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Foreword

In its endeavourto W LINE Yardd @rSure adequate food and nutrition security for all people at all (i A Y $1ié@ @&ernmentof Zimbabwecontinuesto exhibit its
commitment towards reducing food and nutrition insecurity, poverty and improving livelihoods amongst the vulnerable populations in Zimbabwe through
operationalizationof Commitment6 of the Food and Nutrition Security Policy (FNSR)Under the coordination of the Food and Nutrition Council,the Zimbabwe
VulnerabilityAssessmen€Committee(ZimVACundertook the 2021 RuralLivelihoodsAssessmentthe 215t sinceits inception ZimVAGJs a technicaladvisorycommittee
comprisedof representativesrom GovernmentDevelopmentPartners UN,NGOsTechnicalAgenciesand the AcademiaThroughits assessmentZimVAContinuesto
collect,synthesizeand disseminatehigh qualityinformation on the food and nutrition securitysituationin a timely manner

The 2021 RLAwas motivated by the needto provide credibleand timely datato inform progressof commitmentsin the NationalDevelopmentStrategyl (NDS1) and
inform planningfor targetedinterventionsto help the vulnerablepeoplein both their short and long-term vulnerabilitycontext Furthermore,asthe Wy § @ NMihderQ
COVIBL9 remainsfluid and dynamic,characterizedoy a high degreeof uncertainty,the assessmensoughtto provideup to date information on how rural food systems
and livelihoodshavebeenimpactedby the pandemic Thereport coversthematicareaswhichincludethe following education,food andincomesourcesjncomelevels,
expenditurepatterns,food security, COVIBEL9, WASHsocialprotectionandgenderbasedviolence,amongotherissues

Our sincereappreciationgoesto the ZimVAGaswell asthe food and nutrition securitystructuresat both provincialand district levelsfor successfullycarryingout the
survey Thesestructurescontinueto exhibit greatcommitmenttowardsensuringthat everyZimbabwearremainsfree from hungerand malnutrition. We alsoextendour
appreciationto Governmentand DevelopmentPartnersfor the financial support and technical leadershipwhich made the assessment resoundingsuccess The
collaborationof the rural communitiesof Zimbabweaswell asthe rural local authoritiesis sincerelyappreciated Theleadership,coordinationand managementof the
whole assessmentlisplayedby the staff at the Foodand Nutrition CounciFNC)s alsogreatlyappreciated

We submitthis report to you for your useand referencein your invaluablework. We hope it will light your way asyou searchfor lastingmeasuresn addressingpriority
issueskeepingmanyof our rural householdsrulnerableto food andnutrition insecurity

GeorgeD. Kembo(DR)
FNCDirector/ ZimVAQChairperson
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Introduction andBackground



Introduction

A ZimVAdQivelihoodsl & & S a aras@itgcondimdeto be animportant tool for informingand guidingpoliciesand programmesthat respond

to the prevailingfood and nutrition securitysituation Todate, 21 rural and 8 urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced

A ZimVAlaysa significantrole in fulfilling CommitmentSix,of the Food and Nutrition SecurityPolicy (FNSPYGoZ 2012, in which the
G D2 @S N§F Yibalkweis committed to ensuringa national integrated food and nutrition securityinformation systemthat provides

timely and reliable information on the food and nutrition security situation and the effectivenessof programmesand informs decision
YFE1TAYy3E

A It hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCo coordinateannuallivelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupportof ZimVAC



Zimbabwe Vulnerablility Assessment Committee
(ZIMVAC)

ZimVAGs a consortiumof Government DevelopmentPartners,UN,NGOsTechnicalAgenciesandthe Academialt wasestablished
in 2002andis led andregulated by Governmentlt is chaired by FNCa departmentin the Office of the President and Cabinet
whose mandateis to promote a multi-sectoralresponseto food insecurityand nutrition problemsin a mannerthat ensuresthat

everyZimbabweans free from hungerand malnutrition.

ZimVAGupportsGovernmentparticularlyFNdn:

A Conveningand coordinatingnationalfood and nutrition securityissuesn Zimbabwe

A Chartinga practicalway forward for fulfilling legaland existingpolicy commitmentsin food and nutrition security
A AdvisingGovernmentn the strategicdirectionin food and nutrition security

A Undertakinga & ¢ I (i ONCGER{as8supportingand facilitating action to ensuresector commitmentsin food and nutrition are
kepton trackthroughanumberof corefunctionssuchas
A Undertakingfood and nutrition assessmentsanalysisandresearch
A Promotingmulti-sectoralandinnovativeapproachedor addressindood and nutrition insecurity,and

A Supportingand buildingnational capacityfor food and nutrition securityincludingat sub-nationallevels



Assessment Rationale

A Theperformanceof the agriculturalseasonith the disruptionof food systemsand markets,the COVIBL9 pandemiccoupledwith the prevailing

macro-economicenvironmenthasaffectedthe livelihoodsof the rural population

A Theimpacton the livelihoods,which hasripple effects on householdwellbeingoutcomes,had not been quantified and ascertainedhencethe

needto carryout alivelihoodsassessment

A Theassessmentesultswill be usedto:

A Inform planningfor targetedinterventionsto help the vulnerablepeople,giventhe prevailingsituationin the country aswell astheir long

term vulnerabilitycontext
A Inform short, mediumandlongterm interventionsthat addressmmediateandlongterm needsaswell asbuildingresilientlivelihoods

A Monitor and report towards commitmentswithin the guidingframeworksof existingnational food and nutrition policiesand strategies

amongthem the NationalDevelopmentStrategyl, the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicyandthe ZeroHungerStrategy

A Monitor interventionsto ensure adherenceto the principlesspelt out in regional and international frameworkswhich Zimbabwehas

committeditself to whichincludethe ComprehensivéfricanAgricultureDevelopmentrogrammgCAADPandthe SDGs

A Guideearlywarningfor earlyaction



Purpose

Theoverallpurposeof the assessmenivasto providean annualupdateon livelihoodsin %2A Y © | fudl&r@as for the purposesof informing

policyformulationand programmingappropriateinterventions



ODbjectives

Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentvere:

A Toestimatethe populationthat is likelyto be food insecurein the 2021/ 22 consumptionyear,their geographidistribution andthe severity
of their food insecurity

A Assessmpactand severityof COVIEL9 on rural livelihoods

A Toassesshe nutrition statusof childrenof 6 ¢ 59 months

T>

To describethe sociaeconomicprofiles of rural householdsn terms of suchcharacteristicsaas their demographicsaccesgo basicservices
(education,health servicesand water and sanitationfacilities),assetsjncomesourcesjncomesand expenditurepatterns,food consumption
patternsand consumptioncopingstrategies

Todeterminethe coverageof humanitarianand developmentainterventionsin the country.
Toidentify developmentpriorities for communities
Todeterminethe effectsof shocksexperiencedoy communitieson food and nutrition security

Tomeasurehouseholdresilienceandidentify constraintsto improvingtheir resilience

o o Do Do D>

Toidentify earlyrecoveryneedsin orderto determineshortto longterm recoverystrategies



Background

A The2021RLAwasundertakenagainsta continuouslyevolvingfood and nutrition securitysituation.

A Sinceits genesisthe COVIBL9 pandemichascontinuedto wreak havocon both urbanand rural populations TheWy ¥ @ NMihderQOVIBL9 remainsfluid and
dynamic,characterizedby a high degreeof uncertainty Thepandemichashad implicationson food securityand nutrition asfood systemshavebeenaffectedand
threatenedLJS 2 Lacc®8s@a@food viamultiple dynamics

A Foodsupplychainshavebeendisrupteddue to lockdownstriggeredby the globalhealth crisis,but alsoa major globaleconomicslowdown Thishasled to lower
incomesand higherfood prices,makingfood out of reachfor vulnerablehouseholds The strict and widespreadcontrol measuresare unsustainablen the long
term. Theimpact of the pandemicamidstother shockswill likely causesignificantdeterioration and erosionof livelihoods,productive assetsas well asthe food
and nutrition security of vulnerablehouseholds The closureof rural food and livestockmarketswill affect the incomesof rural livelihoods At the sametime,
closuresof restaurantsand hotels will continueto reducethe demandfor fresh produce,meat and fish, reducingthe incomesof farmers, livestockkeepersand

suppliers

A Thevulnerablerural householdshavelittle to nothingto cushionthe effects of the shock(pandemic) Asthey experiencemarket failures, they havelittle or no
accesdo formal insurance and credit and risk managementmechanismsThevulnerablehouseholdshave challengesn accessindiquidity, worsenedby reduced
casuallabour opportunitiesand the closureof informal marketswhere they tend to sell their products The enforcementof socialdistancingcombinedwith the
covariate nature of the crisiswill likely overwhelm and/or reduce the rural K 2 dza S KaécésRait@ditional community networks and institutions of social

reciprocity,whichhavehistoricallyprovideda safetynet in times of crisis

A Requirementsto maintain socialdistancingand travel restrictionsare negativelyimpactingprogrammedelivery and humanitarianand developmentalactivities,

whichthreatensfood andnutrition security



Background

A Travelrestrictionsandborder closuresare likely to delaythe movementof the essentialsuppliessuchasfertilizerswhichare crucialfor the
preparation for the 20212022 cropping season The disruption of agriculturalinputs suppliesis likely to affect the progressionof the
currentagriculturalseasorwhichis very muchneededto start the recoveryfrom the backto backdroughtsthat havebeenexperiencedn

the recentpastandaffect¥ I NJyligeNlddds Thiscouldhavelongerterm implicationson the food and nutrition securityof households

A Agricultureasone of the key economicsectorsfundamentalto the projected economicgrowth aspiredfor under the Government'sVision
2030had a good start to the 2020 21 rainfall season The country experiencedlropicalStorm Chaleneand TropicalCycloneEloise which
increasedaveragecumulativerainfall from October2020to end of January2021 This resultedin improvedwater availabilityand access,
improved livestockcondition, improvedpasturequality availabilityand quality. However,the incessantrainsalsoincreasedhe risk of tick-

bornediseasesswell asfoot rot in livestock

A The20202021agricultureseasorrecordedanincreasen the areaplantedto maizeand soyabeansowingto the overwhelmingsupportby
Governmentand the private sector However,challengegeported in the sectorinclude crop damagedueto Fallarmyworm, crop damage
due to Tropical Storm Chaleneand Tropical CycloneEloise(particularly, Chimanimaniand Chipingedistricts), water loggingas well as

fertilizer shortages

A With the majority of the rural LJ2 LJdzt Hivelh@gsmastlyinfluencedby agriculture(both cropsand livestock) the experiencedclimate

related shockamay negativelyaffect householdfood and nutrition security



Background

A Povertycontinuesto be one of the major underlyingcauseof vulnerabilityto food and nutrition insecurityaswell asprecariouslivelihoods

in Zimbabwe Accordingto the ZIMSTAPoverty,Income,Consumptiorand ExpenditureSurvey2017 Report,70.5% of the populationwere

poor whilst 29.3%were deemedextremelypoor.

