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ABSTRACT

This paper examines the implications of environalemtanagement on conservation of natural resourttes.
further explores environmental management and aoatien programmes which have been implemented by
many other countries of the Global South (GS) asamagement approach that can bring positive outsoime
sustainable resource management. This paper fuititerrogates the management regime which reprssant
change from centralised methods which were preigjoapplied. Zimbabwe has been a fore runner and a
pioneer of this approach in the South. Many inities have been employed to bring resource govemtmthe
citizenry. It is notable that there has been a rémhble success registered by two such initiatithes,Communal
Areas Management Programme for Indigenous ResoufC&8VIPFIRE) and Environmental Management
Authority (EMA). However, the same cannot be sdidtber conservation projects in rural and resetient
areas in Zimbabwe. Data was collected using qutitamethods, descriptive analysis involving fogusup
discussions with community members and in-dep#mirgws with community leaders and key stakehalders

Keywords: Conservation, Community, Governance, Managen@nhership,

1.Introduction

Countries in the Global South are promoting grelateal participation in the use and maintenancwitiflife in
order to improve local development and natural ues® management. In Namibia, CBNRM on wildlife was
pioneered in the mid-1980s as a response to paadialephants and black rhinos. A community gamerd
programme contributed to addressing this probledthis was supplemented by experiments in wildbferism

to generate income for local people and providadulitional economic incentive for conservation (\Wfaga et

al, 2013). In Tanzania the timely intervention d8)IRM initiatives by the World Bank in Duru-Haitemba
Mgori and Shume-Magamba forests saved the dimirgsiirim both quality and utility values of the faies
(Wasonga et al, 2013). In Uganda, environmental raatdral resource management was decentralizedhasd
been the responsibility of local districts sincé®@9This environmental management arrangement wdaopa
broader decentralization process and was intendemcrease local ownership and improve environnienta
policy; however, its implementation has encountesederal major challenges over the last decades(@sr
and Bas Van Vliet, 2011). In response to the emwitental crisis, Zimbabwe like many other countaééover

the world has adopted mitigation and adaptatioatesffies, which are enshrined in their laws andcpasi The
main goal of these strategies according to Magifd 4) is to reduce further damage to the envirortraed to
achieve Sustainable Development (SD). However, raé\eurdles have emerged both at local and national
levels.

There is quite a substantial loss of income to Zbwviee’'s economy as a result poor environmental memagt
practices. Therefore in order to address theser@mwviental problems, it will be important to reshape
mechanisms governing the management of naturaliress in the country. Poverty in Zimbabwe is on¢hef
root causes of environmental degradation. The potite country are not food secure. Mullein (20&8htends
that the biological necessity of feeding ones farfolrce the poor to make trade-offs between imntediaod
needs and long term environmental sustainabilitis &lso important to note that we may not enfigtribute
the propensity to degrade the environment to ther pdone (Tsiko, 2010, Wasonga et al., 2013). lal&
important to observe that there is a positive dati@n between poverty and environmental degradatioit as
alluded to earlier on it is mischief to attributeenvironmental problems to the poor. There igelievidence to
suggest that the poor pursue detrimental envirotetheractices when their food security is guarathteed also
when they have both security of tenure and progéeghts.

It has also been realized that dwindling smallbolthrmlands, low agricultural productivity, anging input
prices have driven the rural poor into destitutiGovernment's initiatives for poverty alleviationllvioe critical
to the management, conservation, protection anthisable utilisation of the environment and its unat
resources (Dzvimbo, Monga and Magijani, 2018). 002 the GoZ developed the National Environmental
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Policy in line with National Policy Objectives wihicought to “alleviate poverty and improve the gyatf life

of the people of Zimbabwe. However such strategiesild be complemented by comprehensive envirorahent
policies whose broad aim should be to maximizebibreefits to be realised from the country's nattgaburces
and at the same time ensuring that the ability wfire generations to realize the same benefitsots n
compromised. This paper examines the implications of such emvivental management strategies on
conservation of natural resources in ZimbabWeae paper further interrogates the management eegihich
represents a change from centralised methods atided methods.

