4 were also included astheyprovide keyinformation

concerningthesubjectmatter.

3.5.SampleSize

Studyingthewholepopulationofpeoplewithdisabilityinthose7wardsunderresearch

isimpractical,however,samplingallowstheresearchertoinferinformationonlyfrom a

subsetofa population.Itisthereforea samplewhich then representthewhole

populationunderstudy.AccordingtoEngelandSchutt(2013),itreducestheworkload,

costandmakesiteasiertohavehighqualityinformation.Bearinginmindtherulethat

‘the largerthe sample size,the more accurate the findings’(Kumar,2011).The

researcherwasmindfulofdatasaturationprinciplewhichoriginallyisdefinedasapoint

beyondwhich“noadditionaldataarebeingfoundwherebytheresearchercandevelop

propertiesofthecategory”(GlaserandStrauss,1967.pg.61) Therefore,forthe

purposeofthisstudy14participantswereconsideredonthebasisofpracticalityand

feasibility,giving a sample size of25% ofthe studypopulation.Ithas however,

remainedasubjectofdiscussionwherescholarshavenoconsensusyetondata

saturationasitdifferswithrespecttothestudydesign.Forthepurposeofthisstudy,

usingdatasaturationestimationasguidedbyempiricalguidanceofthemeprevalence

withinthepopulation(FugardandPotts,2015),14participantswereconsidered,equally

representing7wards,2from each.4keyinformantswerealsoconsideredsincethey

have key knowledge on issues concerning people with the disabilities and the
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implementationoftheselectedgovernmentinitiative:FDMSprogram.

3.6.Samplingmethod

TheresearchertriangulatedtwooftheProbabilitysamplingmethodstomakesurethat

participantsareagoodrepresentationofthewholestudypopulationofpeoplewith

disabilities.AccordingtoCreswellandCreswell(2018),probabilitysamplingdenotes

drawingasamplefrom asamplingframethatisthetargetpopulationinwhichall

individualshaveequalchancesofbeingchosen,thereforetheresultsaregeneralizable.

TheresearcherfirstlyusedStratifiedprobabilitysamplingwherethepopulationasper

eachwardweredividedintosubgroupsinrespectofgenderifavailable.Underthis

technique,theresearcherusedthedisproportionatestratifiedsamplingwherebythe

numberofelementsfrom eachstratum isnotinfluencedbyitssize(Kumar,2011).The

researcherusedpurposivesamplingforthekeyinformants.

3.7.DataCollection

Qualitative methods ofcollecting data were used.The researcherused in-depth

interviews,Keyinformantinterviewsusingin-depthinterview guides.Itisatoolora

methodthatinvolvesstructuringaninterview makingsurethatkeyquestionsarenot

leftoutwhenconductingintensiveindividualinterviewswithparticipantsexploringtheir

perceptionsonaspecificprogram orsituation(BoyceandNeale,2006).FocusGroup

Discussions(FDGs)werealsousedgatherinformation.Itisdefinedasaqualitative

researchtoolusedtogatherdatafrom aselectedgroupofparticipantsonaparticular

phenomenon (Besnet,2018).Data collection procedure was followed where the

researchersoughtandwasgrantedpermissiontoundertakethisresearchfrom the

OfficeofDistrictDevelopmentCoordinator(DDC)aswellaslocalChiefsandkraal

Headswherethewardsunderstudywerelocated.Theresearcheralsohadtheletterof

approval/permissionform theinstitution.

Throughoutthecourseofresearch,theresearchermadesurethatrespectforresearch

ethicswereobservedandupheld.Thequestionsonthedatacollectioninstruments
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weredesignedinlinewiththestudyobjectiveswhichthenformedthethemesforthe

findings.ShowkatandParveen(2017)notedthatin-depthinterviewsaremostlypaired

withothermethodsforexamplequestionnairesandfocusgroupdiscussions(FGDs).

Outofthesetwo,onlyFocusGroupDiscussions(FDGs)wasconsidered.Thereasonfor

thisconsiderationwasthefactthatquestionnairesarenotfeasibleandcompatible

enoughwhendealingwithpeoplewithdisability(Trevisan,2020).Alsothatamong

peoplewithdisabilitiesthereishighilliteracyrate(Rupppar,AllcockandGonsier-Gerdin,

2017)becauseoftheircompromisedaccesstoeducation.Inthisview,requiringthem

towriteastheyrespondwouldleadthem feelingfrustrated,embarrassed,andshame

whichisagainstresearchethics.ThestudyusedFGDs,participantandkeyinformantin-

depthinterviewguidesasinstruments.Dataobtainedfrom thesetoolsormethodscan

thereforebereliableandcredibleforthisstudy.

3.7.1In-depthinterviews

The study considered face-to-face in-depth interviews which helped in accurate

screening.AccordingtoShowkatandParveen(2017),in-depthinterviewisaqualitative

researchtechniqueinwhichdataisdirectlycollected bytheresearcherfrom the

participants.Interview methodgivesaninterviewertofollow uponleads,interviewer

cangiveoutconfidentialinformationparticipantsmaynotbewillingtoputinink

(Creswelland Creswell,2018).Interviews are also a solution to illiteracyissues

consideringthatilliteracylevelisveryhighamongpeoplewithdisabilitiesbecauseof

theircompromisedaccesstoeducation.Itwasusedtogetresearchdatafrom 5PWDs.

3.7.2.Keyinformantinterviews

Thesearequalitativeinterviewsforpeoplewithexpertknowledgeonthetopic(Mumtaz,

DavidandChing,2014).AccordingtoMuellmann,Brand,Jurgens,GansefortandZeeb

(2021)arguedthattogetcredibleresultsfrom thistool,aresearcherhastoconsider4-

6keyinformants,henceforthepurposeofthisstudy,4keyinformantswereinterviewed.

Thistoolgivesaresearcheranopportunitytoestablishrapportwithkeyinformants,to

raiseenthusiasm,interestandawarenessaroundanissueaswellascollectingdetailed

andrichdata(Mumtazetal,2014).However,itisnotedthatreachingandscheduling
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interviewswithbusyanddifficult-to-reachrespondentsissochallenging(Muellmannet

al,2021).

3.7.3.FocusGroupDiscussions(FGDs)

(Besnet,2018)definesFocusGroupDiscussionsasamoredetailed,in-depthgroup

interview withdiscussionthatisanextensionoftheinterview approach.Thechosen

themesareexploredinacontrolledandorderlymannerwiththeassistanceofa

facilitator.MostscholarsagreeonFGDsmembershipof6-12(Besnet,2018.Lasch,

Marquis,Vigneux,Abetz,Arnould,Bayliss& Rosa(2010).Theresearcherwasthe

facilitatorforthisFocusgroupdiscussionForthepurposeofthisstudy,theresearcher

considered9membershipsizesothatthegroupislargeenoughtoaccommodatea

diversegroupandsmallenoughtoensureeveryoneparticipates.In-depthinsightsand

richqualitativedata.Withthistool,aresearchergotin-depthinsightsandcredible

qualitativedata(Yayeh,2021)asitallowsparticipantstohaveadiscussionandagree

ontheunderstanding.Thistoolgivearesearcheranopportunitytoobtainanin-depth

datafrom collectivediscussionwhichpersonalinterviewcannotgive(Neuman,2014).It

isimportanttonotethatinFGDs,itispossibletomisinterprettheopinionsofvocal

peopleasrepresentingthemajorityopinion(Yayeh,2021)hencetheneedtoconsider

otherdatacollectiontoolstosupplementeach’sweaknesses.

3.8.Dataanalysisandpresentation

Neuman (2014)postulates thatdata analysis entails a systematic organization,

integrationandexaminationofdata,searchingforpatternsandrelationshipsamongthe

specificdetails.Inthisregard,thethematicqualitativedataanalysiswasused.Itisa

methodofanalyzingqualitativedatabysearchingacrossthedatasettoidentify,

analyzeandreportrepeatedpatterns(BraunandClarke,2006).Theresearchusedthe

thematicanalysisapproachwhichisdefinedasisamethodofanalyzingqualitative

databyidentifying,analyzing,andreportingrepeatedthemesorpatterns(Braunand

Clarke,2006).Theprocessstartedbydatacodingwhichisawayofassemblingand

categorizingdatato derivethemesandpatterns(WilliamsandMozer,2019).The

researchusedahybridapproachofcombineddeductiveandinductiveapproachin
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codingprocess.Theobjectivesofthestudyformedthemainthemesofthestudy

findingsandfrom there,minorandsub-themesemergedaccordingly.Theresearcher

sortedthefindingsintochunksdependingonthemainthemethattheyalignto.The

analyzed data was then presented and interpreted using tabulation,graphs and

descriptivesummaries.

3.9.Ethicalconsiderations

Whenoneisconductingaresearch,thereareethicalconsiderationsinSocialWork

researchareofgreatimportanceasethicsandprinciplesofresearcharemandatory

andhavetobeupheldtoprotecttheparticipants(animalsand/orhumans)andavoid

fraud.Theydoinhabiteachandeverystageoftheresearchprocess(Sobocan,Bertotti

andStrom-Gottfried,2018).Theresearcherupheldvoluntaryandinformedconsentas

hefirstlyexplainedthestudy,itspurpose,whatitmeanstoparticipateandtheirdue

rightstoallparticipantsandkeyinformantsbeforetheygottoacknowledgeonthe

consentformsupontheirwillingness(shownonresearchtoolspresentedaspostscript).