A Yearonyearinflation for April 2021wasat 194.1%



Assessment Methodology



Methodology ¢ Assessment Design
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Figure 1: Food and Nutrition Conceptual Framework

A

The assessmentwas a crosssectional study whose
design was guided and informed by the Food and
Nutrition Security Conceptualframework (Figure 1),
whichZimbabweadoptedin the FNSKGoZ 2012, and
the conceptualframeworkon food securitydimensions
propoundedby Joneset al. (2013.

The assessmentvas also guidedand informed by the
resilienceframework (figure 2) so asto influencethe
early recovery of households affected by various
shocks

The assessmentooked at food availabilityand access
as pillars that have confounding effects on food
securityasdefinedin the FNSRGo0Z 2012).
Accordinglythe assessmenimeasuredthe amount of
energyavailableto a householdfrom all its potential
sources hence the primary sampling unit for the
assessmentvasthe household
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Livelihoods

Outcomes
1. Target Group 2. Context 3. Disturbances 4. Relative 5. Resilience Capacities 6. Reactionto
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Figure 2Zimbabwe resilience framework (UNDP Zimbabwe, 015
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A ZimVACthrough multi-stakeholderconsultations developedan appropriateassessmentlesignconceptnote and data collectiontools informed

by the assessmenbbjectives

A The primary data collection tools usedin the assessmentvere the androidcbasedstructured householdquestionnaireand the community

FocusGroupDiscussiorfFGDYyuide

A ZimVAational supervisorgincludingProvincialAgritex ExtensionOfficersand ProvincialNutritionists) and enumeratorswere recruited from
Government, United Nations, Technicalpartners and Non-Governmental Organisations These underwent training in all aspectsof the

assessmentn orderto minimiserisk of spreadingCOVIBLY, training for both supervisorand enumeratorswasdonevirtually.

A TheMinistry of Healthand ChildCarewasthe lead ministry in the developmentof the Infection, Preventionand Control (IPC)guidelineswhich

guidedprocessegrom surveyplanningto datacollection

A The Ministry of LocalGovernment,through the ProvincialDevelopment/ 2 2 NR A gfflcds obidirated the recruitment of district level
enumeratorsand mobilisationof provincialsupervisionand district enumerationvehicles Enumeratordor the current assessmenivere drawn
from an alreadyexistingdatabaseof thosewho participatedin one or two previousZimVAGssessmentd-ourenumeratorswere selectedfrom

eachdistrict for datacollection In selecteddistricts,two additionalenumeratorswere recruitedasanthropometrists



Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A Primarydata collectiontook placefrom 3 to 20 July,2021 In recognisingthe risk of spreadingCOVIBL9 during data collection, innovative
approacheswere used to collect vital information without causingany harm. The RLAwas guided by global and country specific

recommendationsand all necessaryprecautionswere takento avoid potential transmissiorof COVIEL9 betweenenumeratorsand community

members

A In order to reduce exposureto COVIBL9 through personto person physicalcontact, primary caregiverswere capacitatedto measuretheir
childrenusingMid-UpperArm Circumferencd MUACYapesandassessmenbf oedema In the caseof anthropometristsrecruitedfrom MoHCC
additionalappropriatePPBEvasprovided(gloves disposablelasticaprons)to enablethem to measureparticipantsaged5 to 19 yearsin twenty

selecteddistricts

A Data analysisand report writing ran from 23 May to 3 June2021 Varioussecondarydata sourcesand field observationswere used to

contextualisethe analysisandreporting.



Methodology- Sampling and Sample Size

A Householdfood insecurity prevalence was usedas the key indicator to determine
the sample to ensure 95% confidence level of statistical representativenessat

district, provincialand nationallevel

A The surveycollected data from 175 randomly selectedEnumeratedAreas(EAS)in
the province
A Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof:

A Samplingf 25 clustersper eachof the 7 rural districts,denotedasEAsin this
assessmentfrom the Zimbabwe Statistics Agency (ZIMSTATR012 master
samplingframe usingthe PPSnethodology

A Thesecondstage involvedthe systematicandomsamplingof 10 households

per EA(village)

A At most, 250 householdswere interviewed per district, bringingthe total sampled

householdsn the provinceto 1736

A 5 FGDsvere held per district.

Number of Sampled

Districts Households
Beitbridge 242
Bulilima 250
Gwanda 250
Insiza 251
Mangwe 245
Matobo 253
Umzingwane 245
Total 1736




Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

100

I Water Bodies
|| Provincial Boundary
| District Boundary
<< Protected Areas
Sampled Wards

Not Sampled
B Sampled Wards
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Data Preparation and Analysis

w Primarydatawastranscribed usingCSEntrypn android gadgetsand usingCSProlt wasconsolidated and convertedinto
SPSSTATANnd DBFdatasetsfor:
A Householdstructured interviews

A Districtkeyinformant FocusGroupDiscussiorftranscribedin excel)
w Datacleaningandanalysisvere done usingSPSSTATAENA Microsoft Exceland GlSpackages

w Analysesof the different thematic areascoveredby the assessmentvere informed and guided by relevantlocal and

internationalframeworks,wherethey exist

w Genderasa crosscuttingissue wasrecognisedhroughoutthe analysis



Technical Scope

The2021RLAcollectedand analysednformation on the followingthematicareas

1  Education
1 Health

1T WASH

1  Nutrition

1  Agricultureandother rural livelihoodsactivities

1 Foodsecurity

T Resilience

1  Sociabrotection

1 Linkagesmongstthe keysectoralandthematicareas

1 Crosscuttingissuessuchasgender,disability



Assessment Findings



Household Demographics



Household Characteristics (Household Size)

District Average Minimum Maximum
Beitbridge 4.6 1.0 16.0
Bulilima 4.8 1.0 14.0
Mangwe 4.8 1.0 14.0
Gwanda 4.7 1.0 15.0
Insiza 3.7 1.0 14.0
Matobo 3.8 1.0 12.0
Umzingwane 4.4 1.0 14.0
Mat South 4.4 1.0 16.0

A TheaveragehouseholdsizeMatabelelandSouthwas4.4.

A Bulilimaand MangweDistrictshadthe biggestaveragehouseholdsizein the provinceat 4.8.
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Characteristics of Household Head (Sex and Age)

Sex of Household Head (%) Age of Household Head
District Male Female Average Minimum
Beitbridge 59.1 40.9 51.4 18.0
Bulilima 37.6 62.4 55.8 15.0
Mangwe 42.0 58.0 57.2 17.0
Gwanda 55.8 44.2 58.3 18.0
Insiza 57.6 42.4 52.3 18.0
Matobo 62.5 37.5 57.5 20.0
Umzingwane 60.8 39.2 53.9 17.0
Mat South 53.6 46.4 55.2 15.0

A Bulilima(62.4%) and Mangwe(58%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichwere femaleheaded

A Theaverageageof householdheadwas55.2.
29



Characteristics of Household Head: Religion

Roman Apostolic Other Other

Catholic | Protestant| Pentecostal Sect Zion Christian | Traditional| religion |No religion
District (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%) (%) (%0) €0)) (%0)
Beitbridge 1.7 0.8 17.4 27.7 10.3 6.2 5.0 0.4 30.6
Bulilima 3.2 2.4 6.8 16.8 34.4 13.6 2.4 0.4 20.0
Mangwe 24.9 3.2 4.0 16.5 32.5 2.8 2.4 4.4 9.2
Gwanda 1.6 17.9 14.3 15.5 18.3 8.8 1.2 2.4 19.9
Insiza 2.9 12.8 17.3 29.6 19.8 1.2 1.6 2.9 11.5
Matobo 10.3 3.2 10.7 9.5 28.2 12.3 0.0 6.7 19.0
Umzingwane 2.4 8.2 12.7 21.6 12.7 10.6 1.2 3.3 27.3
Mat South 6.8 6.9 11.8 19.5 22.4 8.0 2.0 2.9 19.6
A About19.6%o0f the householdheadsin the provincereportedthat they followed no religion
A Themostcommonreligionamonghouseholdheadsin the provincewasZion(22.4%). 30



Household Head Education Level

Mat South — 21 2
Umzingwane |NZSINNssmmn 28 3
Matobo | IESINze 22 26 6
Insiza |G s s 25 2
Gwanda [EENISRNNse 2 22 2
Mangwe (ISR as 17 2
Bulilima | 10001
Beitbridge — 22 0
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%
m None mPrimarylevel mZJClevel = O'level m A Level and above

A Atleast 41% of households in the province were headed by members with primary level education and 21% with O Level.

A This minimal level of education shows the ability of the respondents to interact with the subject of the research.
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Characteristics of Household Head: Marital Status

V| - oy ™ B OB = .

25
80 35 24 27 27 30
37 38

Proportion of Household Heads (%)

Beitbridge Bulilima Mangwe Gwanda Insiza Matobo Umzingwane Mat South

m Married living together = Married living apart  m Divorced/seperated Widowed = Never married

A Mangwehadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho were widowed (38%).

A Bulilimahadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho were marriedand living apart (15%).
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Orphaned Children by District

100
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Beitbridge Bulilima Mangwe Gwanda Insiza Matobo Umzingwane Mat South

Proportion of households (%)

A Atleast20%of the householdshad orphansin MatabelelandSouth
A Thehighestproportion of householdghat had orphanswasin Insiza(26%) whilst the lowestwasin Mangwe(14%).
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Education



School Attendance
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m Currently going to school m Ever sent away from school during the first term because of non- payment of fees

The proportion of children attending schoolin the province was 73% whilst 27% where not in school Matobo (65%) had the lowest
proportion of childrenattendingschool
Inthe province,about 22% of childrenof schoolgoingagewere oncesentawayfor non-paymentof feesduringthe first term.