2.Literature Review
2.1What is Environmental Management?

What exactly is environmental management (EM)? Ia single field or discipline? Is it a process?tlan
agreed approach? Is it efforts to identify and pergoals? Perhaps a philosophy? Or, is it enviromah@and
developmental problem solving? EM can refer tooal gor vision, to attempts to steer a process,hto t
application of a set of tools, to a philosophicaéreise seeking to establish new perspectives tisvére
environment and human societies, and to much mesielés” (Barrow 2005).

There are two seemingly opposing positions in i@hato environmental management that is presemadiad
conservation. The latter entails management byralagwowth without direct influence and interfererity man.
Whilst conservation advocates for maintaining ditgband sustainability through environmental magagnt
practices that include harvesting for human usespide the fact that the positions are at odds edébh other,
they both remain environmental management tools emuh is context specific. Preservation is appledb
preserving endangered species whilst on the otlwed konservation is in the context of sustainimglihoods,
for example in terms of food security. Thus cona#on relates to sustaining and protecting livatiti® through
access to natural resources such as water, larest§oand wildlife. It's important to note that rmgsotected
areas in the countryside are state protected amedisthe state has very limited financial, human atieer
material resources necessary to manage the cotisartiaese vast areas (Dzvimbo et al, 2018). lukhbe
pointed out that in the process of managing ressuformidable conflicting positions may arise anatls
situations call for a compromise.

2.2Environmental management in post independent Zitmabwe

In response to the global environmental crisis theernational Union for the Conservation of Natuned
Natural Resources (IUCN), the United Nations Enwinent Programme (UNEP) and the World Wide Fund for
Nature (WWF)formed theWorld Conservation Strategy in 1980 (Miller, 1994he main goal according to
Palmer (1998was to preserve the biosphere and promote SDdghroesource conservatiolm accordance with
the provisions of the strategy Zimbabwe launchex Mational Conservation Strategy of 1987 which tees
first post independency policy document to incogperthe concept of sustainability into developmandl
environmental management. Zimbabwe also conformtheorequirements of Agenda 21 as approved at the
United Nations Conference on Environment and Dguralent (UNCED) held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, imdu
1992.Agenda 21 is a detailed document comprising somehépters, which cover various issues including:
poverty, toxic waste, desertification, educatiord arade (Madden and McQuinn, 2014. this regard, the
country established government agencies, which became nsigp® for environmental issues, which were
becoming more important concerns in national dgyakent projects. Institutions and organisations,civrdeal
with environmental and developmental issues, hagenbalso been created for example Environmental
Management Authority (EMA) and the Worldwide Fun®/WF). However, in spite of these positive
developments, serious gaps still remain in the é@mgntation of Agenda 21.

Mapira and Mungwini (2005) opine that before thevead of the new millennium, Zimbabwe’s legislative
framework on the environment was highly fragment@&tius different ministries had their own laws on
environmental issues. Ministries such as: Ministrad Lands, Water Development, Agriculture, Healtid
Child Welfare, Mines, Local Government, Rural and&h Development, National Affairs, Transport, Eyer
Employment Creation and Cooperatives (Murombed¥32. This fragmented approach most of the timeédde
inter-ministerial conflicts as each ministry wasvgmed by its own laws (Gandiwa, 2004). One migistr
particular the ministry of mines had powerful lattst took precedence over other laWwée parliament of
Zimbabwe in 2002 then passed the Environmental gamant Act (EMA), (Act NO, 13/2002) (Chapter 20:27)
as an attempt to harmonize environmental managenidme Act aims to “provide for the sustainable
management of natural resources and protectionhef @nvironment; the prevention of pollution and
environmental degradation'GpZ, 2002)The Act also provides for the establishment of awi®nmental
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Management Agency and an Environmental Fund. Thedgeals the following former acts: Natural Resesr
Act (Chapter 20:13); The Atmospheric Pollution Rnetion Act (Chapter 20:03); The Hazardous Substand
Article Act (Chapter 15:05); Noxious Weeds Act (@Ptex 19:07).The new Act overrides other laws except
where it is expressly provided to the contfa(gMA, 2002:359). The Act states that every pefisas a right to:

a clean environment that is not harmful to heatitess to environmental information, protect tharenment
for the benefit of present and future generatiansl participate in the implementation of laws, whize aimed
at protecting the environment. The EMA act succdede streamlining the institutional and legislative
framework of environmental management in the cqurithe fact that parliament enacted the EMA actsduoat
necessarily reflect unrestricted, consensual afettéfe conservation in the country rather the ¢ouis a long
way from realizing the intended goals. The facthiat there is still a lot degrading taking place iftstance,
every year thousands of hectare of vegetationostedlie to veldt fires.

Zimbabwe has also adapted a number of collaboratataral resource management (NRM) approaches that
combine a number of tools to support local natuedource managers in self-governing and effective
management and conservation of natural resourcesh fpproaches include Community-Based Natural
Resource Management (CBNRM). Ribot (2013) define€BNRM as a mechanism that addresses both
environmental and social economic goals and, strieebalances the exploitation and conservatiomatied
ecosystem components through some degree of dewohitdecision-making, power and authority ovetunal
resources to communities and community-based argons. This study looks at the well establish&NGM
approach in Zimbabwe €ommunal Areas Management Program for Indigenoeso&ces (CAMPFIRE)
program CAMPFIRE is a collaborativewildlife management strategy that give wildlife ragement
responsibility to local government, and ultimatedylocal communities (Dzvimbo et al., 2018he CAMPFIRE
program is in line with EMA’s strategic directionsa wildlife that seek ‘to promote the need for geeaquity in
sharing of opportunities to participate in, anddférirom, development of wildlife and fishing insiies’.

The legal provisions of CAMPFIRE is such that Rubatrict Councils became the “Appropriate Authgtitor

the management of wildlife, the intention beingttlvillages within the districts would become trealr
managers and beneficiaries of wildlifeentral government however take proactive rolegratecting political
liberties by requiring these local governmentsreate mechanisms for citizen participation as aqmdition for
administrative decentralization and revenue shai@®MPFIRE has provided a substitute managementeiod
that emphasizes decentralized control of biodiersbnservation. Ribot (2002) contends that devietpp
countries have introduced reforms to decentraliaetrol over natural resource management. CAMPFIRE
focuses on the development of local institutions tfi@ management and conservation of communal ifeild|
resources, enabling communities and families toefiereconomically from wildlife in their areas. The
programme has demonstrated that economic retuoms fustainable use of wildlife (largely throughping
hunting) exceeded the returns from marginal cuitiveor cattle ranching (Golubiewski 200Qonsequently,
the aim of this study, as mentioned earlier, i®tamine the implications of such environmental nganaent
strategies on conservation of natural resource&nbabwe.The survey takes into account the experiences of
other countries. Thus while giving global and regib perspectives of the environmental managemést, t
countries also provide important lessons, whichlmansed as a framework for management and conigered
natural resources in Zimbabwe.

2.3The Role of Government in Environmental Managem& and Conservation of Natural Resources

The dominant role of central governments in managgnand conservation of natural resources begdeto
questioned in the 1970s and 80s (Sayer et al.,)2@xhtralizedconservation largely ignored local people’s
rights. By then it hattecome apparent that it was difficult to ensurestinwival of natural resources in protected
areas in the face of local land users’ oppositiod sesentmentSayer et al. (ibid) argued théte fact that
valuable biodiversity existed in areas of extremsmln poverty, and conservation programmes that were
indifferent to, or even exacerbated, this povergravmorally indefensible and this fomented resentm
However the above contention leads to the reatinatiose natural resources are the prime assets wiich

the livelihoods of the rural poor depend on.