According to Angeland Scutt(2013),voluntaryand informed consentiswhen a

participantisgivenalltheinformationpertainingtheresearchtodecidetoparticipateor

deny.Theresearchalsohonoredandupheldprivacyandconfidentialitywherebythe

researcherpromisedtheparticipantsthattheirresponseswerenevertobesharedto

anyoneelseandwasrecordedinawaythatitcanneverbeusedtolinkwiththe

respondents (Angeland Scutt,2013).The researcherneverrecorded name of

participants on the response scripts to adhere to confidentiality.Where direct

quotationswereincludedinthiswork,theresearcherusedpseudocodeswhichnever

suggestedaclueoftheonewhomadethem.Theresearcheralsousedverbaland

writtenconsultationsandpermissionseekingfrom theresponsibleauthoritiesandlocal

leaderstocarryoutthisresearchasshownintheappendixespresented.

3.10.Feasibilityofthestudy

Thestudywasconductedwithonlyafewobstacleshereandthere,thusintheviewof

the researcher.There was high cooperation from both the key informants and

participantswhichtheresearcherowesto:goodrapportwhichwasachievedinthe

previousyearduringthetimeoffieldworkplacementandalsogotmaintainedbygood
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standardsandrespectingoftheresearchethicalconsiderations.Theofficesofthekey

informantsarelocatedinonegeographicalareahenceconvenienceonthesideofthe

researcher.Thoughthewardsaresparselylocated,theresearcherwasquitefamiliar

with theirgeographicallocationsand thevillageheadsprovided theleadsto the

participants’residence.Inthisregard,littlefinancialresourceswereusedinundertaking

thisresearch.

3.11.ChapterSummary

Thischapterhaspresentedontheresearchmethodologywhichwasemployedinthis

research. Itoutlined and expanded on the research design,study area,target

population,samplesize,samplingmethodsused,datacollectionprocess,toolsand

methodsused,datapresentationandanalysisthenfinallyethicalconsiderationsforthis

study.
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CHAPTER4

DATAPRESENTATION,ANALYSISANDINTERPRETATION

4.1.Introduction

Thischapterpresentsdatapresentation,analysisandinterpretationoftheresearch

findings from FGDs,the in-depth interviews with keyinformants and participants

(PWDs).Itaimsatepitomizingthedatawhichwascollectedfrom thefieldfrom a

numberofrespondentssoastodrawconclusionsonthestudy.Thefocusistopresent

theresearchfindingsanddemonstrateshow theysatisfytheresearchobjectivesand

theirsignificancetothestudy.Usingthematicanalysis,anumberofthemesandsub-

themeswereidentifiedandarediscussedbelow.Toenhancethedataanalysisand

organization,viewsofrespondentswerepresentedtaggingrespondents’namesasKI

1(sex)-KI4(sex),P1(sex)–P5(sex)andFGD1representingKeyinformantnumber,

participantnumberandFocusGroupDiscussion1respectivelywithsexinbrackets.

4.2.Demographiccharacteristicsoftherespondents.

4.2.1Keyinformants

Designation Organization Sex

Social Development

Officer

(SDO)

Department of Social

Development(DSD)

Female

DistrictAgritexOfficer District Agriculture

ExtensionOfficer

Male
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FieldOfficer Community Technology

Development

Organization(COMTEC)

Male

DistrictFocalPerson NationalCouncilofthe

Disabled Persons of

Zimbabwe(NCDPZ)

Male

Table:1 Source:FieldData(RushingaDistrict)

4 keyinformantswerepurposivelyselected and considered on thebasisoftheir

relevancetothestudy.Inassuch,theirexpertiseandofficesprovidedkeyinformation

concerningtheimplementationoftheprogram understudyinrelationtoitsscope

concerningPWDs.

TheDepartmentofSocialDevelopment(DSD)whichwasselectedwaskeyinthat,itis

thegovernment’simplementing departmentoftheFDMS programsrunning inthe

districtandalsoplayasupervisoryroletosuchprogramsbeingimplementedbyother

Organizations.Thus,theSocialDevelopmentOfficersaretheoneswhounderstandthis

program betterastheyalsoconductselectionandregistrationofbeneficiariesexercise.

TheyarequitefamiliarwiththeFDMSmanual,targetingandfreefooddistributionas

wellasthe inclusion and consideration ofpeople with disabilitiesasone ofthe

vulnerablemembersofthesociety.

DistrictAgritexOfficewasalsoconsideredandprovidedkeyinformationastheyalso

implementtheprogram throughagriculturalinputsupportandextensionworks.Their

work is meantto boostfood securityfrom the household levelto the localized

community(district)level.Theyarealsoboundtosupportpeoplewithdisabilitiesto

raisetheirfoodsecuritylevels.

COMTEK isanorganizationpartlyimplementing2ofFDMSoutlinedinthemanual

whichareFoodforAssets(FFA)andnutritionalgardens.Therefore,thisorganization

waskeyinprovidingtherelevantinformationtothisstudyconcerningtheinclusionand

participationofpeoplewithdisabilitiesissuchstrategies.Thecontributionofsuch
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strategiescouldnotbeascertainedwithouttheirinvolvementinthisstudy.

ThedistrictfocalpersonfortheNationalCounciloftheDisabledPersonsofZimbabwe

(NCDPZ)wasalsoselectedandprovedakeyinthisstudyasheistheonewhofights

andchampionstheconsiderationandinclusionofPWDsinalltheprogramsinthe

district.Heperiodicallyholdsmeetingswithwardfocalpersonswherechallengesbeing

metbypeoplewithdisabilitiesaresharedanddiscussedthenforwardedtotheDistrict

DevelopmentCommitteesecretariatforagendaawaitingmeetings.Hewasfamiliar

withchallengesPWDsarefacingintheimplementationofFDMSprogram.

Allthekeyinformantsexpectedtopartakeinthisstudywereavailableonarrangedtime

andtheyparticipatedinthisstudygivingaresponserateof100%.

4.2.2.Participants(PWDs).

Theprimaryrespondentsforthisstudywerepeoplewithdisabilitiesselectedfrom 7

wardsunderstudy,namely1,2,3,4,7,19and21.Thestudyexpectedtoinvolveatotal

of14respondentsthatis5PWDsforin-depthinterviewsand9PWDs.Allthese

participantsmanagedtoparticipateinthisstudygivingoutaresponserateof100%.

Thishasbeenattributedtopre-bookingwhichwasdoneoverthephonebeforethevisit.

4.2.2.1.PWDspopulationdistributionandwardsrepresentation

Ward PWDspopulationsize Wardrepresentation/sample

1 6 2

2 11 2

3 10 2

4 7 2

7 9 2

19 8 2

21 6 2
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Table:2 Source:Fielddata(RushingaDistrict) N=14

Allthe wardsunderstudywere equallyrepresented asthe sample considered 2

participantsfrom eachtomakeupasamplesize.

4.2.2.2.Natureofthedisabilityamongtheparticipants

Numberofparticipants Natureofdisability

4 Physical

2 Mental

1 Developmental

2 Visual

1 Autism Spectrum Disorder

1 Hearing

3 Multipledisability

Table:3 Source:Fielddata(RushingaDistrict) N=14

Table3showsthedistributionofnatureofdisabilityamongthesample(PWDs).The

highestnumberofparticipantsfallsunderthosewithvariedphysicaldisabilities.Ofthe

totalsample,13participantsmanagedtoparticipateontheirself.Onthesamenote,1

otherparticipanthadhiscaregiverinterviewedonhisbehalfbecauseofthenatureof

hisdisability.Thisisinreferencetowhatwasoutlinedinthedelimitationofthestudy

whichmentionedthatcaregiverswouldbeinterviewedifthereexistsacommunication

barrier.

4.2.2.3.Ageoftheparticipants
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Fig:1 Source:Fielddata(RushingaDistrict) N=14

Fig:1showstheagedistributionoftheparticipants.Noteworthyisthatthehighest

proportion ofparticipants fallunderthe economically able group despite their

disabilities.Therewerenoelderlypersonswithdisabilityinthewardsunderstudy.

Therewererelativelylessnumberofchildrenparticipantsinthewardsunderstudy.This

canbeattributedtothefactthatthecommunityheldassumptionsaboutdisability

makesituncomfortableforfamiliestoreportdisabilityhence,childrenwithdisabilities

arealwayshidandkeptinsidetheirhomes.Thismindsetisinformedbythecharity

modelofdisabilitywheredisabilityisconsideredacurseandauselessliabilityto

familiesandcommunity(Choruma,2007).

4.2.2.4.Sexdistributionofparticipants
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Fig:2 Source:Fielddata(Rushingadistrict) N=14

Thestudyhad10maleparticipantsmakingupthelargestproportionwhilstfemale

participantsweretheleast,4innumber.

4.2.2.5.Positioninthefamily

Positioninthefamily Numberofparticipants

Father 6

Mother 3

Child 1

Other 4

Fig:3 Source:Fielddata(RushingaDistrict) N=14

Theparticipantshadvariedpositionsinthefamilyrangingfrom beingafather,mother,

childorothersforexampleagrandchildandanephew.Whicheverthepositionone

holdsin a family,a household head oranyoffamilymembers,literature review

evidencesthathouseholdswithPWDsaremorerisktofoodinsecureascomparedto
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householdwithout.