Umzingwang31%) hadthe highestproportion of childrenwho were oncesentawayfor non-paymentof feesduringthe first term. 5



Not Non-

Expensiv Child intereste|payment of Distance| Work for |Help with Failure
orno |CompleteqconsideredPregnanc] din last term to school| food or |househol| No food | e.g. of
money | O/A level| too young |/marriage| school |school feegllinesy too far | money | d work | at home| exams

District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) | (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Beitbridge 20 20 6.7 20 0 0 0 0 6.7 0 6.7 0
Bulilima 66.7 2.8 8.3 11.1 5.6 5.6 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mangwe 75 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gwanda 35.7 35.7 7.1 0 7.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Insiza 22.2 11.1 11.1 0 0 11.1 0 11.1 0 0 0 0
Matobo 50 16.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16.7 0 0
Umzingwan{ 40.6 25 9.4 4.7 4.7 0 3.1 1.6 0 0 0 1.6
Mat South 44.6 18.2 8.8 6.8 4.1 2 1.4 1.4 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7

A Themajority of children(44.6%9) were not attendingschoolbecauseof lackof moneyor unaffordabilityof schoolfees Thiswasmostworrisome
in Mangwe(75%).

A Another causefor concernwasthe drop out due to pregnancy(6.8%). The problem was most pronouncedin Beitbridge (20%) and Bulilima
(11%).

A Matobo hada perculiarproblemof childrennot attendingschoolin orderto do householdwork (16.7%). 36



Chronic llinesses



Households with Members who had Confirmed
Chronic lliness
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Approximately8.2%of householdsn the provincehad memberswho had confirmedchronicconditions

Gwandadistrict (9.5%) hadthe highestproportion whilst Beitbridge (6%0 hadthe least
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Common Chronic llinesses by District

Hyperter
sion, [Diabetes Arthritis,| - . Ulcer, . .
_— HIV High high | Asthma| chronic Epllepsy Heart Stroke | chronic |Tuberculosiy Cancer 'leer Kldney
District AIDS seizures| disease diseasegdiseases
blood | blood (%) body | (%) [stomach (%) (%)
(%) : fits (%) | (%) : (%) (%)
pressurgsugar (% pain (%) pain (%)
(%)
Beitbridge 29.3 32.9 13.4 3.7 7.3 3.7 0 2.4 1.2 2.4 0 0 0
Bulilima 39.7 31.4 7.4 9.1 3.3 1.7 0.8 0.8 3.3 0 0.8 0.8 0
Mangwe 33.1 33.8 7.7 7.7 3.1 3.1 1.5 3.1 0 15 0.8 0 0
Gwanda 29 19.8 18.3 9.2 7.6 3.1 2.3 0.8 0.8 0 0 0 0.8
Insiza 40.5 14.9 4.1 6.8 9.5 6.8 2.7 2.7 4.1 2.7 0 1.4 0
Matobo 32.7 28.6 12.2 5.1 9.2 3.1 2 2 0 0 1 1 1
Umzingwang 57.4 15.8 9.9 5.9 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0
Mat South 37 25.8 10.7 7.1 5.6 2.8 1.6 1.6 1.2 0.9 0.5 0.4 0.3

A Almost 37% of households had at least one member who had HIV/AIDS whilst about 25.8% reported having a member withdiypertensi

A The prevalence of diabetes was highest in Gwanda district (18.3%) whilst cancer was higtMatbbih(1%) andJmzingwang1%).
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Forms of Support for People Living with

HIV/IAIDS
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m Food aid Cash transfer for care givers

Counselling sessions/ home visits = School support = Vocational training

A The majority of households (63.5%) received counseling sessions/home visits as support for members living with HIV/AIDS.

40




Chronically Il Persons Who Missed Medication
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A Theproportion of chronicallyill householdmemberswho missedtheir medicationwas9.2%
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Reasons for Missing Medication

Failure to access the health facility for more medicatioh 2.5
To avoid side effects |l 2.5
Failed to follow the instructions for taking the medicineqll 2.5
Lack of transport to go and collect the drugsillli 8.8
No money to pay for transport [l 10.0

Did not have the required currency to purchas¢ililii 11.3

Medication too expensive so could not afford— 60.0

O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Proportion of Households (%)

A significantproportion of thosewho reported to have misseda dose for chronicconditionswere largelyaffectedby a lackof
financialresourcedo acquirethe necessarynedication(60%).

Theother most reported reasonsfor missinga dosefor other chronicconditionsin MatabelelandSouthincluded not having
the requiredcurrencyto purchasethe medication(11.3%) aswell aslackof moneyto payfor transport(10%).
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Social Protection



Households Which Received Any Form of Support
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m 2020 m2021

A Theproportion of householdghat receivedanyform of supportin the provincedecreasedrom 87%in 2020to 85%in 2020

A Howeverjin Gwandahere wasanincreasefrom 54%to 88%wasreportedin the sameperiod.
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Sources of Any Form of Support

Governmenf UN/NGO Church Rural Urban Charitable
Support Support Support Relatives | Relatives | Diaspora Groups
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Beitbridge 45 29 5 15 80 19 9
Bulilima 57 11 1 16 5 36 13
Gwanda 56 20 1 27 25 30 1
Insiza 58 48 19 16 18 14 8
Mangwe 69 32 2 10 15 65 17
Matobo 44 o7 13 16 11 4 4
Umzingwane 83 23 6 9 14 13 8
Mat South 59 32 7 16 15 22 7

A Government(59%9) remainsthe main sourceof supportfor householdsin the provincefollowed by UN

agencieand NGO(32%).

A Beitbridgehadthe highestproportion of householdg80%) receivingsupportfrom urbanrelatives

A Mangwe receivedthe highest proportion of householdsthat receivedremittances from outside the
country (65%).
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Formsof Supportfrom Government

: Livestocl .
Crop leeStoc_lsupport: cher WASH WeatherCovid19
Food | Cash| . support: [~ livestocK . and related
inputs Tick inputs | . Other
(%) | (%) (%) passon Grease( support (%) climate [support
0] 0] 0] 0]
District (%) %) (%) (%) (%)
Beitbridge 97.2 | 6.4 9.2 0 1.8 0 0 0 0 0
Bulilima 938 | 14 | 17.4 0.7 6.3 0 0 0 0 0
Gwanda 93.1| 2.8 15.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Insiza. 89.2 | 5.8 10.1 0 3.6 0 3.6 0 0.7 0
Mangwe 93 2.3 11.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.6
Matobo 99.1 | 0.9 2.6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.9
Umzingwane 995 | 44 | 10.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Mat South 95 3.4 | 11.2 0.1 1.6 0 0.5 0 0.1 0.4

AF00d(95 %) and cropinputs (11.2 %) remainthe major form of supportfrom Government

AUmzingwanéhadthe highestproportion of householdg99.5%) receivingsupportin the form of food.
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Forms of Support from UN/NGO

LivestocK Livestock Other Weather|COVIDB19
Crop i 1. WASH
Food | Cash| . support: | support: | livestock| . and related
inputs h inputs . Other
(%) | (%) (%) passon | Tick | support (%) climate | support
District 0 (%) |grease(d (%) (%) (%)
Beitbridge 81.2 (304 17.4 0 0 1.4 2.9 0 0 2.9
Bulilima 88.9 0 11.1 0 0 0 3.7 0 0 0
Gwanda 98.1 0 1.9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Insiza 83.6 [12.1| 10.3 1.7 4.3 1.7 20.7 0 3.4 0.9
Mangwe 86.4 | 9.9 13.6 0 0 0 22.2 0 22.2 1.2
Matobo 91 |20.7| 0.7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.7
Umzingwane 76.7 | 11.7| 13.3 0 0 0 1.7 0 1.7 1.7
Mat South 86.6 | 145( 8.7 0.4 0.9 0.5 8.3 0 4.2 1.1

A Themajority (86.6%) of householdsn the provincereceivedsupportin the form of food aid.

A Gwandahadthe highestproportion of householdg98.1%) receivingfood assistance

47



Support During Peak Hunger Period

100
90
80
70 67
60

82

50 | 45
40

30 27
20
10

Proportion of Households (%)

Beitbrigde Bulilima Mangwe Gwanda Insiza Matobo  Umzingwane Mat South

mGvt mUN/NGO m Both Govt&UN/NGO

A Matobo hadthe highestproportion of householdseingassistedby UN/NGOg56%) duringpeakhungerperiod.

A Governmentupportwasmostdominantin Umzingwan€82%) and Beitbridgehavingthe lowestproportion of 45%.
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Agricultural Production



Crop Production



Cereal Stocks as at 1 April 2021

District Cereal stocks (kgs) A Theaveragehouseholdcerealstocksasat 1 April for the province
Beitbridge 21.9 were 18.4kg per household
Bulilima 7.1 A Mangwe had the highestaveragestocks(35.2kg) whilst Bulilima
Mangwe 35.2 hadthe least(7.1kg).
Gwanda 9.4
Insiza o5 3
Matobo 20.0
Umzingwane 18.5
Mat South 18.4
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Maize from Casual Labour and Remittances

District Casualabour (Kg) Remittances (KQ)
Beitbridge 11.0 1.7
Bulilima 2.6 0.2
Mangwe 2.1 0.0
Gwanda 7.3 0.1
Insiza 6.9 0.0
Matobo 1.9 0.0
Umzingwane 4.2 1.8
Mat South 41 0.1

A Beitbridgereportedthe highestmaizequantity receivedthrough casualabour (11kg)while Matobo hadthe least(1.9%).

A Umzingwand1.8kg)and Beitbridge(1.7kg) had the highestmaizestocksfrom remittances
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Households that Grew Various Crops

Crop Bei'z(l)a/;;dge Bu(loi/lci))ma Mz?g}gwe Gv(\;);\da Ir(los/(i))za Mzzl(';)))bo Umzi(;g)wane Mat South (%)
Maize 66 73 66 91 76 84 85 77
Sorghum 47 39 70 43 16 51 4 39
Finger millet 2 15 2 12 0 8 0 6
Pearimilllet 26 53 54 9 1 17 1 23
Tubers 1 18 7 15 12 1 24 11
Cowpeas 13 34 34 47 23 12 22 27
Groundnuts 20 40 47 63 24 23 27 35
Roundnuts 18 30 35 39 13 12 18 23
Sugar beans 5 2 19 4 5 1 14 7
Soya beans 2 0 9 1 2 0 3 2

A Maize (77%) was most grown crop in the provincefollowed by sorghum(39%9), groundnuts(35%), cowpeas(27%9, pearl millet (23%) and round nut

23%).