2.4Regulatory Framework for Environmental Managememn and Conservation in Zimbabwe

The transition from NRB to EMA in the early - 200psesented a window of opportunity to address past
regulatory shortfalls in the management and comgenv of resources in Zimbabwe. The new act pravide
regulation regarding the requirements for environtakeperformance for existing and proposed projastsvell

as management and conservation of natural resoEMdésprovides guidelines on what should be, fotanse

in an environmental impact statement as well astwhads to inform a social impact assessment. Hemine
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bone of contention is that since the act came fimtoe and these guidelines were released, therbdes little
substantive progress towards better clarity regardhe requirements for environmental managemedt an
performance. It can be argued that some of theefjnes are generally out-dated and are trailingiraeh
developments both politically and economically. @diance with the requirements of these guidelinessdchot
always ensure the adequate protection of the emviemt. The most obvious examples of this in Zimimlare
the fast track land reform and the current econométdown. These events have had negative impatts o
environmental management and conservation of resewrithin the county.

3.Theoretical Framework

The paper adopted the conflict resolution framewditke framework assist in analysing the complexdtope,
and depth of conflict in a given setting (Maddem&Quinn, 2014). The potential for conflict will ahys exist
in any society with its members having differentenests, socio-economic and political interestavai as
needs. It is thus assumed that in a society, ffierdint reasons, perceptions may be conceived alvbyt
communal natural resources are being harmed divediarundown. Such perceptions may lead to exgioes
of discontent against the State, other social gg@m communities as well as Non-Government (N&G3)uch
discontent is not attended to in the early stagekibis dealt with in an approach which aggrasthe already
widespread feeling of injustice, then a major doh8iituation may arise. Conflict resolution isengral practice
which is used to attend to issues of volatility azmhtroversy with a view to reach an on the spdatgm.
Conflicts are an essential constituent of humaatticals, one need to learn to deal with them, endtto them in
a way that prevents escalation and devastationttanki up ingenious concepts to resolve them. Rstaince, a
conflict could centre on a disagreement over pretesolutions to address cattle predation by ergf@dghyena
predators (Murombedzi, 2003; Jani, 2016).

Literature posits that there are different stagiea conflict situation and each is caused by irgations not
being taken in time or through inexpert handlingtaf situation. The dispute level can be viewethagangible
expression of a conflict or as the pressing issugrablem at the centre of the conflict. Thus gdtse may be
the surface expression of deeper levels of conflittnagement of resources should therefore notsfocuthe
dispute level only, because conflicts may remaiawan escalate after the hypothetical resolutiahefconflict.

In this regard, in Zimbabwe the underlying confiictresource management can be referred to theryisf
unresolved disputes over what has happened indlbeial past. The past interactions between thenconities
and natural resource managers may have intengifieggravated the present situation. Some comnasratnd
groups have a strong conviction that previous despas a result of poor governance were not setiisfly
resolved (Tsiko, 2010; Mullen, 2013). Coming frootk a background the current conflicts in environtak
management cannot be avoided .Underlying fact@sate likely to intensify the conflict include facs such,
as the poverty of communities concerned and thel lef/their dependence for livelihoods upon theouese
concerned. In the context of CBNRM the conflictmfi@work recognizes that communal management of alatur
resources is embedded in social and power dynaafitie community. Although the conflict management
approach is appealing it is important to evaluateetiver the principles really work in conflictsvatving
natural resources.