4.3.ContributionofFDMSinaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.

TheresearchobjectiveofthisstudywastofindthetestifiedcontributionthattheFDMS

program ismakinginaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.Thefielddatashowed

the results presented in the sub-themes below.Each contribution was however

measuredintheinterestsofmeetingthefoodsecuritytenetsofeitherorbothof

availabilityandutilization.Thisthemethereforepresentssuchdata.

4.3.1.Freefooddistributions.

The FDMS program’s contribution in enhancing food securityofPWDs and their

householdsweretestifiedinfreefooddistributionswhicharedoneintheleanseason.

PWDsandtheirrespectivehouseholdsareoneofthekeybeneficiariestotheprogram.

KI1(f)confirmedthis:

“…disabilityisamongthe4keycategoriesusedtomeasureone’svulnerability

status,…thegovernment’spolicymakessurethattheyarepartoftheprogram,

…wehaveanumberofPWDsandtheirhouseholdswhoareonthebeneficiaries

listofthisongoingfreefooddistributions.”

MostoftheparticipantsalsohintedonthesamenotewithP4(m)saying:

“Tinowanamapfundekanachibagepamwedziwegaweganguvayakunenge

kusisinachokudya.”Thisislooselytranslatedto:“Wearegivensorghum or

maizeonmonthlybasisduringtheleanseason.”

FGD1alsoalludedandagreedonthesamenote.Thefielddatashowsthattherewas

anoverwhelmingresponseofacknowledgingthecontributionoftheFDMSprogram

throughfreefooddistributionsthereforeenhancingfoodsecuritystatusamongthe

PWDs.Intheinterestofweighingthecontributioninmeetingthefoodavailabilityand

utilizationpillarsoffoodsecurity,therewasageneraldiscontentmentacrossboth

categoriesofrespondents:thekeyinformantsandparticipants(PWDs).Theallocation

givenpermonthperbeneficiarywasofconcern,highlightingafailuretomeetthetwo

saidpillarsoffoodsecurity.Theallocationwasfailingtomeeteventheobjective2of
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theprogram whichstatesthatitwouldprovideadequateandnutritionalassistancein

itsmanual(MLPSSW,2021).Theallocationwaslabelledinadequateandmal-nutritional.

Tosupportthis,KI1(f)said:

“…ontheaspectofavailabilityandutilization,theallocationisinadequateandnot

nutritionalatallasweonlyprovidethestarches,just10kgofmaizeorsorghum

permonth,nothingmore,evenbasicoil.Thisisaruralarea,wherepeoplelack

othermeanstoprovidethemselveswithsupplements,thinkofPWDs,theyare

labourconstrained.Thismeanstheygoforsadzainthemorningandstillsadza

intheevening,that10kgwillonlyfeedabeneficiaryforlessthan3weeksat

most.Whatwilltheyfeedonthroughtheremainingdays?”

ParticipantswereofthesameviewtogetherwiththeFGD1arguingthattheallocation

wasinadequateandmal-nutritional.P2(f)argued:

“10kg dzishoma,tonodyasadzamangwananinemanheruuyemudyiro wedu

wakasiyananevarimumadhorobha.Kazhinjikachotinozopedzamwedzitisisina

hupfu.Daivaitipawonezvinaanamafutazvaivanani.”Thisislooselytranslatedto:

“Weeatsadza2mealsaday,10kgisinadequate.Ourfeedinghabitsaredifferent

from thoseintown,weusuallyreachthemonthendwithoutmealie-meal.Itwas

betteriftheyweregivingusotherbasicslikecookingoil.”

The above sentiments acknowledge the contribution ofthe FDMS program in

addressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDsanditaffirmstheRights-basedmodelof

disabilityasitrealizestheirrightstosocialassistance,however,thecontributionfalls

shorttomeettheprogram objectiveofprovidingadequateandnutritionalsupport

whichtranslatesintoavailabilityandutilizationpillarsoffoodsecurity.Thisisinline

withChoi,Fram andFrangillo(2017)whoarguedthatgovernmentsocialprotection

programsareofteninadequate.ThisthenvalidatestheCharitymodelofdisabilityas

wellasassumptionsofthestudyinchapter1,thatPWDsareviewedaspassive

recipientsofthewelfareforwhichtheycannotquestionbutratherbethankfulofthe

charitytheyarereceiving(Mthetwa,2019).
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4.3.2.AgriculturalInputsSupport
Thedataobtainedfrom thefieldshowsanacknowledgementofFDMSprogram through

agriculturalinputsupporttothePWDsandtheirrespectivefamiliesinamoveto

supporttheirinvolvementinthecropproductionforsubsistenceusetherebyenhancing

theirfoodsecuritystatus.Theseinputsareintheform ofseedsandfertilizers.KI2(m)

confirmedthecontributionasshowninhiswordsbelow:

“YesagriculturalinputssupportisotherwaytheFDMSprogram isenhancingthe

foodsecuritystatusofPWDs,andwhenwedotheregistrationwemakesurewe

registerthem andtheydefinitelyreceivethoseinputsinform ofseedsand

fertilizers…,sothatattheendoffarmingseason,theyhavesomethingtoharvest

from theirfields.”

Mostoftheparticipantsalsohighlightedandconfessedthecontributionoftheprogram

ininputssupport.Oneoftheparticipant,P5(m)madethefollowingsentiment:

“Abiyangu parikutiitirawo zvirinanisevanhu vanehurema,nokuda kwezvatiri

hatishande saka nemudhurire wawekuita mbeu nemafertilizers,chokwadi

zvinotemesamusoro,asichirongwaichichirikutipawombeunemaferlizer,minda

yeduinongeichitoonekerawo.”

Thisislooselytranslatedto,“Consideringthatwearelaborconstraint,wecannot

affordtobuyfertilizersandseedswiththeseexorbitantpricescharged.This

program isthereforegivingussuchinputsfreeofcharge,andourfieldsarewell

performing.”

FGD1alsohailedagriculturalinputsupportasitempowersPWDsinasfarascrop

production for subsistence purposes is concerned.Across the data from the

respondents,agriculturalinputssupportwasacknowledgedtobemakingacontribution

towardsaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs,meetingtheavailabilitypillaroffood

security.However,thedatashowsatraceofconcernoverthecontributioncitingnature

ofdisabilityasarestricting/limitingvariableformostPWDsforastrategytobearmuch

anticipatedoutcome.Thiswasnotedacrossthedatafrom boththekeyinformantsand
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participants.KI2(m)confessedthat:

“Inasmuchaswewanttoinvolveeveryonewhohasadisability,wehave

challengeswithsomePWDsespeciallythosewithseverephysicaldisabilities,

they end up selling those inputs,however,we have been engaging the

communitiesforconcertedeffortssothatsuchPWDsareassistedduringthe

farmingoperationsbecausetheirwelfarewillstillgobacktothecommunity.”

Thiskeyinformanthighlightedthatforthisstrategytoproduceresultsitisuptothe

communityforconcertedeffortsandaretakingupthatresponsibilitythroughengaging

thecommunities.Therehavebeengoodresultswherecommunitieswerealreadyupfor

concertedeffortsforexampleinWard7.Thedataobtainedshowsthat,indeedthe

contributionofagriculturalinputsupportismakingstridesinincreasingfoodavailability

levelsamongPWDs.ThisistheninlinewiththeprovisionsoftheNationalDisability

Policy(2021)andtheNDS1(2021-2025).Italsodoesusethelensoftherights-based

modelofdisability.

4.3.3.Productiveworks
Acrossthedataobtained,therewasanacknowledgementofthecontributionofFDMS

program throughproductiveworks.ThestrategyiscalledFoodforAssets(FFA)being

supported and implemented byCommunityTechnologyDevelopmentOrganization

(COMTEC)asapartner.Acknowledgingthecontribution,KI3(m)wasquotedsaying:

“...inimplementingthisFFAstrategyunderFDMSprogram,PWDsdopartake,as

inlinewiththegovernmentpolicy,wehaveabout10%ofbeneficiaries,…nature

ofdisabilityremainsanissueandarestrictingconditionfortheirfullparticipation,

however,in extreme cases,a household memberwould assist.…this has

improvedthefoodavailabilityandutilizationstatus/levelsforhouseholdsof/with

PWDs.”

Thebeneficiariesprovidelaborfor15workingdaysdoingproductiveworksthenreceive

theirmonthlyallocationscomprisingof50kgofmaize,10kgofpulseand5litersof

cookingoil.Thecontributionhastriedtoimprovethefoodavailabilityandutilization
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pillarsoffoodsecurity.Theimplementationdependsontheavailabilityoffunding,

hence,frequencyissometimescompromised.Onlyahandfulofparticipantsmentioned

andhailedthiscontributionwhichisattributedtothefactthatthosePWDswhowere

participatinginotherstrategiesunderthisFDMSprogram werenotconsidered.KI3(m)

highlightedthattheyarealsousingFFAtosupportPWDsbyassistingthem inland

preparationforPfumvudzaintheirfields.Thishaspartlymadeagriculturalinputs

supportasuccessstoryinboostingfoodsecuritylevelsofPWDs.P5(m)wasquoted

makingthefollowingsentiments:

“… zvatinopihwa patinoonoshanda,zvinombochovha,zvirinaniwo paine mafuta asi

zvinoitwaaponeapo.”Thisislooselytranslatedto:“…theallocationisbetter,atleast

cookingoilisincludedbutitisnotdonesooften.”

