VILLAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT
SEVILLE B

1. Background

Name of village: Seville B

Number of households: 205 (CDF chairperson, 2006)
Population: 1435
This village is located about eighteen (18) kilometres on the south-eastern side of Hluvukani. Its immediate neighbouring villages are Seville C (Ka-Million), which is in the west, Seville A in the south, Utah in the east and Thorndale in the north. All four villages are within a four (04) kilometre radius of Seville B
A huge dam that the whole of Ward 16 livestock owners depend on in the dry season is located between this village and Thorndale. Seville B village structures do impose restriction on the use of the dam especially in the dry season, for livestock only. In the wet season some of the water from the dam is treated and pumped into the village reservoir for domestic uses while some of the water is pumped to the neighbouring villages, Utah and Dixie respectively.

2. Introduction.
Problems emerged in this village that could have hampered the assessment process. As common practice, before the assessment, a number of discussion sessions are held with village structures that all form part of the CDF. To arrange for a session, it is usually the CDF chairperson and the Induna that are notified, who will then discuss the matter with other members to come up with a date for the assessment.  The one person that was thought to be the CDF chairperson alleged not to be a member of the CDF, after working with him in many processes. A “new” CDF chairperson was then introduced to us. 

It seems that this whole issue was more politically influenced than the “non-CDF” member’s ability or lack of in liaising with the community. Turn out to the meeting was lower than anticipated. This may also be due to the allegation that there were two political factions in the village; the assessment process may have been seen to be an initiative of the other group.

The venue for the village assessment was near a household that sold traditional beer. There were people at the “shebeen” earlier than there were for the assessment. After about an hour it was decided with those that were present that maybe the process should just go ahead. Those that wanted to come would catch-up with the process.

The induna was one of the people that arrived early. He had already been on the venue when the team arrive.  

After a SWELL background and introductions, villagers were briefed on how the assessment process would unfold.

3. Water and livelihoods assessment

3.1. Community level assessment
3.1.1. Tool 1: Income-Expenditure tree

Outcome:
Sources of income in Servile B village:
· Chopping and selling wood

· Selling Marula nuts

· Herding cattle

· Buy and sell biscuits, juice, cold drink, fish, ice-cream,

· Grow and sell fruits and veggies – spinach

· Brew and sell beer

· Repairing shoes

· Social grants

· Baking “vetkoek” (cakes) for sale

· Make and sell ice-blocks

· Dig up and sell muti (medicinal plant products)
· Sawing clothes

· House construction services

· Domestic work – laundry, cleaning house

· Sale of livestock

· Catching and selling fish

· Cutting and braiding hair

· Making grass mats

· Chopping and selling wood

· Buy and sell car tyres

· Salaries

The different uses of income
· Groceries

· School fees and uniform

· Buy “stock” for sale

· Buy petrol

· Entertainment - alcohol

· Children’s clothing

· Cosmetics – soap, lotion

· Buy livestock

· Towards house construction

· Towards health care

· Pay for burial societies and debts

· Transport

· Household furniture

· Food for livestock

· Pay for electricity

· Funeral costs

Water-related sources of income

· Herding cattle

· Growing and selling fruit and veggies

· Brewing and selling beer

· Baking “vetkoek” for sale

· Making ice-block for sale

· House construction services

· Making grass mats

· Domestic work – laundry, cleaning

· Catching and selling fish

3.1.2. Tool 3: Mapping exercise

 Community Map

A map of Servile B was drawn by community members highlighting the following features:
There are a number of shops, a school and a crèche. With regard to water infrastructure, there are twelve standpipes in the village; five of these are not functioning. Five boreholes, three are non-functioning hand pumps and two are engines one of which is broken. There is one reservoir, a livestock dipping tank, a dam and a purification plant. There is also a tank at the local school.
Water Reticulation Map

The water map was done with only two members of the water committee, who seemed not sure of the reticulation network (This map will be verified during the village synthesis process).The induna was also part of the group focussing on the water map.

Summary:

Sixteen standpipes were plotted on the water map (although twelve are plotted on the social map)

Five out of twelve/ sixteen stand pipes within the village are not functioning. 

Out of the five identified boreholes, four of them are also not functioning – three (3) hand pumps and   one (1) broken engine.