4.Methodology

Paradigms are philosophical positions such as ipissit, constructivism, realism, and pragmatism and
interpretivist, each embodying very different ided®ut reality and how we can gain knowledge ouit.ofhe
researchers favoured the interpretivist as a paradigm. However, Snape and Spencer (2003) attate t
purism about the epistemological origins of a pattir paradigm may undermine our ability to choasel
implement the most appropriate research desigrafswering the research questions posed. Spendd) (ib
argues that if you use a mix of paradigms, yoll méed to carefully assess the compatibility af thodules
that you borrow from. However despite criticism farrism the researchers adapted the interprepeaistdigm.
Interpretive or constructivism, examines varioughs based on the researcher’s construction atyeklortens
(2003) argue that the process of generating knayelésl not a preserved field of conventional sc&stiinstead
all participants with an interest in the researctd ats findings are included. This augurs well withe
interpretivist paradigm. The knowledge emergingnfrthis study should thus be understood within éhes
epistemic and philosophical positions.The reseascltadlapted the qualitative approach. Main qualiati
methods included in-depth individual interviewsvesll as focus groups. The study employed the detbeei
survey research design to examine the implicatafnenvironmental management on conservation ofrahtu
resources in Zimbabwe. The descriptive survey dediges not involve manipulation of subjects butpdym
measures subjects as they are in order to gerggatralizations and to add to existing knowledgeh@ and
Manion (1995:83; Mertens, 2003).
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Qualitative data analysis was preceded by orgagitireaking down and moulding data into categdsaesed on
emerging themes (collation, description, documématcategorization analysis and synthesis). Thesstudy
identified emergent categories and theories froedhta rather than imposing a priori categories ideds.
Excerpts from interviews and open ended questioas wecorded and reproduced to express participants
views, beliefs and opinions. This was respectirgyuhiqueness of each case as well as conductisg-cese
analysis. In this study the method of sampling wasposive sampling. Key Informants and participats
Focused group discussions were selected purposively

4.1Description of Study Area

The study area is Masoka Ward 11 which is positidnghe Zambezi Valley, Dande Communal Lands wisch
approximately 20 kilometres south of the Dande S#&eea and 5 kilometres east of the Chewore S#eea
(Hurungwe District) on the Angwa River. The namaddka derives from the name of the area’s spirdiome
NeMasoka and its use is common practice for thelgeaf Dande. The ward is often referred to as Kiing,
the headmen Kanyurira. The ward is under Chief @tga. The ward is part of Mbire Rural District Coiln
(RDC). The Mbire RDC was granted Appropriate Auityo(AA) status in 1988. The local community in the
district has set aside about 400 square kilometfeland for both consumptive (sport hunting) armhn
consumptive (eco-tourism) based on free rangingegiiom 1988 (Gandiwa, 2004; CAMPFIRE Association,
2007; Dzvimbo et al., 2018). At the commencementhef project in 1989, there were sixty househotus i
Masoka ward. Today Masoka has more than four hanaine twenty seven households.

5.Results and Discussion
5.1The Campfire Contention and Implication on Natumal Resources Management

The study noted that there is lack of amalgamatibiocally accountable representation and discnetip
powers given to local communities. This combineddition for success of CBNRM programs is hardlyreve
established. It was established that the prograimmnike study area operates through a chain of camdnod
institutions based at the national, district, aratdvand village level. At national level there pdditicians, civil
servants and technocrats. There is a CAMPFIRE Balétive Group (CCG) which includes safari opersitéi
the district level actors include local RDC offisiaward councillors, district wildlife committe@sd extension
officers. Ward and village level players includeeds, councillors, Ward Development Committees (\WZDs)
and Village Development Committees (VIDCOs) and fners of the communities. It is evident from this
hierarchy that authority for wildlife managemerill semains at the level of the Rural District Cailran arm of
central government instead of being transferre@ctly to communities (Mapira, 2014). Thus discnetib
powers have not been fully devolved to the rightfelople who co- exist with wildlife. The Mbire RDC
manifests a propensity to retain authority as aglbenefits, thus relegating to producer commumitie