Mostoftheparticipantswhohailedthiscontributionacknowledgeditbetterintermsof

consideringotherbasiccommoditiesbutbemoaneditsinfrequency.Thiswasalsoa

concernraisedintheFGD 1.ThisissupportstheideawhichwasnotedbyWaltz,

Schippers,GittinsandMol(2018)ofinadequacyandinfrequencyofgovernmentsocial

protectionprogramsmeanttotakecareofPWDs.

4.3.4.Nutritionalgardens
NutritionalgardenshavebeenhailedforimprovingnutritioninthedietofPWDsand

theirrespectivehouseholds.Thisconceptofgardeninghasbeenimplementedin4of

the7wardsunderstudy.Thereiscropproductionofvarietyofvegetablesandthe

participationofPWDswasbeingpromotedbuthoweverinmanycasesthenatureof

disabilitywasalimitingfactor.Thedataacrosstherespondentsshowedthatthis

concepthasinsuredthatPWDsandtheirrespectivehouseholdshavevegetablesand

othersupplementsfrom thegarden insuring abetterapproach to availabilityand

utilizationpillarsoffoodsecurity.KI2(m)revealedthat:

“Weupholdthegovernmentpolicyof10% forthePWDs,howeverespecially

thosewithphysicaldisabilitiesdoreallyhavechallengethoughwehavetriedthat

thefacilitiesbedisabilityfriendlyliketoilets.Thisconceptofgardeninghasmade

asignificantchangeintheirlivesimprovingfoodavailabilityandutilization.When
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theproductionhasproducedasurplus,theyevensellto meetotherhome

expenditures.Weonlyhaveachallengesoonafterwinteruntiltheonsetofrain

season,waterlevelsinourdamsdepreciates.”

Thenatureofdisabilityhasbeennotedaconcernacrossthedataasalimitingfactorto

PWDsfullparticipation.However,thecontributionhasbeencommended.Considering

thatRushinga isliesin thedryregion which experiencesveryhigh temperatures

especiallysoonafterwinterthroughtherainseason,waterforirrigationremainsa

challengeduringsuchperiod.Thisalsoaccountsthefailuretoestablishthesame

conceptinother3wardsunderthestudywhichhappenstobedrier.Oneofthe

participants(PWDs)statedthat:

“Maghadheniaya arikutiyamura,tavakukwanisa kuzvirimira muriwo mumwe

wekutotengesa,karezvainetsanokudakwekushaikwakwemvura,izvezvitave

nemadhamu.”Thisislooselytranslatedto:“Nutritionalgardensarereallyhelpful

tousaswearenow abletodocropproductioneventoforsellingtoother

villagers.Itwasnotpossiblebeforesincewehadnosourceofwater,butnowwe

havedams.”

The obtained data across the participants,keyinformants and FGDS showed an

acknowledgementofthesignificantcontributionoftheprogram throughthisgardening

concept.Thisistakinguptherightsbasedconceptindisabilityissuesasitenhances

economicandsocialparticipationofPWDs.ItalsohelpstoprovethatPWDsare

personsofabilitiesHowever,drynessinsomeofthewardsandinsomemonthsofthe

yearstalledtheefforts.

4.4.ChallengesbeingfacedbyPWDs.
Theothermainthemeidentifiedinandacrosstheobtaineddatafrom therespondents

showedthatanumberofPWDswerehavingaccessbarriersorchallengesinthe

implementationoftheprogram.Thesechallengesarepresentedinform ofsub-themes

below.

4.4.1.Misconceptionofdisability
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Thedatafrom respondentsreiteratesthatespeciallythecommunityholdsbiasedviews

in regard to disability.Instead ofproviding an enabling environmentto PWDs,

communities are themselves a barrier to participation,inclusion and disability

mainstreaming.Disabilityisstillconsideredinabilityasthecommunitiesarelacking

supporttheyshouldgivetothePWDssothattheyparticipateatequalgroundwith

everyone.Casesofdisabilityarenotbeingreportedbecauseoffearofstigmatization

from thecommunity.Datacollectedfrom thethreedatacollectionmethodsshowedan

overwhelming concern on this.KI1(f)noted thatthe communitieslackdisability

knowledgeasquotedsaying:

“Whenwegoforregistrationdownthereinthevillages,youcanseethataperson

withepilepsyandthosewithmentaldisabilityarenotconsidereddisabledand

thisleadstoacompromisedrankingexercise.…toavoidstigmatizationbythe

community,somecasesofdisabilityarenotbeingreported… theyarekept

indoorsandchained.…thehouseholdremainsfoodinsecurebecausenocaseis

known.”

Theobtaineddatashowedthatsomenamesofpeoplewithseverephysicaldisability

sometimes have theirnames dropped from nowhere in the beneficiary listof

agriculturalinputsupport.Thecommunityholdstheviewthatdisabilityisasenseless

liabilityto the familyand societyatlarge and itresonates wellwith the study

assumptionsmentionedinchapter1.Thisbiasedknowledgeofdisabilityisgreatly

increasingdisabilityexclusionandinhibitPWDsparticipationintheFDMSprogram

leavingthem stillfoodinsecuredespitetheimplementationoftheprogram.Thisisso

typicalofthemeaningthecommunityattachtodisabilitybeinginformedbythecharity

modelofdisability.Aswhatthemodelexplains,thecommunityconsidersPWDsasnot

normalandaliabilitytothem.

4.4.2.Theprogram andnatureofdisability
Acrosstherecordeddata,interviewedkeyinformantsandPWDshighlightedaconcern

overrestrictedorahinderedparticipationandexclusion.Ashighlighted,thisisdueto

theprogram natureoflackingdisabilityaccommodatingmodalitieswhicharereadyfor
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evencomplexdisabilitycases.Acrossthestrategies,especiallypeoplewithphysical

disabilitieshave been lessaccommodated asnature oftheirconditionsposed a

restrictedparticipation.Tobeabeneficiaryofthisprogram apersonhastobea

registeredandrankedbeneficiarywhichisdoneatregistrationmeetingsforwhichsemi

andnon-ambulatoryPWDshavemobilityrestriction.Duringtheregistrationexerciseof

freefooddistributions,thosewhofailtoshowuphadariskofbeingleftout.KI1(f)was

quotedsaying:

“…peoplewhoarephysicallychallenged,whenitcomestobeneficiaryselection,

theymaybeunabletoattendthemeetingsmeaningtherearechancesthatthey

canbeleftoutandwhenitcomestocollectingtheirallocationtherearehigh

chancesofthem sendingsomeonetocollectontheirbehalf,sowhentheproxy

isnotfaithfulenough,theymaynotgettheirshareasreceived.”

Measurestoaddressthiswerebeingputinplace,butsome,PWDsfellvictims.Itall

comesbacktothecommunity’sawarenessandperceptionaboutdisabilities.Thisis

bestexplainedbythecharitymodelofdisabilitylens.However,itisgoodtonotethat

whenthecommunityissensitizedandknowledgeableaboutdisability,communityorits

memberswouldjoinhandstogetherforthebettermentinthewelfareofPWDsand

embracesthemindsetinformedbytherightsbasedmodelofdisability(Councilof

Europe,2017).

4.4.3.Misappropriationoftheirshare
ThedatashowedthatwhilstthegovernmentismakingeffortstoreachouttoPWDs,

grassrootsstructuresandindividualshavebeenpointedforhugemisappropriationof

PWDs’shareintheprogram.SomePWDsnarratedhowtheyneverandsomepartially

received theirshare buthave been allregistered.Some PWDs do failto attend

distributionexerciseonpaypointsandproxiessometimestemperwiththeirshare.

Whenitcomestoagriculturalinputssupport,anumberofcaseswerenarratedwhere

thegrassrootsstructuresinvolvingVIDCOs(VillageDevelopmentCommitteeswere

involvedinthemisappropriationofinputsfornamesofPWDs.Thedataobtained

showedthattheleadershiptookmoreforthemselvesattheexpenseofthesupposed
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beneficiaries who are PWDs.This has greatlyundermined and compromised the

effectivenessoftheprogram isaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDsandtheir

respectivehouseholds.Toaffirm this,P4(m)wasquotedsaying:

“Ndakanga ndaka nyorwa pavanhu vaizowana mbeu nefertilizer, musi

wekunopihwa wakasvika ini nezvandiri zvaisakwanisa nemhaka yeurema

hwandinawo,kuGMB kure.MaVIDCO ndooanosiitirongera transportasiapa

vakatizitaharinakudaidzirwa,ndakazonoonamudhumenindinzwisisesezvo

makomba epfumvudza ndakachera,vakandibuditsira list raiva neumbowo

hwekutindakawanainindisina,asipapaperraishandiswamusiuyu,zitarangu

raisavapo.Nakazonzwakuvivamwewovakaremaravakangavaitirwa,maVIDCO

nevamwevakurundoovakaitaizvinekumawardsmamwe.”