A Pearlmillet wascommonlygrownin Beitbridge(26%), Bulilima(53%) and Mangwe(54%).
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T

Average Household Cereal Production

Months of cereal supply (%)

Cereals in Oto3 4t06 7t09 9to 11 12 and
Province Kgs months months months months above
Beitbridge 165.9 77.3 14.9 3.3 1.7 2.9
Bulilima 237.1 57.2 20.0 10.4 4.0 8.4
Mangwe 368.8 48.4 19.2 13.2 4.4 14.8
Gwanda 340.9 35.9 25.5 16.3 6.4 15.9
Insiza 553.2 42.0 12.7 7.8 7.3 30.2
Matobo 476.3 41.9 17.0 13.0 4.3 23.7
Umzingwane 377.8 48.2 18.4 11.4 2.9 19.2
Mat South 360.5 50 18 11 4 16
National 543.8 35 18 12 6 29

Theaveragehouseholdcerealproductionin the provincewas360.5kg.
Insizadistrict reportedthe highestaveragehouseholdmaizeproductionof 553 .2kgwhilst Beitbridgereported the lowestat 165.9kg.
At provinciallevel,50% of householdgoroducedenoughcerealto last0 to 3 monthswhile 16% producedcerealsupplyfor 12 monthsand

above 54



Cereal Self Sufficiency

Number of months Districts

7- 9 Months Mangwe

9¢ 12 Months Beitbridge

Over 12 months Bulilima Gwanda Insiza Matobo, Umzingwane

Fromthe 2020 21 SecondRoundCropand LivestockAssessment, out of 7 districtsin the provinceproducedenoughcerealto

lastover12 months
Thismeansthat factorsthat affect food accesseedto be addressedo ensureequitable distribution of cerealfrom districts

with surplusto deficitareas




Livestock



Households which Owned Cattle
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mzero monetotwo mthreetofour ©five m>five

A Theproportionof householdghat did not own cattle remainedhighin MatabelelandSouth(60%).

A The highest proportion of householdsthat owned more than five (5) cattle was in Gwanda(20%) and Insiza(20%) and the lowest was in
Umzingwang13%).
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Households that Owned Draught Cattle
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A In MatabelelandSouth,the proportion of householdghat did not own draughtcattle was88%

A Beitbridge(95%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat did not own draughtpower.

58




Households that Owned Goats
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A Theproportion of householdghat did not own goatsin MatabelelandSouthwas63%

A Matobo (84%) and Umzingwan&68%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat did not own goats

A Thehighestproportion of householdghat owned5 or more goatswasin Beitbridge(30%) andthe lowestwasin Umzingwan&2%).
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Households which owned Poultry
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Theproportion of householdghat ownedpoultry in MatabelelandSouthwas(71%).

Gwanda91%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith poultry.
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Average Livestock Numbers per Household
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m Cattle owned m Goats owned

A Theaveragecattle herd sizeper householdwas7, whilst the averagegoatflock sizeper householdwas9.
A Beitbridgehadthe highestaverageholdingof cattle (8) and goats(12) per household

A Umzingwand5) hadthe lowestaverageof cattle and goatholdingper household
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Livestock Offtake Rates

Cattle Goats
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Percentagefftake refersto the numberof animalssold/slaughteredannuallyasa fraction of total herd. It is anindicatorof the businessapproachin
livestockproductionandits contributionto householdivelihoods

Offtakerateswere generallylow with a provincialaverageof 5%for cattle and 13%for goats Thetargetis to increaseofftake to about20%for cattle
and40%for goats

Insizaand Beitbridgehadthe highestcattle offtake (9%, while goat offtake washighestin Gwanda(13%). 62



Households that Reported Cattle Deaths and Causes of Mortali

Households that reported cattle deaths Causes of Deaths
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A Approximately43%of householdsn the provincereported cattle deaths
A Themajority of householdg61%) indicatedthat the causeof cattle deathswasdrought/water shortages

A Beitbridge(77%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat experiencedattle deathswhile Matobo hadthe least(24%).
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Agricultural Extension Services



Agricultural Extension and Training

Households which Recelved

Agricultural Extension Services

Households which Received
Agricultural Training

Proportion of Households (%)
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Bulilima(46%) hadthe lowestproportion of householdgeachedwith agriculturalextensionsupportin MatabelelandSouthProvince

Accesgo agriculturaltraining (90%) wasgenerallyhighthroughoutthe province
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Households which Received Agriculture
Extension VISItS
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A Accesso agriculturalextensionvisitswasgenerallyhigh (76%) throughoutthe provincewith the exceptionof Bulilima(37%9).
A Umzingwane(89%), recorded the highest proportion of householdsthat had received agricultural extension visits from Government

ExtensiorOfficersand other ExtensiorOfficers
66




Households which Received Cropping and
Livestock Advice

Households which Received Cropping Households which Received Livestock

Advice Advice
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A Approximately85% of householdsn MatabelelandSouthreceivedcroppingadvice while 66% receivedlivestockadvicefrom extension

officers
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Households Satisfied with Livestock Advice
Recelved
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m Not Satisfied Somewhat Satisfied m Satisfied

A Ofthe 66% householdsthat receivedlivestockadvicein MatabelelandSouth Province,84% were satisfiedwhilst 15% were somewhat

satisfied
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Households which Recelved Extension Support
on January Disease

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Nationallyabout 49%of householdghat ownedlivestockhad receivedextensionsupporton TheileriosigJanuarydisease)

A MatabelelandSouthhadthe lowestproportion of householdghat receivedextensionsupporton JanuaryDisease
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Households which Recelved Extension Support
on Fall Army Worm

100
90
S 80 76
2 70 09 - 65
2 61 61 o4
% 60
o
L 50
© 40
.5 40
o 30
Q.
Q
a 20

10

0

Beitbridge Bulilima Mangwe Gwanda Insiza Matobo Umzingwane Mat South

A Inthe province,the proportion of householdshat were reachedwith extensionsupporttowardsFallArmyWormwas64%

A Gwanda(76%) and Insiza(71%) hadthe highestproportion of householdseached
70



Households which Received Extension Support
on Weather and Climate
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A Gwanda(82%) reported the highestproportion of householdswvhich receivedextensionsupporton weather and climate, whilst Bulilimahad

the lowestat 54%
71



Households with Access to Animal Health
Centres

Households with Access to Animal Satisfaction with Quality of Service
Health Centres Received from the Animal Health Centres
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A About53%of the householdswith livestockin MatabelelandSouthhad accesgo animalhealth centres

A Approximately81%of householdshat had accesse@nimalhealth centreswere satisfiedby the servicegendered 72



Households which Received Early Warning
Information

Households which Received Early Households which used Early Warning

Warning Information Information to Plan Response Mechanisms
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Bulilima district (27%) had the least proportion of householdswhich reported to have received early warning informationsuch as
weather,climatechangeand seasonaperformance.
Of those householdswhichreceivedthe early warninginformation in MatabelelandSouth,68% reported to haveusedthe information

for planningresponsemechanisms /3



Agricultural Produce Markets



District Cattle Prices (USD)

Il Wwater Bodies
["1 Provincial Boundary
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to USD402

Beitbridge(USD280).

A The lowest prices were

A Averagecattle pricesrangedfrom USD280

A The highest average cattle prices were
reportedin Matobo (USD402).

reported
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District Goat Prices (USD)

A Goat prices ranged from USD
30to USD44.

A The highest goat prices were
reportedin Mangwe(USD44).

‘ I ‘. | A The lowest goat prices were

Ciiigal e 2 » reported in Beitbridgeat (USD

/ ' 30).
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District Average Maize Grain Prices (USD)
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A Averagemaize grain prices ranged from
USD8 to USD 10 per 20 litre bucket
Thesewere the highestin the country,

A The lowest maize grain prices were
reported in Beitbridge and Bulilima USD
8/bucket.

A The highest maize grain prices in the
provincewere in Matobo at USD10 per
20 litre Bucket

A Maize grain was not available on the

marketin Mangweduringthe time of the

survey
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District Maize Meal Prices (USD)
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A

A

Maize meal pricesrangedfrom USD
3to USD11 per 10kgbag

Highest price of Maize Meal was
recordedin UmzingwangUSDL1).
Maizemealwasnot availableon the
market in Mangwe during the time

of the survey
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Value Chain Practices



Households Market Information Access
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® Familiar m Used Trained

In the province, about 10.5% of the householdsindicated that they were aware of how to accessmarket information through various

channels
About 6.4% of householdsreported that they had usedthe information they accessedvhile 7.4% reported that they receivedtraining on

how to accessnarketinformation
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Access to Grain Storage Facllity
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A Inthe province38%of householdseportedthat they hadaccesgo grainstoragefacility.

A Mangwe(69%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith accesgo a grainstoragefacility whilst Bulilima(19%) hadthe least
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Structures Used by Households to Store Grain

Traditional Ordinary Improved
Ordinary roon| granary granary granary Bin/drum Crib Hermatic bag{ Metal silos

Beitbridge 74 21 5 0 0 0 0 0
Bulilima 16 73 10 0 0 0 0 0
Mangwe 56 39 1 1 1 0 0
Gwanda 87 2 2 0 1 2 1
Insiza 17 53 22 6 3 0 0 0
Matobo 85 7 5 3 0 0 0 0
Umzingwane

50 26 13 1 5 5 0 0
Mat South 59 28 8 1 1 0 0
National 63 25 1 2 1 0

A Themost commonlyused grain storagestructuresin the provincein rank order were ordinary room (59%9, traditional granary

(28%), ordinarygranary(8%) andimprovedgranary(2%o).
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Use of Improved Granary and Community Granarie
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m Familiar with Community Granaries
Familiar with Improved granarys Used Improved Granary Use Community Granaries
Trained on Improved Granary Training/orientation on Community Granaries

A About25%of householdswvere familiarwith improvedgranarieswhilst 7%actuallyreceivedtraining on improvedgranaries
A Furthermore there wasverylow uptake (2%) of communitygranaries

A Thiscouldhavea negativeeffect on postharvestmanagement



Post Harvest Grain Storage Conditions
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m Familiar with Store in bag with artificial chemicals at the household
Use Store in bag with artificial chemicals at the household

Training/orientation on Store in bag with artificial chemicals at the household
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m Familiar with Temperature and humidity control (hermetic bag, air-tight box, met
silo)
Use Temperature and humidity control (hermetic bag, air-tight box, metal silo)

Training/orientation on Temperature and humidity control (hermetic bag, air-tigh
box, metal silo)

About2%%of householdsvere familiarwith storingtheir grainin bagsand usinggrainprotectants

Furthermore,6% of householdswere usingtemperature and air control in grain protection (use of hermetic bags, metal silos, air-tight

boxes)
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Household Ownership of Infrastructure that
Enhances Food and Nutrition Security

Solar
Farming powered Nutrition | Agro-
Irrigation |equipment Fowl runs| water | Borehole| Storage Beehives| gardening forestry
(%) (%) (%) |source (% (%) |facility (%)Savings (% (%) (%) (%) Other (%)

Beitbridge 7.1 25.2 38.5 2.7 8.0 20.8 3.5 0.9 35.8 0.9 23.0
Bulilima 0.9 42.0 17.0 0.9 2.2 1.8 0.9 0.0 14.7 0.0 26.8
Gwanda 13.4 22.7 35.2 19.4 10.1 5.3 5.7 0.4 63.2 0.4 10.9
Insiza 14.5 28.0 21.0 7.5 7.5 19.4 2.7 0.0 16.1 0.0 21.0
Mangwe 4.0 52.6 1.2 0.8 0.0 46.6 4.4 0.0 31.7 0.4 4.0
Matobo 2.9 25.5 44 .4 0.8 1.6 10.7 4.5 0.0 19.8 0.0 32.5
Umzingwane 4.7 6.4 12.8 0.0 0.4 20.9 5.5 0.0 35.3 0.4 41.3
Mat South 6.6 29.0 24.3 4.6 4.2 18.1 4.0 0.2 31.7 0.3 22.6
National 5.7 23.7 29.9 2.1 3.7 14.1 6.1 1.2 36.0 0.9 21.9

A Foodand Nutrition Securityinfrastructureis important in ensuringfarming householdsenhancetheir ability to produce,store and utilise

food.