The community reservoir is not connected to the local boreholes, but gets water that comes from a dam (“Thorndale dam”) and the Edinburgh bulk supply.
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Fig. 1: Seville B water infrastructure map

Social Map 
Different households were plotted on the community map. 
3.1.3. Tool 4: Water sources and uses

Outcomes:

	                                    Sources

Uses
	Community standpipe
	Own yard tap
	RWH tank
	Earth dam

	Cooking
	X
	
	
	

	Washing household utensils
	X
	
	
	2

	Laundry
	
	
	
	X

	Bathing
	
	
	
	X

	Drinking
	X
	
	
	7

	Cleaning
	
	
	
	X

	House construction and ku pharha
	
	
	
	X

	Forming bricks
	
	
	
	X

	Car washing
	
	
	
	X

	Making muti
	X
	
	
	

	Ku phalaza
	X
	
	
	1/4

	Watering gardens and trees
	
	
	
	X

	Making beer
	X
	
	
	1/2

	Livestock watering 
	
	
	
	X

	Fill dipping tank
	X
	
	
	

	Making holy tea
	X
	
	
	

	Looking after the sick
	X for drinking
	
	
	X for cleaning


3.1.4. Tool 8: Activity Profile

	CLUSTER
	ACTIVITY
	DONE BY MEN
	DONE BY WOMEN

	Fetching water
	For cooking
	3
	6

	
	For washing clothes
	4
	5

	
	For bathing
	4
	5

	
	For making bricks
	 mostly women
	9

	
	For watering trees
	0
	9

	
	For watering garden
	1
	8

	Social activities
	Sport
	9
	0

	
	School
	All
	All 

	
	Church
	All
	All 

	
	Meetings
	All
	All 

	
	Parties 
	All
	All 

	Other 
	Looking after cattle
	9
	0

	Household activities
	Cleaning yard
	3
	6

	
	Looking after children
	0
	9

	
	Cooking
	1
	8

	
	Fixing fence
	9
	0

	
	Ironing clothes
	5
	4

	
	Chopping wood
	9
	0

	
	Fetching wood
	1
	


	CLUSTER
	ACTIVITY
	DONE BY MEN
	DONE BY WOMEN

	Food security
	Ploughing fields
	8
	1

	
	Backyard garden
	0
	9

	
	Community garden
	0
	9

	
	Fencing Ploughing fields
	7
	2

	
	Fencing Backyard garden
	9
	0

	
	Fencing Community garden
	9
	0

	
	Watering Backyard garden
	0
	9

	
	Watering Community garden
	0
	9

	
	Watering trees
	9
	0

	Income generation
	House construction
	9
	0

	
	Fencing of gardens
	9
	0

	
	Making bricks
	9
	0

	
	Selling veggies
	0
	9

	
	Selling wood
	9
	0

	
	Cutting hair
	9
	0

	
	Braiding hair
	4
	5

	
	Ku pharha 
	0
	9


3.2. Inter-household level

3.2.1. Tool 9: Well-being ranking

Villagers were then asked to cluster household based on the kind of life people led. This took about two hours for people to really start talking. Two options were put forward: to either point out on the map the households that belonged in the same group, or people were to speak for themselves and say roughly what they think their lives are.

This turned out to be a very difficult exercise to carry out. People were not willing to discuss these issues; as a result it was dominated by a handful of young people, mostly young men.

A few households were pointed out as cluster one but could not continue since people did not seem to be comfortable. After some lengthy discussions clustering then began.

· Cluster two: ndyangu wo kota ku tipfuna ku sapota muti (a household that can support itself).

· Cluster three: ndyangu lowu ku nga na xibindzwana, wu kota ku xava mpupu (a household that has a small business to support itself)
· Cluster four: ku nghena mali nyangha yin’wana na yin’wana, wu kota ku xava mpupu (a household with a montly income to support itself)
· Cluster five: ku na munhu wo tirha, ku nghena mali nyangha yin’wana na yin’wana, ku na na xibindzwana (a household that has a small business and an employed member of the family with a monthly income).

· Cluster six: a ku tirhi munhu, a kuna penceni, a ku na xibindzwana (a household where no one is working, no access to social grants and there is no small business)
Refined versions of the clusters identified above:

· Cluster two: va ku ganya (the rich)
· Cluster five: va ku tikota (those that can afford most)
· Cluster four: va le xikarhi (those that are in the “middle”)
· Cluster three: va ku zama (trying to make ends meet)
· Cluster six: swisiwana (the poor)
3.3. Intra-household level

3.3.1. Tool 10: Household interviews

Because the focus of this phase of the SWELL process was on vulnerable households, candidates for interviews were selected for the Home-based care client base. The Hluvukani Home-based care centre has a database of vulnerable households that are provided with health services. It is out of this database that households for interview were drawn. 

Closure. 
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