Thisislooselytranslatedto:“Iwasregisteredfortheinputssupport,uponthe

distributiondayIcouldn’tgotoGMB,myconditioncouldnotallow mesoas

always,VIDCOsarrangetransportforoursharebutthistimetheysaidmyname

wasnotconfirmed.IvisitedourwardAgricultureExtensionWorkerandproduced

apaperdifferenttotheoneusedondistributionday,withanevidencethatI

receivedmyshare.SoIheardfrom otherPWDs,theVIDCOshaddonethatasa

team inconspiracywithotherleadershipdetailsacrossthewards”

TheFGD1withemotionsbemoanedthiscallingitasocialillandamajorblowagainst

theenjoymentofduePWDs’rights.Thisthenshowsthatmisappropriationoftheshare

supposedtobegiventoPWDsbythelocalleadershipdetailshassomehowdecimated

thesupposedoutcomeofFDMSprogram inenhancingfoodsecurity.Thisishowever

againstthe principlesguiding the implementation ofthe program laid outin the

operationmanual.Thisresonateswellwiththeassumptionsofthestudy(Chapter2)

whichoutlinedthatmisappropriationofassistanceattestsmisinformedmindsetof

leadersandthecommunitytowardsdisability.

4.4.4.Politicizationofsomestrategiesoftheprogram
A scoreofdatafrom theparticipantshasrevealedthatsomepoliticallymotivated

peopleandlocalleadershiphavebeenhijackingtheagriculturalinputssupportto



38

pursue theirpoliticalinterests.4 participants revealed thattheyhad theirnames

scratchedofftheregistrationregisterfortheinputsbecauseoftheirdifferentpolitical

affiliations.Somelocalleadershipdetailshavebeenpointedforevenmakingpublic

threatsforpeoplesupportingadifferentpoliticalpartyclaimingthattheprogram is

meanttobenefitonlythosewhoarepro-rulingparty.Thisishoweveragainstthe

principlesguidingtheimplementationoftheFDMSprogram asoutlinedintheFDMS

Manual.Thishasunderminedthesupposedcontributionoftheprogram toimprove

foodsecuritystatusofPWDsandtheirrespectivehouseholdsinasfarasavailability

andutilizationisconcerned.Toaffirm this,P25(f)wasquotedsaying:

“ZvePolitics tinoshaya zvinopindira papi nechirongwa ichi,madzisabhuku

anototaurapachenakutitavakuendakumaelections,vanoisabhoramusango

tovaziva,hamuna chamunowana kuma inputs,tinofara kutihavana simba

rakadarokunezvemagwerekunyangwevachityityidziravanhuzvakadaro.Kuma

inputs,vakuru ivava vanowana zvakawandisa zvimwe vachizotengesa,isu

tichinzivanhu4pabagrimwerefertilizer.”

Thisislooselytranslatedto:“Wedonotknow how politicsrelateswiththis

program.Localleaders make open threats againstthose who ascribe to

oppositionpartiesasweareheadingtowardsgeneralelections.Theysaythey

willalwaysmakesurethatwewillnotgetsomething.Wearehappytheyhaveno

such powerin free food distributions as they claim.They getmuch for

themselvesandussharingasinglebagoffertilizerquartereach.”

Thisprovesthatwhilsttheprogram issettodomuchinimprovingfoodsecurityamong

PWDsthroughinputssupport,meddlingpoliticsintheimplementationevenatthe

grassrootslevelisstagnatingtheeffortsandposingachallengeandanaccessbarrier

toPWDs(Anokye,Basiru,Hammond,MohammedandMicah(2019).Allthistaking

rootsfrom thepre-conceivedbiasedinformationondisabilitydeeplyrootedinthe

charitymodelofdisability.Hence,theirfoodsecuritylevelsareremaininglow despite

theprogram implementation.
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4.4.5.Poorrepresentation
Acrossthedatafrom theparticipants,therehasbeenaconcernbyPWDsonlackof

working representation.Theyhave claimed thattheyface challenges which they

forwardtothelocalleaders,thoseimplementingtheprogramsandthelocalDPOsbut

nothinghasshownimprovement.Thedatashowsthatleadersandthoseimplementing

theprogram areneglectingtheirdutytohearthem,protecttheirrightsandadvancethe

concernsasinlinewiththeNationalDisabilityPolicy(2021)andtheprinciplesguiding

theprogram.WhilstdistributionhelpdesksetbytheDepartmentofSocialDepartment

(DSD)duringeveryfreegraindistributionhasbeenappreciatedintermsofPWDs

representation,participants have described how other strategies for example

agriculturalinputsupportandFoodforAssets(FFA)astheworstinlackingreception

andrepresentationofdisabilityissues.ThishasbeenachallengeforPWDswhichthey

believeiscontributingtotheirfoodinsecuritydespitetheimplementationofFDMS

program.Toaffirm this,P1wasquotedsaying:

“Kutiunyorwekunevanonetsekananekufambanokudakwehuremandezveluck,

vanokanganikwa nguva yakawanda orvanozoiswa kwekupedzisira,we lack

representative voice,kuma inputs havakwanisikuuya,ende ndizvo zvinopa

vanotibiravayemukana.”

Thisislooselytranslatedto:“Itisveryluckyougetregisteredforthosewhoare

semiandnon-ambulatory,theyareforgottensooftenortheygetrankedlastwell

afterotherundeservingpeople.Welackrepresentativevoice.Someofuscannot

beabletophysicallycomeandintheabsenceofthatrepresentativevoice,it

givesachanceforthosewhosneakoutourshare.”

ThishasthereforehasleftsomePWDsstillfoodinsecuredespitetheimplementation

oftheprogram toaddresstheissue.

4.4.6.Bureaucracy
Accordingto Poocharoan(2013),bureaucracyrelatesto asystem ofendorsedor

sanctioned ways,rules and/orprinciples ofoperation which are considered too

complicatedthatanorganizationorapolicyuses.Thedataform theparticipants
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showedaconcernofbureaucracyasachallengethatPWDsarefacinginaccessingthe

program.Acrossthedata,PWDshighlightedtwoconcerns.Thefirstwasthatanumber

ofthem havenonationalidentitycardsbecauseoftheircompromisedaccesstoCivil

Registryservicescitingnatureoftheirdisabilityasacause.Onregistration,thosePWDs

withoutNationalIdentitycardsfacechallenges.Secondly,according to theFDMS

manual,oneoftheguidingprincipleisthat“thegovernmentdoesnotfeedinretrospect”

andPWDscitedthatthishasdonemoreevilthangoodtothebeneficiariesinasfaras

foodavailabilityisconcerned.Thisprincipleappliestothefreefooddistributionsasthe

governmentdonotallowdistributionbeyondthelastdayofthemonth,inassuch,all

wardsremainingbeyondsuchdateareforsakenforthatmonth.PWDsshowedtheir

concernagainstsuchprinciplearguingthatthegovernmentdidnotconsiderextreme

weatherconditionswhichmightdelaydistributionsbeyondmonthendforexample

rainfall.Thisway,itthreatenedfoodavailabilityaspectoffoodsecurityamongPWDs.

BothkeyinformantsandPWDsalludedtothesamebureaucraticprinciplesposingan

accessbarriertotheprogram.P3(f)wasquotedsaying:

“Mumwe mwedzi,takazongodzichikafu hachichauye,totomirirazve mumwe

mwedzi,kwaivanemvurainengeweeknekuraudzirayakakanganisakufamba

zvakanaka kwechikafu saka havabvumirwe kuramba vachipa kana mwedzi

waperavasativapedza.”

Thiscanbelooselytranslatedto:“Thisothermonthwejustheardtherewasno

freegraindistributionforthatpastmonth,wehadtowaitforthenextone.We

hadreceivedprolongedrainsforaweekandhalfsotheysaiditwasnotfeasible

forgraintobesafelyloaded,transportedanddistributedinsuchconditions.Inas

such,theyarenotallowedtododistributionsbeyondmonthend.”

Thesentimentsexpressedshowedconcernoverthisbureaucraticprinciple,suggesting

itshouldbescratchedoff.Itunderminestheirrightofaccesstoassistanceaimedat

addressingtheirfoodinsecuritysituation.Thedataquestionsifthegovernmenthas

takenheedofextenuatingcaseslikethisoneofbadweatherconditionsthatcould

delaysuchdistributions.ThisprinciplewasaccusedofworseningPWDsconditionsby
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threateningfoodavailability.

4.5.Recommendationsgiventothechallengesidentified

Acrossthedatafrom boththekeyinformantsandparticipants(PWDs),expressedwith

adeepconcerntheystormedonthechallengesthatPWDsarefacinginaccessingthe

FDMSprogram.Thesechallengeshavenegativelybeenaffectingandstillleavingthem

foodinsecureattimesdespitetheimplementationofthisprogram meanttoaddress

theirconditionsin asfarasfood securityisconcerned.A numberofsuggested

recommendationshavebeencoinedfrom acrossthesentimentsexpressedduringthe

interviews.Thesearepresentedintheform ofsub-themesbelow:

4.5.1.Adequateandcomprehensivepackage
ThedatashowsthatbothPWDsandkeyinformantswhoparticipatedinthisstudy

recommendedifthegovernmentwouldconsiderreviewingtheallocationPWDsare

gettingespeciallyunderfreefooddistributionintermsofquantity(availability)and

nutritionalvalue(utilization).Thecurrentallocationhasbeenonly10kgofgrainper

beneficiarypermonth.Alltheparticipantsrecommendedtheprovisionofadequateand

comprehensivepackageunderthisFDMSprogram.OneparticipantP3(f)wasquoted

saying:

“…vakatipawaomahandoutsanotikwanirawookwemwedziweseuyewozvinaana

mafutanezvimwewozvakakosha…”Thisislooselytranslatedto,“Theprogram

shouldconsiderhelpinguswithadequateandcomprehensivepackages.”