A Insizahadthe highestproportion of householdswvhichreportedto haveirrigation infrastructure(14.5%9, whilst Gwandareport the highest

proportion of householdswith a nutrition garden(63.2%).
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Climate Smart Agriculture



Households with Knowledge of Pfumvudza/lntwasa
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m Households Familiar with Pfumvudza m Households which Practised Pfumvudza® Households Trained on Pfumvdza

A Inthe province, 64%o0f householdsvere familiarwith Pfumvudzélintwasa 31%had practicedit and 39%had receivedtraining

A Gwanda(43%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswvhich practicedPfumvudza/Intwasavhile Beitbridge(16%9) hadthe lowest
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Households Using Quality Certified Seeds
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m Households Familiar with Certified Seecds Households which used Certified Seeel Households Trained on Certified Seed

A About39% of householdsn the provincereportedthat they usedcertified seed
A Gwanda(63%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat were usingcertified seed
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Households Using Community Seed Banks
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® Households Familiar with Seed Banks m Households which used Seed Banksm Households Trained on Seed Banks

A Alldistricts hadlow usageof communityseedbankswith the provincialaverageat 3%

A InsizaDistrict had the highestnumber of householdswhich were familiar with seedbanks(27%) and the most householdswhich
usedseedbanks(11%) 89




Households Adapting to Suitable Improved Varietie:
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m Households Familiar with Improved VarietiesHouseholds which used Improved Varieties
Households Trained on Improved Varieties

A In the province,27% of householdsmade use of suitable improved varieties with the highest proportion of householdsreported in

Gwanda(61%).
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Households Growing Small Grains
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m Familiar with Small Grains m Households which Grew Small Grains® Households Trained on Small Grains

A About46%of householdsn the province grewsmallgrains

A Bulilima(65%) had highestproportion of householdgyrowingsmallgrains while Umzingwang9%) hadthe least

91



Households Engaging in Crop rotation

[
o
o

86

N WD U1 OO N 0O
O OO OO o oo

Proportion of Households (%)

=
o

o

Beitbridge  Bulilima Mangwe Gwanda Insiza Matobo Umzingwane Mat South

m Households Familiar with Crop Rotation m Households which Practised Crop Rotation

= Households Trained on Crop Rotation

A Croprotation waspracticedby 34%of householdsacrosshe province

A Gwanda(48% hadthe highestproportion of householdgpracticingcrop rotation with the lowestbeingUmzingwang18%).
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Households Using Compost
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m Households Familiar with Composts Households which used Composi Households Trained on Compost

A Approximately31%of householdsn the provinceusedcompost

A Theuseof compostwashighestin Gwanda(43%) andlowestin Mangwe(17%9).

93



Households Using Drip Irrigation
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®m Households Familiar with Drip Irrigation = Households Using Drip Irrigation = Households Trained on Drip Irrigation

A Theuse of drip irrigation waslow acrossall districtsat 5%

A Gwandahadthe greatestnumberof householdgamiliarwith drip irrigation at 77%
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Households Practicing Proper Plant Spacing
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Proportion of Households (%)

m Households Familiar with proper spacing m Households which practised proper spacing® Households Trained on spacing

A Approximatelyl1%of householdsn the provinceusedappropriateplant spacing

A Gwandahadthe mosthouseholdghat were familiarwith proper spacing62%9 and householdghat practicedproper spacing(35%.
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Households Practicing Intercropping
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m Households Familiar with Intercroppings Households which practised Intercropping Households Trained on Intrecropping

A Intercroppingwaspracticedby 31%of householdsn the province
A Gwanda(47%) hadthe highestnumberof householdgracticingintercroppingwhile Matobo (14%) hadthe lowest
96




Households Practicing Cover Cropping
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m Households Familiar with Cover CroppimgHouseholds which practised Cover Croppimdiouseholds Trained on Cover Cropping

A Covercroppingwaspracticedby 13%of householdsn the province

A Gwanda(27%) hadthe highestnumberof householdgracticingcovercroppingwith the leastbeingMangwe(2%).
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Households whichPractiseUse of Mulching
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m Households Familiar with Mulching = Households which practised Mulching = Households Trained on Mulching

A Atleast24%of householdgracticeduseof mulchingin the province

A Umzingwang30%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsusingmulchwith the lowestbeingBeitbridge(9%).
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Households Practicing Integrated Pest Management (IPV
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® Households Familiar with IPM  ®m Households whichpractised IPM Households Trained on IPM

A Theuseof integratedpestmanagemenpracticeswas19%in the provincewith the highestusagereportedin Insiza(34%).
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Households Using Contour Ridges
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m Familiar with contour ridges
m Use of contour ridges/Contour planting
m Training/orientation on Use of contour ridges/Contour planting

A Bulilimahadthe lowestnumberof householdsusingof contour ridges(3%)

A Insizahadthe highestnumberof householdsusingcontourridgesat 33%
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Households Planting Fodder Trees
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m Familiar with Planting of fodder trees (e.g., Moringa, Leucaena)
Planting of fodder trees (e.g., Moringa, Leucaena)
Training/orientation on Planting of fodder trees (e.g., Moringa, Leucaena)

A Plantingof foddertreeswaslow in the province(4%).

A Insiza(11%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgplantingfodder.
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Households Engaging in Watershed Managemen
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m Familiar with Management or protection of the watershed (e.g vertiva, sisals, star grasses)
Use Management or protection of the watershed (e.g. vertiva, sisals, star grasses, gulley reclamation, fodder trees)
Training/orientation on Management or protection of the watershed (e.g. vertiva, sisals, star grasses, gulley reclamation)

A Thehighestproportion of householdsngagingn watershedmanagemeniwasreported in Gwandaand Insizadistrictsat 16% respectively
102



Households Sustainably Harvesting Forest Product
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m Familiar with Sustainable harvesting of forest products (e.g. NTFPS, marula, baobab, mopane worms, honey, etc.)
m Use Sustainable harvesting of forest products (e.g. NTFPS, marula, baobab, mopane worms, honey, etc.)

Training/orientation on Sustainable harvesting of forest products (e.g. NTFPS, marula, baobab, mopane worms, honey, etc.

A Beitbridge(48%) had the highestproportion of householdshat were familiar with sustainableharvestingof forest productsfollowed by
Gwandaat 45% 103



Irrigation



Proportion of Communities with Irrigation Schemes
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A Generallythere were few communitieswith irrigation schemeg27%) acrossthe country;

A Howeveralmost half (49%9 of communitiesin MatabelelandSouth had irrigation schemeswhich was the highestacrossthe

countryfollowed by Masvingoand Manicalandwhichreported 36%and 35%, respectively
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Functionality of Irrigation Schemes
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A In MatabelelandSouth,17 Irrigation schemeswere fully functional,57 were partially functionaland 58 were reported non-functional
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Crops Grown In Irrigation Schemes

Sorghum | g
Other tubers |1 2
Irish potato 2 2
Sweet potato
Orange fleshed fruits (vitamin A rich) 4°
Other legumes
Other fruits

Orange fleshed vegetables (vitamin A rich)) ;
Other vegetables S —1
Green leafy vegetables 14 17 20
Sugar beans 20
Maize 5% 32
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A Maizewasthe mostgrown cropfollowedby sugarbeansandvegetables

A Theleastgrowncropsweretubers




Reasondgor Partially Functioninglrrigation Schemes

Dam/Weir not big enough pm 2
Electricity cut due to unpaid bills pm 2
Infrastructure or equipment not yet installed 4
Theft of produce 4
Unavailability of inputs at the market 4
Cannot afford inputs 6
Dam/Weir silted 6
Poor leadership 6
Lack of capital 8
Vandalism 8
In-field works need rehabilitation/maintenance 12
No electricity/transformer broken down or other fault 12
Seasonality of water source 12
Pumping unit broken down 16
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Proportion of Irrigation Schemes (%)

A Ofthoseschemeshat were reported aspartially functioning,a largerproportion had brokendown pumpingunits (16%).



Reasons for Nofrunctional lrrigation Schemes

Unavailability of inputs at the market
Theft of produce
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Seasonality of water source
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Dam/Weir silted

Cannot afford inputs

Fencing broken down

Electricity cut due to unpaid bills
Poor leadership

Vandalism

Lack of capital
No electricity/transformer broken down or other fault

In-field works need rehabilitation/maintenance
Pumping unit broken down
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A The major reasons for nefunctionality included broken down pumping units (19%), outstandidfield maintenance (16%) and eteical
faults/broken down transformers (10%).
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Income and Expenditure



Current Most Important Source of Income

Cash crop production
Other

Own business

N N

Non-state social transfers

Government social transfers
Petty trade

Pension

Skilled trade/artisan

Food crop production/sales

Small scale mining/mineral sale

Livestock production/sales

Formal salary/wages

Vegetables production/sales
Remittance within

Casual labour 17

Remittances outside 20

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Proportion of Households (%)

A Most householdscontinue to rely on remittancesfrom outside (20%) asthe most important sourceof income, followed by casuallabour
(17%), remittanceswithin (8% andvegetableproduction/sale(7%) were the top 5 mainincomesources
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Average Household Monthly Income (USD) for
April 2021
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A Average monthly income for April 2021 was estimated to be at USD106.
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure (USD) fo
April 2021
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A Average expenditure for the month of April was USD 44.