Mapira (2014) pointed out that lack of full devadut and continuing interference by RDCs has madéfitult
for local communities to actively participate in BBM activities. Tsiko (2010) contends that as aultgs
poaching and exploitation of natural resourcesreasrfaced and is now widespread, as communitiesnsa
benefit from engaging in CBNRM activities. To tleisd, government through RDCs has unwittingly abaado
the empowerment of communities that co-exist withrals. However, let us hasten to say decentradisaif
management responsibilities from central governn@mcal community level through Rural District @wils
remains a better option. More so, councils showdfall into the trap of blaming the failure to cpletely
decentralize to be the major cause for this faibfreome CBNRM and at the same time we should rdédoe
tempted to think that a centralized approach waédorm better. The above contention is in syndhvRibot
(2013) who disputed that when examined in detak¢hcommunity-based and decentralized forms ofl loca
natural resource management often lack represenjatownward accountability and/or sufficient posvefhe
view was also expressed in the World Bank (200(F) I@port which  pointed out that this irregubaris
apparent in projects and reforms related to théremment, where poorly structured decentralizatibtmeaten
environmental management and equity as well asndedization and local democracy

It is thus important to also note that the curmstnomic crisis is having detrimental effects onsawvation in

the area. It was also established that donorsudlieg out of the Mbire CAMPFIRE area. The mostrsfgant
bi-lateral donors into CAMPFIRE were the British[¥®), United States (AID), and Norway (NORAD) as ivel
as Canada (CIDA). It is significant to mention tttad state has very limited financial, human argtomaterial
resources necessary to manage and conserve thesareas. The study has revealed that this model of
conservation pursued in the area tend to excluder giotential partners, with the result being that area is
experiencing enormous management challenges. Reéspisnpointed out that the consequence of the awityp
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of the state and communities to manage the natesmlurces now call for public-private partnershfptiee
management of these areas. It is however emerged dertain focus groups that within the districingoof
powerful political and entrepreneurial elites weogrupting the district Council. However, Murombe@003)
argue that the private sector should be invitedtandiven a clear agenda, thus care needs to be talensure
that conservation does not become subordinatedhdd serm profit motives as conservation inexoraféts
privatized.
CAMPFIRE as a CBNRM on wildlife in the area is b&dson the management conceptual framework that
assume that local people will have little intenestonserving wildlife if it doesn’'t have economialue. The
contention is that if wildlife is given economiclue, local people will be engrossed in protectirigiife. The
framework also find expression in the EMA guidingnpiple 45 which states that ‘the use of natueslources
produces a market value that reflects their sgagsid unique qualities, thereby creating incenticesonserve
these resources and use them sustainably’ (NatBmakonment Policy and Strategies, 2009). Thisd&m
was refuted by most in the study area. One tradititeader had this to say:
“Since time immemorial our ancestors have been ceingenatural resource because of the economic
value for the wildlife but because they had an eppation the need to conserve nature .The economic
value that is being talked about today is a creatid the Whiteman. We used totems as a conservation
measure long before the coming of the Whiteman.”
The traditional leader was however quick to adhst tas people living with or closest to wildlifesth are more
likely to lose the most when it comes to deteriorain both the quantity and quality of wildlife the area.
Therefore they appreciated the need for dynamicgraper tools and incentives, to conserve the ahtur
resources. One woman chipped in and pointed otitheabenefits derived from this decentralized ngemaent
of wildlife in the area outweigh the costs of caws¢ion. She said:
“My husband passed on 10 years ago and the procéeds CAMFIRE have sustained us
over the years.”
One key informant lamented that there was a defgredp, in the district that had the right and #ility to
include or exclude other participants. This howegy@sed the danger of fragmenting the communityramtithe
potential for the demise of the conservation progr@®ne participant opines that the council wasfgkjl co-
opting the support of local political leadershifsthad the potential to turn the community basexdyam into a
political outfit that had the prospective of aliing other members of the community. The contentioone
focus group was that there is need to establidbrdiftial benefits for those who live on the bouteaof the
400 hectares. Their argument was that they beamths cost of conserving wildlife for example thaginted
out they experience the most human wild life catdli The consensus in the group was that the radtparks
rangers have stopped patrolling areas adjaceritetal®0 hectares and there is no one left deal pvibblem
animals. They pointed out that animals have starieding to the villages, destroying people’s crdpgerature
posits that focused incentives are vital to keepi@pple’'s commitment to community programmes. One
respondent had this to say:
“We are risking our lives by guarding our @® day and night, sporadically resulting in grave
encounters with wildlife. This is leaving us withhtime to do other income generating ventures.