TheFDG1alsorecommendedonthesamenoteproposingforanassistancewhichis

adequateandcomprehensiveconsideringthatPWDsaremorefoodinsecurethanthey

so-calledablebodiedcounterparts.KI1(f)wasquotedsaying:

“…yes,we have made the same recommendationswhen we submitted our

monthlydistributionreports.Itisourhopethattheresponsibleofficeswill

considerthis(adequateandcomprehensiveassistance)request.”

To really address food insecurity woes among PWDs,the participants strongly
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emphasizedamust-reviewofthebeneficiaryallocationtoincreaseintermsofquantity

tomeettheirfeedinghabitsandtheaspectofincludingotherbasicfooditemssuchas

atleastcooking oilto meetthe utilization pillaroffood security.Withoutthis

consideration,thosewho participatedarguedtheprogram wouldstillfallshortof

realizingitsobjectivesanddolessinaddressingfoodinsecurityissuesamongpeople

withdisabilities.Itisalsonotedthatfailingtoaddressthis,theprogram willbealso

failingtochampiontherights-basedapproachtodisabilitywhilstpromotingthecharity

approach/model.

4.5.2.Scratchingoffthebureaucraticprinciplesandrequirements
Existingacrossthedataobtained,therewasasuggestionofthereviewoftheprogram

andthedefinitescratchingoffofthebureaucraticrequirementsandprinciplesguiding

theadministrationandimplementationoftheFDMSprogram.Agreeingtothefactthat

generallyandmostlyPWDslackaccesstocivilregistrationservices(Hutagalungand

Faedlulloh,2021)KI1(f)madethesesentiments:

“…themandatoryrequirementonthepossessionofNationalRegistrationcard

asthebasisforregistrationshouldberelaxedwhendealingwiththisPWDs.”

Inthisview,whendoingregistration,thosecasesofotherPWDswithoutNational

IdentityCardshouldbeconsideredandjustified,forthesakeoftheirwelfareinasfaras

addressingfoodinsecurityisconcerned.‘Thegovernmentdoesnotfeedinretrospect’

istheotherbureaucraticprinciplewhichexistedacrossthedataasaconcern.Key

informantsexpressed aconcernoverthistoo.Theyargued thatlikethecaseof

incessantrainswhichtheyonceexperienced,isanaturalphenomenonwhichcandelay

thedistributionasplannedbutthebeneficiarieswouldbestillinneedoffood.Failureto

considerthatwould definitely lead into the program doing less sometimes,in

addressingtheseeverrisingcasesoffoodinsecurityamongPWDs.Accordingtothe

fielddata,thisbureaucraticprincipleshouldbeunanimouslyrevokedandthatisaway

toupholdtherights-basedapproachtodisabilityissues.¬

4.5.3.Disabilitysensitizationandawarenessincommunities
AllthechallengesPWDsarefacingintheimplementationofFDMSprogram atthe
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grassrootslevelwereattributedtothecommunity’spre-conceivedbiasedknowledgeon

disability.Thedatashowschallengesforexample,lackofsupport,lackofdisability

representation,politicizationofthegovernmentprograms,misappropriationofPWDs’

allocationsandlackofparticipationinotherstrategiesconstitutingtheFDMSprogram.

AccordingtoKI3(m),thecommunitiesholdtowrongknowledge,ideasandphilosophy

aboutdisabilityforexamplethattheyareasenselessliabilitiesandtheyshouldjustbe

contentedwiththecharitytheyreceive(informedbytheCharitymodelofDisability).

Referencetotheneedbytheresponsiblegovernmentdepartmentsandpartnersto

embarkoncommunitysensitizationandawarenessondisabilityissueswasconstantly

made.P2(m)madethefollowingsentiments:

“Nharaundanaivovatungamiririveduava,ndavamborambevachidzidziswawo

nekutaurirwa vanzwisise chinhu chinonzi hurema, pamwe vangationawo

nekutigashirasavanhuvatorinewokodzerosevamwevanhuvese!”

Thisislooselytranslated to:“Letthe communityand ourdearleadersbe

constantlysensitizedandeducatedaboutdisability,suchthattheywillstartto

seeandconsiderusashumanswithrightslikeanybodyelse!”

Asthedatareveals,ingoodconscience,itisonlywhenthecommunityunderstands

disabilityproperlythatthePWDsstarttohavetherightfulanddueposition,participation,

respect,supportandappreciationfrom thecommunity(CouncilofEurope,2017).Allthe

biasedpre-conceivedideas,philosophiesandmindsettowardsdisabilityisinformedby

thecharitymodel.

4.5.4.Communitysupport
Theaspectofcommunitysupportexistsacrossthedataobtainedfrom thefield.Itwas

portrayedasfundamentalincatalyzingandcomplementinggovernmenteffortssothat

theFDMSprogram wouldenhancefoodsecurityamongPWDs.Asputforwardbythose

who participated inthisstudy,thesuccessofFDMS program inaddressing food

insecurityamongPWDsispinnedonthecommunitysupportwhichtheyclaim wasstill

lackinguptothetimeofthisstudy.Onlyinonewardoutofsevenwherecommunity

supporthasbeenappreciated.AccordingtoKI4(m):
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“There is need forconcerted efforts from the community to compliment

government’seffortinaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.”

CommunitysupportwasthereforerecommendedforbetterresultsinasfarasFDMS

program is concerned in addressing food insecurity among PWDs.Ithas been

acknowledgedaskeyandadeterminanttosuccessofinitiativesmeanttobenefit

PWDs(Choruma,2007).Rightsbasedapproachtodisabilitycanneverbeupheldwhen

thereisnocommunitysupportsincethecommunityisamainstakeholderinthe

implementationoftheprogram,hencethephilosophiesitholdstowarddisabilityissues

positivelyornegativelyaffecttheimplementation.

4.5.5.Disabilityrepresentation

ThedataobtainedshowsthatlackofrepresentationofPWDsyetcreatedmanyother

challengeswhichthosewithdisabilitiesfoundveryhardtorealizethecontributionthe

FDMSprogram wasmakinginaddressingfoodinsecurity.Thisthencreatedanoutcry

asshownacrossthedata,forthoseresponsibleandinleadershippositionstobe

religiousabouttheirobligationsinupholdingtherightsofPWDsascommendedinthe

supremelaw oftheland:TheConstitution ofZimbabwe(2013)and theNational

DisabilityPolicy(2021).P10(m)wasquotedsaying:

“Wearedowntroddeninthissociety,noonecaresaboutourrights,noone

representsus,noonehearsourvoicewhenwesaysomething.Ifwemaybehave

workingrepresentation,ourconcernsregardingthisprogram wouldbeheardand

considered.”

Arecommendationwasherebymadeasrevealedinthedata,thatthoseresponsible,in

leadershippositionsandthoseimplementingtheFDMSprogram shouldtakeinarms

theirresponsibilitytosatisfactorilyrepresentPWDs.Thiswouldmaketheprogram have

a better impactand contribution in addressing food insecurity among PWDs.

RepresentationforPWDshasbeenpromotedbyallthestructuresfrom theUnited

Nationsleveldowntothecountrylevelsuggestingentrustingsuchleadershiprolesto

PWDssincetheyunderstandbetterdisabilityandhowdoesitfeeltobedisabled(Article

29ofUNCRPD).Thiswasalsosuggestedhere.
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4.5.6.Timelydisbursementoffundsandallocations
Aconcernwasraisedespeciallyamongthekeyinformantsimplementingtheprogram

thattherewasanissueoflatedisbursementoffundsintotheirdistrictaccountsto

implementtheprogram.Asshowninthedata,itledtodelayedfooddistributionwhich

isthensometimesaffectedbyotherunforeseenfactorstospilloverthemonthendinto

anew monthofwhichaspertheguidingFDMSoperationalmanualthegovernment

doesnotfeedinretrospect.KI1(f)madethefollowingsentimentsregardingthis:

“…ifthehigherofficestakeconsiderationoftheneedfortimelydisbursementof

fundsintodistrictaccount,forsurewewon’thavetheissueofdelayedand

forfeiteddistributionswhichsometimesdisadvantagetwoorthreewardslikethe

caseImentionedearlieron.”

Thedatarevealsthatlatedisbursementoffundsanddelayed/forfeiteddistributions

weredecimating thesupposed contribution ofFDMS program in addressing food

insecurityamongPWDs.Thiswasalsonotedaswhatcharacterizedgovernmentsocial

protection initiatives (Arkorful,Anokye,Basiru,Hammond,Mohammed and Micah,

2019).
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CHAPTER5

SUMMARYOFFINDINGS,CONCLUSIONANDRECOMMENDATIONS

5.0.Introduction

Afocusofthischapteriscenteredonthesummaryofthefindings,conclusionand

recommendationsofthestudy.