A Bulilimareported the lowest expenditure.
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Food Expenditure
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A Theproportion of food expenditurewas58% a decreaserom 65%reportedin 2020

A Thisimpliesthat householdshadlessto spendon other essentialservicessuchashealth and education
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Average Household 6 Month Expenditure
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A The highest expenditure in Matabeleland South was on Education (USD28).
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene



Ladder for Drinking Water Services

ServicelLevel Definition

BasicDrinking Water Basicdrinking water servicesare defined as drinking water from an improved source,
providedcollectiontime is not more than 30 minutesfor aroundtrip includingqueuing

Limited DrinkingWater Services Limited water servicesare defined as drinking water from an improved source,where
collectiontime exceeds30 minutesfor aroundtrip includingqueuing

UnimprovedWater Sources Drinkingwater from an unprotecteddugwell or unprotectedspring
SurfaceWater Sources Drinkingwater directly from ariver, dam,lake,pond, stream,canalor irrigation channel
Note :

G L Y LINEridknB water sourcesare further R S U yb$tRe quality of the water they produce,and are protected from
faecalcontaminationby the nature of their constructionor through an interventionto protect from outside contamination
Suchsourcesinclude pipedwater into dwelling, plot, or yard, publictap/standpipe tube well/borehole; protected dugwell;
protected spring or rainwater collection Thiscategorynow includespackagedand deliveredwater, consideringthat both
canpotentiallydeliversafewater.



Access to Improved Water
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A Theproportion of householdsn MatabelelandSouthwith accesgo improvedwater was73%
A Umzingwand84%) hadthe highestwhile Gwanda(62%9) hadthe least
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Access to Adequate Domestic Water
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m Drinking Needs m Cooking Needs m Personal Hygiene Needs

94 959594

gs 29 87 87

Matobo Umzingwane

1 Other Domestic Needs

92 9493 g2

Mat South

A The majority householdsin MatabelelandSouthreported havingadequate water for cooking(94%9, drinking (92%), personalhygiene
(93%) and other domesticneeds(92%).
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Main Drinking Water Services
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m Basic water services E Limited water services Unimproved water services Surface water services

A Theproportion of householdsaccessindpasicwater servicesn MatabelelandSouthprovincewas52%
A Gwanda33%) hadthe highestproportion of householdusingsurfacewater services

A Insiza( 20%) hasthe highestproportion of householdsusingunimprovedwater sources
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Distance travelled to Main Water Source
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m Less than 500m m More than 500m but less than 1 km m 1km and above

A In MatabelelandSouth,38%o0f householdseportedthat they travelleda distanceof lessthan 500m to getto a water source

A Bulilimg 39%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgravellinga kilometre and more to getto a water source
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Fetching Water for Cooking and Drinking
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m Adult woman [15 years and above] m Adult man [15 years and above] m Female child [under 15 years] Male child [under 15 years]

A Therole of fetchingwater in Matabeleland Southprovincewasmainly performedby adult women(76%).

A Beitbridge(89%9 had the highestproportion of householdswith adult women (15 yearsand above)performingthe role of fetchingwater

for cookinganddrinking

122




Time Spent Queuing at Water Source and
Violence at Water Source

Time spent at water source Violence at Water Source
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A Theproportion of householdsspendingessthan 15 minutesqueuingat a water sourceor within premisesvas57%

A Insiza(5%) recordedthe highestproportion of householdseporting violenceat a water source




State of Major Dams as at 17 May 2021

Dam Name Full Supply Capacity Current Capacity % Full
(millions of cubic metres) (millions of cubic metres)

Kariba 64800.00 33168.3 51.2
Tugwi Mukosi 1802.6 1809.1 100.4
Mutirikwi 1378.08 1348.9 97.9
Manyame 480.23 368.01 76.6
Osborne 401.64 260.7 64.9
Mazvikadei 343.815 253.8 73.8
Manyuchi 309.06 275.1 89.0
Manijireniji 274.17 267.7 97.6
Sebakwe 265.733 265.7 100.0
Chivero 247.18 243.4 98.5
Insiza 173.49 138.1 79.6
Zhove 130.46 122.9 94.2
Siya 105.45 105.2 99.8
Inyankuni 74.52 445 59.7
Arcadia 55.29 55.6 100.6
Mtshabezi 51.99 37.1 71.4
Upper Ncema 43.17 24.0 55.6
Mzingwane 42.17 13.2 31.3
Mazowe 39.357 14.0 35.6
Bubi Lupane 39.09 35.9 91.8
Silabuhwa 23.22 20.18 86.9
Mwenje 36.11 36.3 100.5
Masembura 25.77 25,7 99.7
Lower Ncema 14.87 11.0 74.0
Harava 9.026 8.8 97.5
Upper Insiza 7.81 6.8 87.1
Seke 3.38 1.8 52.3

A The majority of the dams except ftazowe(35.6%) andvizingwane(31.3%) were above fifty percent capacity.
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Ladder for Sanitation
Service level  Definifon

Unimproved Sanitation Facilities that do not ensue hygienic sepeation of humanexcreta from humancontact.
Facilities Unimproved facilities include pitdtrines without a slab or platform, hangingines and
budket latrines.

Note: Improved sanitation facilities: Facilities that ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human contact.
¢tKSe Ay OfdzRS bdzaAK 2NJ LJI2dzNJ bdza K G(G2Af SGkft I ONARYSS | f
upgradeable Blair latrine.
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Access to Improved Sanitation
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Open defecation = Unimproved = Improved

A In Matabeleland South, 64.4% of households had access to improved sanitation facilities.

A Beitbridge (43.4%) had the highest proportion of households practising open defaecation.
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Ladder for Hygiene

Serviceevel Definition

Limited Avalilabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswithout soapandwater.

Note: handwashindacilitiesmay be fixed or mobile and includea sinkwith tap water, bucketswith taps, tippy taps,andjugsor basins

designatedor handwashing Soapincludesbar soap,liquid soap,powdereddetergentsand soapywater but doesnot includesand,soil,

ashandother handwashingagents
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Access to Hand Washing Facilities
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m No service m Limited m Basic

A The majority of households in the province (89.9%) had no handwashing facilities.

A Umzingwang27.6%) had the greatest proportion of households that had basic handwashing facilities.
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Food Safety



Considerations when Purchasing Food
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m Brand/source m Expiry /Best before date = Nutritional content Other

A In the province, 69% of households reported considering the expiry date when purchasing food for their families.

A Gwanda and Insiza (20%), had the greatest proportion of households which considered nutritional content when purchasing food
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Ways to Keep Food Safe
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m Proper storage of food at correct temperatures
m Keeping cooked food separate from raw food

89

33

13

0

Bulilima

92
85 86
78

60 60 61 58

53
48

41
35

2 1

0 2

Matobo Mat South

Gwanda Insiza Mangwe Umzingwane

m Avoid contamination of cooked food by keeping it closed
Other

A Keeping food closed to avoid contamination (78%) was the frequently mentioned method of keeping food safe.
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Safe Preparation of Food
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m Use of safe water for preparation/ cooking m Washing of hands with soap before preparation and serving of food
m Washing food utensils thoroughly with safe water and soap Do nothing

A At provincial level 79% of households reported that washing hands with soap before preparation and serving of food west imgafe food

preparation.

132
A Only 2% of households reported that they did nothing to ensure food safety during preparation of food.



Household Food Safety During COMID
Lockdown Period
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B Buying perishables in bulk as formal shops were too far m Eating food undergoing spoilage

Gwanda(100%9 hadthe highestproportion of Householdsvhichboughtperishablesn bulk asformal shopswere too far duringthe January

to March2021nationallockdown

At provinciallevel 39%o0f the householdshadto eat food undergoingspoilageduringthe lockdownperiod. 133



Purchase of Expired or Spoiled Food
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mYes mNo

A Beitbridge(17.8%) hadthe greatestproportion of householdsvhich purchasedexpiredor food undergoingspoilagedue to its reducedprice.

A Themajority (90.7%) of householdsn the provincedid not purchaseexpiredor food undergoingspoilagedue to reducedprices
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Information on Food Safety
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EYesENO

A In the previous twelve months (April 2020 to May 2021), only 9.9% of the households received information on food safety issue

A Umzingwand€22%), had the greatest proportion of households which received information on food safety. issues
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Access to Infrastructure and Services



Households with Police Services Reachable
within One Hour
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A Approximately49%of householdsn MatabelelandSouthreportedthat they had policeservicegeachablewithin one hour.
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Access to Victim Friendly Services
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A Approximately 39% of households in the province reported that they could access to victim friendly services.
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Approximate Distance of the Nearest Primary
School
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B Less than 5km m5to 10km ® More than 10km

A About70%of householdsn MatabelelandSouthreportedto haveaccesso a primaryschoolwithin a distanceof lessthan 5km.
A About4%of householdgeported travellingover 10km to accesghe nearestprimaryschool
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Household Access to Health Related Information
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o

A Approximately84%of householdsn MatabelelandSouthhadaccesgo healthrelatedinformation.
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Access to the Services of a Village Health Worker
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A Approximately88%of householdsn the provincehadaccesgo the serviceof avillagehealthworker.

A Gwanda(98%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgshat had accesgo a villagehealthworker:
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Approximate Distance to the Nearest Health
Facility/Clinic
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B Less than 5km m5to 10km = More than 10km

A About50%of householdsn the provincereportedthat they hadaccesgo a healthfacility within a distanceof lessthan 5km.

