Questions and Comments from PEC Members to Resilience Project
At the PEC Meeting on February 19, 2009

1. How the project is planning to feed information back to the community? (Thomas Lovjoy)
Ans: We already gave information on amount of rainfall that rain gauges received during the last rainy season to the sampled households. We are planning to give information on health and anthropometric measurements to them in the near future.

2. Who are decision makers of crop choice? In other word, is the crop choice decision made at household or village level? (Peter Bellwood)
Ans: Crop choice decision is made at the household level. However, that is not the end of it. The decision making within the household is very complex under matrilineal system. Husband and wife cultivate on different plots and the household also cultivate on family plot.

3. Comment on the response on sub-theme integration. The commenter believes that the key issue is not on model or non-model based integration. The essence of the comment is to make efforts to integrate different component of the research modules into one single comprehensive study. (Atsumu Ohmura)
Ans: The question was raised by Prof. Lagendre last time. The comment from previous PEC meeting on integration specifically referred to a model-based integration. We are making every effort to integrate all themes using modeling and non-modeling integration. A possible modeling based integration is a land use model such as an agent-based model. We are exploring this possibility. AS for the non-modeling integration, we are looking into integration based on qualitative description on eco-history of the sites under investigation.
4. Having our own rainfall measurement is great. However, have we examined to see whether there are any existing historical rainfall data in our area to compare with? Why the amount of rainfall is smaller in hill areas than lowland? Usually this is the opposite. (Atsumu Ohmura)
Ans: We have historical data from the nearby weather station. It should be noted that the amount of rainfall last year is unusually high. It is once in the 40 year to have rainfall up to 1,600 mm. The normal level of rainfall in this area is only half of last year that is around 800 mm.

5. Are the observed differences between the Eastern and Southern province a result of underlying differences in land conditions or technology used such as tractors vs. non-tractors?  Is there any differences in the type of plow farmers use in Eastern and Southern Province? (Yokoyama?)
Ans: Yes, soil condition in the two provinces differs. In Eastern province, soils are relatively softer. Southern province is in the plateau has large estate farms. Our study sites on the other hand are areas established after the forced relocation following the Kariba dam construction. The lands in that area are marginal. Before the construction of the dam, farmers cultivated two cropping a year. After the construction, they can only do single cropping per year. As for the cultivation technology, farmers in both provinces use similar technology. Tractors are not used by the small holders since they can not afford to it. Using tractors are not practical in our study area where fields are located in a hilly and escarpment areas.

6. Farming households are very dynamics in developing strategies to cope with shocks. They may employ a complex set of strategies such as planting on different fields, varying crop choices across fields, or varying crop density within a field. This requires a precise measurement and detailed observations. In our study design, do we use actual measurement or rely on interview?
(Koji Tanaka)
Ans: We utilize both methods to collect data. We collect data from precise measurement from out field experiments by Theme I and also utilize interview to collect detailed field level data in Southern province. Interview data are collected weekly, monthly and annually. Interview covers crop patterns for households.
7. Beside nutrition, does our study take into account of illness issue such as malaria? How do we incorporate illnesses such as malaria into our study? (Yamagata?)
Ans: Illnesses are a shock to the household. In our extensive survey, farmers listed malaria as a major shock to their household. Our intensive survey also monitors health condition of household members besides the anthropometric measurements.

8. Comment on giving information back to the community. Will our information feedback after farmers’ behaviors and how that will affect our study? (Yamagata?)
Ans: I think providing information may change farmers’ behavior to some extent. However, we believe that knowledge from research should give back to the local community. Otherwise the research would be only research for researchers.