5.1.Summaryofthefindings

ThestudyaimedatestablishingtheefficacyofFDMSprogram inaddressingfood

insecurityamongthespecialpopulationsofPWDsathouseholdlevel.Anumberof

strategies have been rolled outunderthis program.These include free food

distributions,nutritionalgardens,agriculturalinputsupportandFoodforAssets(FFA),

theso-calledproductiveworks.Thefindingshaveshownanacknowledgementofthe

few stridesthissocialprotectioninitiativehasmadeinaddressingfoodinsecurity

amongPWDs.Asrevealedinthefindings,mostoftheparticipantstestifiedaslight

positive change in theirfood securitystatus/levels.The contribution includes an

increaseincropharvests,increasednutritionalcropsproduction,foodhandoutsduring

leanseasonandafterproductiveworks.Thefindingsproveapositiveadjustmentin

PWDsfeedinghabitsthroughanincreaseinnumberofmealsperdayaswellas

nutritionalvalueoftheirmeals.

However,thestudywentontoweighthecontributionagainstthestandardssetoutby

theprogram itselfthatis‘toprovideadequateandnutritionalfoodassistance’.These

translatesintoutilizationandavailabilitypillarsoffoodsecurity.Onthisnote,most

participantsacknowledgethattheprogram wasfarfrom performinguptotheveryown
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setstandardsleavingalotofPWDsstillfoodinsuredespitetheimplementationofthe

program.Thefindingsshow thatthecontributionmadewasnotenoughtobailout

PWDsandtheirrespectivehouseholdsfrom foodinsecurity.

Theprogram itself,asrevealedinthefindings,hasprogrammingfoulswhichinclude:(a)

bits oflack ofdisability sensitivity and friendliness,(b)finance associated and

proceduralbureaucracies,(c)inadequateandnon-comprehensivepackages.Atthe

grassrootslevel,implementingorganizations/partnersandcommunityhavealsoshared

thespoilthroughallowingpolitics,wrongattitudetodisabilityleadingtostigmatization,

under-representationandmisappropriationofallocationsdueto PWDsto marthe

contributionoftheprogram.

ThefindingsshowthatfoodinsecuritydisproportionatelyaffectsPWDsmorethantheir

able-bodiedcounterpartsaswellasotherspecialpopulations.Inthislight,therewas

lackofcollaborationbetweenthegovernmentandcommunitiesinworkingtogetherto

addressanumberofaspectsashighlightedabove.Initscurrentform,thefindingshave

gesturedcharitymodelofdisabilityaswhatcharacterizesmoretheprogram inpartly

programmingandimplementation.

5.2.Conclusion

Basedonthisstudy,conclusionsdrawnare:

5.2.1.People with disabilitiesare among the worstaffected populationsbyfood

insecurity.Thoughtheintensityoftheeffectissubjecttotheseveritythedisabilityone

has,thestudyhasshownthatgenerally,PWDsareaffectedbyfoodinsecuritymore

thantheirablebodiedcounterparts.

5.2.2.TheFDMS program hasalimitedcontributioninaddressingfoodinsecurity

amongPWDs.Thatcontributionisevidentlyshownbytheprovisionofincomprehensive

free food package ofonlyand inadequate grain,poorperformance ofnutritional

gardensinitiativebecauseofincessantdryconditionsandinfrequentfoodhumpers

afterpartakinginproductiveworks.

5.2.3.PWDshavemanycomplexchallengestheyfaceapartfrom foodinsecurity.This

situatethem atamorevulnerableposition,suchthattheycanberobbedofordispose



48

onthemselvesthatinadequateassistancehandoutsfrom theFDMSprogram.Taking

forexample,theyoftendisposeagriculturalinputsgiventothem formoneysothatthey

attendotherdireneeds.

5.2.4.TheFDMSisineffectivetoadequatelyaddressfoodinsecurityamongthePWDs

becauseofbureaucraciesandirregularitieswhichitcharacterizes.Theallocationfor

theprogram giventoPWDsbeneficiariesisinadequateandnon-nutritive.Takingfor

example10kgofgrainpermonthallocation,thefindingsprovedthatitisinadequate

forruralpeoplewhohavenomeanstobuyfoodsupplementsforothermeals.Itisnon-

nutritiveasthepackagetakesnoconsiderationofotherbasicitemslikecookingoil,for

anutritiouspackagesincetheyoftenlackmeansforincometoprovideforthemselves.

Governmentprogramsareoften,andalsotrueofFDMS,characterizedbybureaucracies

whichareathreattofinancialandotherresourcetop-downflowwhichnegativelyaffect

implementation,hence the desired outcome remains unachievable.Itleads to

distribution delays and sometimes forfeited because ofthe principle that‘the

governmentdoesnotfeedinretrospect.’

5.2.5.TheFDMS program fallsshortofaddressing food insecurityamong PWDS

becauseofitsfailuretobewholedisabilitysensitiveandfriendly.Itfailstoacknowledge

thevaryingnatureofdisabilityasthemoststrategiesareonlycompatiblewithmild

disability beneficiaries whilst being inconsiderate of severe disability would-be

beneficiaries.InstrategieslikeFoodforAssets(AFA),agriculturalinputssupportand

NutritionalGardening,theparticipationandinclusionofPWDsislimiteddespitetheat

least10%disabilityinclusionandparticipationpolicybythegovernment.

5.2.6.Governmentprogramsareoftenpoliticized,andalsotrueofthisFDMSprogram.

PoliticizationofSocialProtectionprogramsgivesroom forcorruption,misappropriation

ofresourcesandallformsofmalpracticeswhichleadtodeviationfrom program

objectives.Someofthebeneficiariesendupgettingpartialornoneoftheassistance

theyweresupposedtoreceive.Thoseimplementingendupbeingpartisanorthosewith

politicalpowerendupimposingdecisionsonimplementingteamswhichisunethical.

SomeofPWDsareleftfoodinsecuredespitetheimplementationoftheprogram.
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5.2.7.CommunitystandsasanimportantstakeholderintheimplementationofFDMS

program andthesuccessorfailureoftheinitiativeliesintheirhands.Thisstudyhas

largelyshown thatthe wrong perception and attitude ofthe communitytowards

disabilityhaspartlyledtothefailureoftheprogram toadequatelysupportpeoplewith

disabilitiesandaddresstheirfoodinsecurityplight.Thecommunitybiasedknowledge

and attitude towards disability gave room for corruption,misappropriation of

resources/allocationsandunder-representationofPWDs.Someofthestrategiesunder

thisprogram highlydemandcommunitysupportfortheirsuccesswhichthecommunity

wasnotreadytogiveinsomewards.Asaresult,PWDshavereceivedorwitnessedso

littlefrom theprogram andarestillfoodinsecuredespiteanotedslightpositivechange.

5.3.Recommendations

Therecommendationmadebasedonthisstudyare:

5.3.1.Socialworkersandallrelevantstakeholdersmustlobbyfortherecognitionofthe

rightsofPWDsineducationandthewidespectrum ofwork(market)sothatthey

becomeself-sufficient.ResourcesshouldbeavailedtosupporteducationofPWDsand

theirenrolmentforvocationaltrainingprogramscompatiblewiththeirrespectivenature

ofdisability.Thiswouldcapacitatethem toearnincomeanddefinitelybecomefood

secure.

5.3.2.Thegovernment(responsiblePortfolioCommitteeforSocialProtection)should

review theprogram andinvolvethecommunityinplanningandprogramming.This

wouldallow thegovernmenttore-adjustthestrategiesandallocationstobemore

comprehensiveandadequatesothatfoodinsecurityofthebeneficiaries(PWDs)is

adequatelyaddressed.Socialworkersandallrelevantstakeholdersmustpushforthis

agendasetting.

5.3.3.Thereisneed to embraceand supporteconomicparticipationofPWDsas

suggestedinUNCRPD,otherframeworksandpolicies.Socialworkersshouldperform

asbrokersastheylinkPWDswithresourcesystemssothattheystartdoingself-

incomegeneratingprojectslikepoultryandlivestockproductiontoboosttheirincome

levels.Thisway,foodinsecurityisaddressedastheywouldhavecapacitytocaterfor
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theirotherneedsonthemselves.

5.3.4.ThegovernmentshouldrevisetheFDMSoperationmanualanddoawaywith

bureaucraciesandirregularitiescharacterizingtheprogram.Thiswouldallowfreeand

timelyyetaccountabletop-downflow ofresourcesfortimelyimplementationofthe

program.This would do away with delayed and forfeited distributions thereby

enhancingtheprogram forabettercontributioninaddressingfoodinsecurityamong

PWDs.

5.3.5.Thegovernmentmustmakesurethattheinitiativesmadeto addressfood

insecurityamongthePWDsmustbedisabilityfriendlyandsensitivetoensuretheirfull

participationinthevaryingnatureoftheirdisabilities.Itmustalsoimprovepolicies

concerningdisabilityinclusionandparticipationareenforcedandadheredto.This

wouldensureafairparticipationofPWDsintheFDMSstrategiestoaddressfood

insecurity.

5.3.6.Strictmonitoringoftheprogram wouldtimelydetectandinhibitpoliticalelements

toinfiltrateinthegovernmentsocialprotectionprogramsimplementation.Government

mayalsoconsiderpassingstrictpenaltiesforallthemalpracticestemperingwiththe

implementationofitssocialprotectionprograms.Thiswilldeterpoliticalinfluenceand

hijackoftheprogram bypoliticians.Theprogram wouldthenservesoleobjectivesand

beneficiaries.