A Closeto 14%o0f the householdgeportedthat they were travellingover 10km to accessa health facility.
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Households with Members who Recelved

Information on Public Health Diseases

Listeria

District Rabies (%)| Anthrax (%)| Cholera (%) Typhoid (%) Dysentery (%) Salmonella (%] (%)
Beitbridge

51.9 31.0 75.9 23.5 13.9 4.8 4.3
Bulilima

34.0 22.5 81.2 29.3 34.6 1.6 1.0
Gwanda

62.5 59.7 88.4 5.1 5.1 0.5 0.5
Insiza

80.1 68.3 61.5 24.4 30.8 2.3 1.4
Mangwe

72.2 58.1 67.8 7.0 3.1 0.0 0.0
Matobo

47.9 35.4 85.0 32.9 25.4 1.7 0.4
Umzingwane

77.9 50.9 50.3 16.6 11.7 3.7 1.2
Mat South

60.9 47.1 73.6 19.9 17.9 1.9 1.2
National

47.8 40.3 72.7 33.4 21.7 3.1 1.3

A Approximately73.6% of householdsin MatabelelandSouthreported that they had receivedinformation on Cholera,60.9%

on Rabies47.1%on Anthrax,19.9%on Typhoidand 17.9%on Dysentery
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Sources of Information on Gender Based
Violence

Other Friends
household Social| Internet |Government Health| Health and

Radio | member | TelevisionNewspape| media [browsing Extension |workers/Promotersrelativeg UN/NGOg Police
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) | Worker (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) |Other (%
Beitbridge | 485 6.1 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 26.3 323 | 16.2 15.2 | 141 | 20.2 6.1
Bulilima 2.2 1.1 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 13.0 68.5 | 435 2.2 5.4 3.3 2.2
Gwanda 53.7 38.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.1 34.3 4.5 9.0 9.0 10.4 6.7
Insiza 77.8 | 16.7 14.4 28.9 17.8 | 4.4 23.3 17.8 | 11.1 15.6 | 13.3 8.9 1.1
Mangwe 35.8 15.7 6.0 8.2 194 1.5 45.5 66.4 44.8 18.7 18.7 78.4 15
Matobo 78.6 14.3 0.9 3.6 17.9 1.8 55.4 30.4 15.2 21.4 9.8 27.7 1.8
Umzingwane gg 4 9.0 6.6 2.5 4.9 0.8 22.1 46.7 6.6 17.2 11.5 22.1 4.9
Mat South 52.2 15.6 3.8 5.6 9.1 1.1 30.7 43.0 20.1 14.4 11.9 26.6 3.6
National 65.7 12.5 4.7 2.7 7.5 0.7 22.8 28.2 13.4 11.9 8.6 21.3 4.9
A Inthe provincethe majority of householdg52.2%9 relied on radio asthe main sourceof informationon GenderBasedViolence
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ISALS and Loans



Household Sources of Loans
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A Approximately3%of householdsn the provincereported havingaccessea loan.
A Ofthese,75%got their loansthrough ISALIMukandd Ukugogelela
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Type of Loan and Primary Use of the Loan

Type of Loan

Primary Use of the Loan
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A Most householdsin MatabelelandSouthreceivedloansin the form of cash(93%) and they were mostly usedfor income generating

activities(47%.
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Households with a Member in an ISAL group
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A About14%of householddn Matabeleland Southreportedto be a memberof IncomeSavingsind Lending(ISALroup anincreasefrom
12%reportedlastyear2020,

A Therewasa generalincreasein the proportion of householdsvith amemberin anISAlgroup.

148



| 2dza SK2 f Ra Qcout fios th2 BAL{GiKolipN

100
—~ 90
e‘\i
o 80
S
o 70
&
@ 60
T 50
5 41
o
c 40 35
0
g 30
g 20 15 15 14
p BE B B u = :
0 ] ] —
Food Household Education Financing Livestock Agricultural Buying Health costs
utensils Income purchase inputs and  construction
generating equipment materials
projects

A About41%of householdsn ISALGroupusedtheir shareout to buy householdutensilsand 35%to buy food.
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Household Consumption Patterns



Household Hunger Scale
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© Moderate hunger

m Severe hunger

A Mosthouseholdswithin the provinceexperiencedittle to no hunger(90%).

A MangwebDistrictrecordedthe highestproportion of householdsvho experiencedittle to no hunger(98%).
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Food Consumption Score



Food Consumption Score

Food Consumption | Score Description

Score Groups

BORDERLINE 21.535 An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetables @ays, sugar-3
days, oil/fat 3 days, meat/fish/egg/pulses-P days a week, while dairy

products are totally absent

ACCEPTABLE >35 As defined for the borderline group with more number of days a week eatin
meat, fish, egg, oil, and complemented by other foods such as pulses, fruit

milk
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Food Consumption Patterns
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mpoor  borderline m acceptable

A Inthe province,42%of householdshad poorfood consumptionscore

A Beitbridgeand Matobo hadthe highestproportionsat 60%of householdsvith poor consumption

A Gwandahadthe highestproportion of householdswith acceptablediets at 55%
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Poor Food Consumption Patterns by District

I Water Bodies

[ Provincial Boundary

|| District Boundary
<< Protected Areas

Households with poor FCS
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1111 15nnin
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A Beitbridge(60%) and Matobo (60%)
had the highest proportion of
householdsconsumingpoor diets

in MatabelelandSouthprovince
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Food Consumption ScoraNutrition



Household Consumption of Protein, Iron
and Vitamin A Rich Foods
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m Iron-rich Food m Protein-rich Foods Vitamin A-rich Foods

A About49%of householdsn MatabelelandSouthconsumedron-rich foodssevendaysprior to the survey
A Furthermore 68%consumedProteinrich foodswhile 81%consumedvitaminArich foods.

A Mangwehadthe lowestproportion of householdsconsumingron rich foods (29%9), protein rich foods (51%9) and Vitamin A rich foods(54%).
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Minimum Dietary DiversityWWomen of Child
Bearing Age



Minimum Dietary Diversity of Women of Child
Bearing Age
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Proportion of women (%)

A About27%of womenof child bearingage(WCBAEonsumeda Minimum DietaryDiversity(MDD)24-hoursprior to the survey
A Insiza(55%) hadthe highestnumberof WCBAconsuminga minimumdietary diversitywhile Bulilima(6%) hadthe lowest
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The Coping Strategies Index (CSl)

A Householdsngagen variousmethodsof copingwhen facedwith food accesshallengesThehouseholdconsumptionstrategiesare food

consumptionbehaviourgshat householdsadoptwhenfacedwith challengesn accessingood.

A TheReducedCopingStrategiedndex (rCS) considersboth the frequencyand severityof pre-selectedcopingstrategiesthat a household

usedin the sevendaysprior to the survey Reducedcopingstrategiesindex can be classifiedinto three categoriesdependingon the

- High Coping (C310)

severityasshownbelow.

Low or moccoping (€ S+I) - Medium Caping((€SH)
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Household Reduced Consumption Coping Strateg
Index (CS)
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No or low coping (CSI= 0-3) mMedium (CSI=4-9) ml A3K O2LIAY3 6/ {L xmnl

A Beitbridge(81%) and Matobo (56%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsadoptinghigh consumptionbasedcoping

A Gwanda44%9 hadthe highestproportion of householdsadoptinglow or no coping
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Household Consumption Coping Strategy Index
(CSI)
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44

Average CSI

A In MatabelelandSouththe meanCopingStrategyindexwas15.
A Beitbridgereportedthe highestCSht 44 while Gwandahadthe lowest

A Adoptionof highcopingby householdds anindicationthat householdscould havebeenfacingchallengesn accessingood.
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Household Consumption Coping Strategies

Send household members to eat elsewher

Send household members to be

Gather/hunt unusual types or amounts of wild food
Harvest immature crops

Skip entire days without eating

Purchase/borrow food on credit

Reduce adult consumption so children can e

Rely on casual labour for food

Borrow food or rely on help from friends or relative
Limit/reduce portion size at mealtimes

Reduce number of meals eaten per da

Rely on less expensive or less preferred foo
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A The main consumption strategies adopted by households from Matabeleland South when faced with challenges to accessifedhdefyihg on

less expensive foods (38%), reducing the number of meals consumed per day (32%) and reducing meal portion size (31%).

A The adoption of these strategies contributes negatively to nutrition outcomes.
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Households Livelihood Coping Strategies

A Livelihood Coping Strategies are behaviours employed by households when faced crisis and measufesrtongping capacity diouseholds.

A The livelihoods Coping strategies have been classified into three categories namely stress, crisis and emergency &s theicabde below.

Category CopingStrategy

Stress Borrowingmoney
Spendingsavings
Sellingmore non-productivelivestockthan usual

Sellinghouseholdassets

Crisis Sellingoroductiveassets
Withdrawingchildrenfrom school

Reducinghon-food expenditure

Sellingand
Beggindor food

Sellingthe lastbreedingstockto buy food
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Households Engaging in Livelihoods Coping
Strategies

Proportion of Households (%)
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m stress m crisis ®emergency

A About4%of householdsn the provincereported usingemergencycopingstrategies

A Theproportion of householdghat resortedto emergencycopingmechanismsvashighin Beitbridge(9%), followed by Bulilima Insizaand

Matobo at 5%



Households Engaging in Livelihood Based Coping
Strategies
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Stress Crisis Emergency
m 2019 = 2020 = 2021

A Therewasadecreasdn the proportion of householdsengagingn the variouslivelihoodbasedcopingstrategiesoverthe lastthree years
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Households Maximum Livelihoods Coping Strategies
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not coping  stress mcrisis W emergency

A Themajority (8799 of householdsdid not useanycopingstrategiesto maintaintheir accesgo food and other basicgoodsand services

A Gwandahadthe mosthouseholdghat did not engagein anylivelihoodcopingstrategie(96%).



Complementary Feeding



Complementary Feeding Practices Based on
Seven Food Groups
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B Minimum Meal Frequency = Minimum Dietary Diversity Minimum Acceptable Diet

A Mangwehadthe highestMinimum mealfrequencyat 56.3%aswell asMADat 18.8%
A A minimum acceptablediet is an indicator that combinesinformation on childrenwho receivedthe minimum dietary diversity

andthe minimummealfrequency It is essentialto ensureappropriategrowth and developmentfor childrenaged6-23 months
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Child Nutrition Status



Continued Breastfeeding Beyond 1 year
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A Nationally,67%o0f the childrencontinuedto be breastfedbeyond1 year
A Closeto 64%of childrenin MatabelelandSouthwere breastfedbeyond1 yeat

171



Early Initiation of Breastfeeding
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A Nationally,the proportion of childrenwho wereinitiated into breastfeedingwithin an hour, asper recommendedoractice,was86%
A MatabelelandSouthtogetherwith MashonalandcEasthad the lowest proportionsof childreninitiated into breastfeedingwithin an hour at

81%respectively
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Child lliness
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m Cough m Diarrhoea = Fever

Umzingwane  Mat South

o o o >

Childhoodllnesshasa negativeimpacton dietary intake and nutrient utilizationamongchildren
Prevalenceof childillnesswasassessedspresenceof illnessduringthe two weeksprecedingthe survey
Umzingwanend Bulilimahad highestproportion of childrenwho had cough(33%).