5.2The EMA Contention and Implication on Natural Resources Management

Several groups and institutions are involved imimmmental management to varying degrees in theysarea.
Each is important in the function it performs astpaf solutions to resource degradation. Howevewais
established that GoZ has the ultimate responsibdft formulating comprehensive legislative framelwado
promote both preservation and conservation. Acogrtd Mullein ibid most these national legislatgteceed

in alienating communities from their god given nases but fail to control misuse. The contentiomyyehat
most management instruments are prone to patromadecorruption. In Zimbabwe instruments such as
licensing, permits and fines are being abused étfrexonomic enrichment at the expense of protgctire
environment to ensure sustainability.

It has become evident that the legislature hasmeammpromised by individuals who have both econanid
political interests in maintaining the status ceven at the expense of natural resources. Poliiaiaspite being
aware that some programs needed proper plannirigrins of protecting the environment are at thee for
advocating a laissez fair attitude to both envirental preservation and conservation. The amendinétd the
Lancaster house constitution by parliament to allmmpulsory acquisition of land took precedencerove
dictates of environmental management such as EVAsdmbedzi, 2003). It seemed the executive was iewrr
about their political survival rather than longrnteconservation. It can be argued that such poligreermined
local initiatives to protect the environment. Thessem to be conflict between the state’'s role afcéng
enabling environmental management policies andritegests of individual politicians. In Zimbabwesource
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conservation investments are not given priorityhie fiscus. Most economic blue prints for the peesirs have
emphasized exports to bring the much needed f@ash crops were promoted thus creating distortiotesnd

use patterns. Mullein (2013) contends that the egmsnces of fiscal regimes is in terms of incestit@
resource depletion programmes instead of envirotehenanagement impinges upon resource conservation.
The fiscus in the country seem to support enviramally depleting cash crops such as tobacco. Thst mo
technological inventions are not for resource managnt but are in response to export driven demands

6.Conclusion and Recommendation

Conclusively, it is the realization by the poor andrginalized in Mbire RDC that natural resourdest they
depend on are being degraded that led to a rettgrdand a growing consciousness of the need to reamadg
conserve them. A growing consciousness of thetfattnatural resources are common property alsdolede
need of this community based management and catsmrveffort. Mbire communities are now taking
proactive roles in championing and advocating fsource conservation. It is vital to note that emvnental
management on conservation of natural resources plecritical role in the resurgence of Campfireaarin
Zimbabwe. In light of the arguments raised above Vtital to consider that within the CAMPFIRE asdhere is
need to advance the implementation of CBNRM progrém ensuring complete devolution of authority. The
contention in complete decentralization in Natueslource management and use is of significancevtocates

of decentralization and local democracy, becausg #éne a source of revenue and power, and therpieatial
legitimacy (Ribot, 2013). It is this realizationathwill make it difficult to have complete decedization in
CAMPFIRE areas.The initial success of campfire progs has tempted local environmental management to
believe that the success is reduced to the indiWidjualities of local actors. Yet In many situapn
environmental governance outcomes depend lesseopetsonal qualities of the local actors but marehe
incentives created by the programs. The recentidedtion in the quality and quantity of wildlife ithe study
area supports this contention. The drop in incestieceived by communities in the ward has lefintlnéth no
motivation to conserve.
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