5.3.7.Socialworkersandallresponsiblestakeholdersmustcollaboratetoconduct

disabilityawarenesscampaignsmoreoftentocorrectthecommunity'sbiasedattitude

towardsandknowledgeaboutdisability.Thiswouldhaveapositiveimpactininsuring

allrequiredcommunitysupportinthefaceofimplementationofFDMSprogram andto

reviveindigenousknowledgesystems(IKS)inaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.

5.3.8.Theresearcherrecommendsafurtherstudyofthewidespectrum ofgovernment

socialprotectionsystem inaddressingfoodinsecurityamongPWDs.Alsotoconsider

otherpillarsoffoodsecurity,thatisaccessibilityandstability.Thiswouldhelpinthe

programmingofeachandeverysocialprotectionprogram tobestaddresstherising

problem offoodinsecurityamongthePWDsaswellasotherdisabilityrelatedneeds.It
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would also help in making thecontribution moremeasurablesincefood security

constitutesallofthe4pillars,indispensably.
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APPENDIX1
DATACOLLECTIONTOOLS.

PARTICIPANTS’INDEPTHINTERVIEW GUIDE.

ForPWDs

Introduction.

Iam NyambungaFarai,afourthyearstudentstudyingBachelorofSocialScience

HonorsDegreeinSocialWorkatBinduraUniversityofScienceEducation.Iam carrying

outastudyonthetitle,“TheefficacyofFoodDeficitMitigationStrategiesinaddressing

foodinsecurityamongpersonswithdisabilityinRushingaDistrict,”inpartialfulfilment

oftherequirementsofmystudies.In thisstudy,Iam focusing on Food Deficit

MitigationStrategywithspecialconsiderationofavailabilityandutilizationpillarsof

foodsecurity.Itherefore,am askingforyourparticipation.Yourparticipationispinned

onyourwillingnessandconsent;however,youareallowedtowithdrawwhenyouwish

to.Itis my hope thatinformation obtained willcontribute forbetterin future

programming.The information obtained is purely for academic purposes and

confidentialityisatthecoreofthisstudy.

ZitarangundinoitwaNyambungaFarai,ndichidzidzapaBinduraUniversityofScience

Educationirimudunhurino.Mukuzadzikisawozvinodiwapazvidzidzoizvi,ndirikuita
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tsvakurudzoirikutarisawokubatsirakurikuitachirongwachirimudunhurinocheFDMS

mukuderedza kana kupedza dambudziko rekushaya zvokudya zvakakwana uye

zvinehutano kunoita abi edu vanehurema. Ndinokumbirawo rubetsero rwenyu

mutsvakurudzoiyi,zvakadero,hamusungirwekundibatsirauyemakasunungukawozve

kusaenderera mberipamunenge madira mavekundibatsira.Chivimbo changu kuti

tsvakurudzo iyiichabatsira mukuwandudzika kwechirongwa ichi.Zvichawanikwa

mutsvakurudzoiyizvichashandiswamuzvidzidzochete.Ndichakoshesawotsindidzo

zvekutihapanaachazozivandimimakataurazvamuchandibatsiranazvo.

SECTIONA:Participant’sinformation

1.Agerange?/Munemakoremangani?

1–15years 15-35years

36–62years 63+yearsandabove

2.Positioninthefamily/Chinzvimbochamunachomumhuri

Householdhead familymember

Other

Other(specify)/Zvimwe(Donongodzai):……………………………………………

3.Natureofdisability/Huremahwamunahwo

Specify/Donongodzai:……………………………………………………………………..
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SECTIONB:Questionsrelatingtothestudy

1.MayyououtlinethecontributionofFDMSprogram isplayinginenhancingfood

securityamongPWDs?

Mungatiwo ndezvipi zvirikuitwa ne chirongwa ichi cheFDMS mukuzama kuti

vakaremaranemhuridzavovavenechikafunguvadzose?

2.Hastheassistancepackageand/orthesupportyouaregiventhroughthisprogram

reflectingorameasuretowardsassuringadequacyandnutritiousfood?

Rubetsero rwamunowana kuburikidza nechirongwa ichirunewo rupande rwakadii

mukuzamakutimawanachikafuchakakwanauyechinehutano?

3.AsaPWD,whatarethechallengesyou/otherPWDsarefacingintheimplementation

oftheprogram?

Ndedzipinhunhauyezvinetsozvamungatiimikanavamwevaneuremavarikusangana

nazvomukuparurwakwecgirongwaichi?

4.Whilstwesum up,inwhatwayscantheprogram beimplementedbettertoaddress

theshortcomingsandenhancefoodsecurityamongpeoplewithdisabilities?

Mukupedzisanhauriranoino,sekuonakwenyunekudakwezvosezvamurikusangana

nazvo zvamataura,ndezvipiwo zvamungafunga zvingaitwa kuti chirongwa ichi

chiwandudze hupenyu hwevanhu vanehurema takatarisa kupedza dambudziko

rekushaikwakwechikafu?

Thankyouforyourtime/Ndinotendanenguvanerubatsirorwamandipa.
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APPENDIX2
DATACOLLECTIONTOOL.

KEYINFORMANTIN-DEPTHNTERVIEW GUIDE

ForKeyInformants

Introductionandconsentform.

Iam NyambungaFarai,afourthyearstudentpursuingBachelorofSocialScience

HonorsDegreeinSocialWorkatBinduraUniversityofScienceEducation.Iam carrying

outastudyonthetitle,“TheefficacyofFoodDeficitMitigationStrategiesinaddressing

foodinsecurityamongpersonswithdisabilityinRushingaDistrict,”inpartialfulfilment

ofthe requirementsofmystudies.In thisstudy,Iam focusing on Food Deficit

MitigationStrategywithspecialconsiderationofavailabilityandutilizationpillarsof

foodsecurity.Itismybesthopethatinformationobtainedwillcontributeforbetterin

futureprogramming.Theinformationobtainedispurelyforacademicpurposesand

confidentialityis atthe core ofthis study.Yourparticipation is pinned on your

willingnessandconsent;however,youareallowedtowithdrawanytimewithoutlosing



59

yourrights.Assuranceisthereforegiven,thatthestudywillnotharm youoryour

esteemedofficeastheinformationobtainedwillbeofbenefittoyourorganizationand

participants.

Keyinformant'ssignature:......................................................

Date:...….................................................................................

Designation:............................................................................

Organization:...........................................................................

..........................................................................

Scheduledquestion

1.MayyououtlinethecontributionofFDMSprogram inenhancingfoodsecurityamong

PWDs?

2.Inrelationtotheobjective2oftheprogram,hastheassistancepackagegivento

PWDsreflecting'adequateandnutritious'tenetsoffoodsecurity?

3. Inyourview,whatcouldbetheprogram challengesorshortfallsthatPWDsare

facing,leavingthem foodinsecuredespitetheimplementationoftheprogram?

4.In whatwayscan the program be implemented to addressshortcomingsand

enhancefoodsecurityamongPWDs?

Thankyouforyourcooperation!
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APPENDIX3
FOCUSGROUPDISCUSSIONS

Introduction.

Iam NyambungaFarai,afourthyearstudentstudyingBachelorofSocialScience

HonorsDegreeinSocialWorkatBinduraUniversityofScienceEducation.Iam carrying

outastudyonthetitle,“TheefficacyofFoodDeficitMitigationStrategiesinaddressing

foodinsecurityamongpersonswithdisabilityinRushingaDistrict,”inpartialfulfilment

oftherequirementsofmystudies.In thisstudy,Iam focusing on Food Deficit

MitigationStrategywithspecialconsiderationofavailabilityandutilizationpillarsof

foodsecurity.Itherefore,am askingforyourparticipation.Yourparticipationispinned

onyourwillingnessandconsent;however,youareallowedtowithdrawwhenyouwish

to.Berestassuredthatconfidentialityisatthecoreofthisstudy.Itismyhopethat

informationobtainedwillcontributeforbetterinfutureprogramming.Theinformation
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obtainedispurelyforacademicpurposes.

FGD member

number

Consent(sign) sex Natureofdisability

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

ITEMSFORDISCUSSION

1.OutliningthecontributionofFDMSprogram inenhancingfoodsecurityamongPWDs.

Mungatiwo ndezvipi zvirikuitwa ne chirongwa ichi cheFDMS mukuzama kuti

vakaremaranemhuridzavovavenechikafunguvadzose?

2.Hastheassistancepackageand/orthesupportyouaregiventhroughthisprogram

reflectingorameasuretowardsassuringadequacyandnutritiousfood?

Rubetsero rwamunowana kuburikidza nechirongwa ichirunewo rupande rwakadii

mukuzamakutimawanachikafuchakakwanauyechinehutano?
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3.AsaPWD,whatarethechallengesyouarefacingintheimplementationofthe

program?

Ndedzipinhunhauyezvinetsozvamungatiimikanavamwevaneuremavarikusangana

nazvomukuparurwakwecgirongwaichi?

4.Whilstwesum up,inwhatwayscantheprogram beimplementedbettertoaddress

theshortcomingsandenhancefoodsecurityamongyou?

Mukupedzisanhauriranoino,sekuonakwenyunekudakwezvosezvamurikusangana

nazvo zvamataura,ndezvipiwo zvamungafunga zvingaitwa kuti chirongwa ichi

chiwandudze hupenyu hwevanhu vanehurema takatarisa kupedza dambudziko

rekushaikwakwechikafu?

Thankyouforyourcooperation.
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