Bulilimahadhighestproportion of childrenwith fever (21%) anddiarrhoea(11%.
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Recommended Vitamin A Supplementation
Schedule for Childrend®9 Months of Age

Target group Infants &11 months of age Children 1259 months of age
Dose 100 000 U 200 000 U

Frequency Oncea year Twice a year (Every 6 months)
Route of administration Oral




Children Aged &9 Months who Received the
Recommended Dose of Vitamin A
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B 6-11 months mm 12-59 months = 6-59 months ——Target

A The proportions of childrenwho receivedthe recommendeddose of Vitamin A in the past 12 months were: 91% for 6-11 months 52% for 12-59
monthsand 56%for the children6-59 months

A In MatabelelandSouth, 4 of the 7 districtsreachedthe recommendedarget of 90%for children6-11 months

A Mangwe(76%9 hadthe highestproportion of children6-59 monthswho receivedrecommendedvitamin A dosesand Gwanda(38%) hadthe lowest
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Acute Malnutrition by District Based on MUAC
Measurements
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m GAM m MAM = SAM

A TheprovincialGAMrate was2.5 whichis belowthe WHOthresholdof 5%
A Insizahadthe highestGAMratesof 5.3%whichwasabovethe WHOthreshold



Gender Based Violence (GBV)



Forms of Gender Based Violence

Physical Abuse (%)

SexualAbuse (%)

Refused to Refused to
District N No Yes answer No Yes answer
Manicaland 1741 94.3 3.7 2.0 97.6 0.6 1.8
Mash Centra| 1999 96.2 3.5 0.3 99.0 0.7 0.3
Mash East 2257 96.6 2.8 0.5 99.1 0.6 0.3
Mash West 1722 95.9 3.1 1.0 98.3 0.8 0.9
Masvingo 1747 97.2 2.4 0.4 99.0 0.6 0.5
Mat North 1747 97.0 1.9 1.1 98.2 0.7 1.1
Mat South 1736 97.3 1.6 1.1 98.8 0.2 1.0
Midlands 1999 95.7 3.8 0.5 98.5 0.9 0.6
National 14948 96.3 2.9 0.8 98.6 0.6 0.8

A Nationally, 2.9% of the respondents reported having experienced physical abuse while 0.6% reported to have

experienced sexual abuse.
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Victims of GBV who Reported
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A ofthosewho experiencedsBV22%reportedthe incidents

A In MatabelelandSouth,closeto 25%of victimsof GBWeportedthe abuse

179



Sources of GBV Services
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A The highest proportion of respondents (43%) got a service from the Victim Friendly Unit.
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Spousal Violence



Incidence of Spousal Violence

Sexual abuse Physical abuse Emotional abuse Economical abuse
Province (%) (%) (%) (%)
N Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
_ 1389 2 3 5 5 9 9 6 6
Manicaland
Mash 1766 1 2 3 4 8 7 5 4
Central
Mash East 2042 1 1 3 2 7 7 5 3
1322 1 2 2 3 6 9 3 5
Mash West
. 1562 1 1 1 2 3 3 2 2
Masvingo
Mat North 1464 1 0 2 1 3 3 3 3
Mat South 1627 2 1 4 3 7 5 5 4
Midlands 1597 0 1 2 1 4 4 3 2
. 12769 1 2 3 3 6 6 4 4
National

A There was high incidence of emotional abuse among spouses, 6% for males and 6% for females nationally.

A Generally, emotional abuse was high for both males and females while sexual abuse had the lowest reported incidents.
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Forms of Spousal Violence

m Sexual abuse m Physical abuse = Emotional abuse m® Economical abuse

A Emotionalabuse(41%9) wasthe mostprevalentform of abuseamongspouses

A Sexuahbusewasthe leastreported with 10% 183



Reported Incidence of Spousal Violence
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m Police m Relatives m Health facility = No one m Church m Other

A Mostvictimsof sexualabusedid not report to anyone,males64% andfemales44%
A Physicaliolencewas mostly reported to the police by females(34%) and maleseither did not report (43%) or
reportedto relatives(30%).

. . . . 184
A Emotional and economicaVliolence were either reportedto no one or to relativesby both malesandfemales



Victims who Sought Medical Attention
as a Result of Spousal Violence

Sexual Physical Emotional

Province Suffered abus(Sought medicd Suffered abus(Sought medicd Suffered abus{Sought medic4

(%) attention (%) (%) attention (%) (%) attention (%)
Manicaland 3 18 5 19 9 18
|Mash Central 2 10 4 33 8 18
|Mash East 1 12 3 17 7 16
|Mash West 2 3 17 8 26
|Masvingo 1 2 15 3 15
|Mat North 1 1 16 3 14
|Mat South 2 22 3 21 6 13
|Mid|ands 1 16 2 17 4 22
|Nationa| 1 12 3 20 6 18

A Medical attention was sought by 12% of those who suffered sexual violence, 20% for physical and 18% for emotional

violence.
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COVID19 and Livelihoods



Proportion of households that ever Heard About COVID
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A Beitbridge(79%) and Insiza(82%9) hadthe lowestproportion of householdghat had heardabout COVIBLY.
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Sources of COVIDO Information
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A Themain sourcesof COVIEL9 information in the provincewere reported to be the friends and relatives (59%), radio (53%) and CommunityHealth

Workers/HealthVolunteers(47%).

A The main preferred future sourcesof information on COVIBL9 in the province were reported to be: clinic/health facility (74%), community/village
188

healthworkers(69%) andradio (26%).




COVID19 Tolifree Numbers

Awareness of the Availability of Tall
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— 100 100 100
S 90 . 100 88 90 g7 % 9
£ 80 S 29 77
%]
% 70 T 70
B 60 2 60
o 50 50
> 40
5 ;18 o 2 30 23
S s 20 10 11
% 20 |14 15 12 I 12 s 10 8 5 3 N
ST I g 0
£ o J H m B I L S AN I I T
o s N Q) O
e ? e > .2 o e > o & N & ® © & g &
& & PF P & K & Q & G A\ 3
*\ *\\\ (\% ,b(‘ \(\‘9 &O ng (’O Q? (04\' @
£ P ¢ & ¥ & & N
F &
S m 2019 m2023 m393 = None of the above

Theproportion of householdsvhichwere awareof the existenceof the COVIBEL9toll free linesin the provincewas12% with Umzingwang24%)
reporting the highestprevalence About 88% of the householdsan the provincewere not awarethe existenceof the tollfree numbersand are of

concern

Of those who were aware of the availabilityof toll free numbers,the most commontoll free numberwas2019(91%) at provinciallevel hence

needfor more awarenesf the existenceof the other lines 189



Effects of COVH29 on Livelihoods

BeitbridggBulilimal Gwanda Insiza |Mangwg Matobo ([UmzingwangdMat South
Effect (%) (%) (%) (%0) (%0) (%0) (*0) (%)
Loss of business income 10 2 6 39 10 12 25 14
Loss of employment 5 18 2 15 7 8 9 9
Failed to access health facility 0 2 0 3 1 1 1 1
Failed to access basic commodities 7 12 15 17 21 19 5 14
Reduced sources of income 37 32 54 29 76 54 32 45
Reduced salaries 16 9 2 3 2 2 3 5
Reduced food sources 81 35 79 31 64 44 38 53
Genderbased violence (GBV) 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Restricted access to agricultural marke 3 8 4 4 0 0 20 6

A At provinciallevel, the main effects of COVIBEL9 on livelihoodswere reductionin food sources(53%) and sourcesof income (45%) leadingto increased

vulnerabilities

A Beitbridge(81%) and Gwanda(79%9) had the highestproportion of householdsthat reported reductionin food sourceswhile Mangwe (76%) reported
reductionin sourcesof income Most of the impactscouldbe attributed to the restrictivemeasures 190



Household COVH29 Vaccine Concerns
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A Themajority of the householdsndicatedno concernaboutthe COVIBL9 vaccineg(55.7%).

A Fearof lliness(23.2%) wasthe moststated concern
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Shocks and Stressors



Proportion of Households Experiencing Shocks
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A Waterlogging(59.1%), cashshortageg44.7%) and drought (29.1%) were the most prevalentshocksexperiencedby households
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Number of Shocks/Stressors Experienced by
Households
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A Beitbridge(6.4), Umzingwang?2.9) and Gwanda(2.8) hadthe highestaveragenumberof shocks Lo
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A Malaria diseasedncidents, cancerdiseasesncidents (100%), and death of main income earner (84%) were reported to have had the most

severeimpacton households 195



Average Shock Exposure Index
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A Shoclexposurendexwascalculatedoy multiplyingnumberof shocksexperiencedwith impactseverityof the shockto the household

A Beitbridge(18.1%9 Umzingwane(9.3%and Mangwe(8.5%9 hadthe highestshockexposureindex
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m Unable to cope  m Able to cope with difficulty = Able to cope without difficulty

A Themajority of householdgerceivedinability to copewith diseaseslivelihoodsandweatherrelated shocks
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Comparison Between Shock Exposure and Ability to C

20.0

18.1

18.0
16.0
14.0
12.0
10.0

Index

8.0
6.0
4.0
2.0

0.0
Beitbridge Bulilima Mangwe Gwanda Insiza Matobo  Umzingwane Mat South

m Shock exposure index B Ability to cope index

A Shoclexposurewashigherthan the ability to copeacrossall districts

A Householdsontinueto be vulnerableto shocksand stressorsand are not ableto copeon their own. 198



Food Security



Food Security Dimensions
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barriers and promoters of food security: climate, policy, infrastructure, sociol programs, household resources,
household composition, social dynamics, knowledge, beliefs, sanitation, life stage, physical activity, disease status

Figure 3: Dimensions of Food Security (Jones et al., 2013)
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Food Security Analytical Framework

A Food security existswhen all people at all times, have physical, socialand economicaccesso food
which is safe and consumedin sufficient quantity and quality to meet their dietary needsand food
preferencesand it is supported by an environmentof adequatesanitation, health servicesand care

allowingfor a healthyandactivelife (Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy,2012).
A Thefour dimensionsof food securityasgivein Figure3 are:
Availability of food
Accesgo food
Thesafeandhealthyutilization of food

Thestability of food availability,accessand utilization



Food Security Analytical Framework

A Eachof the surveyedK 2 dza S Knthiimivéespenditureor the emergencynutrition sensitivefood basket

wascomputedfrom the following annualfood basketrequirementfor anindividual

Maize Grain (Kgs) 148
Rice (Kgs) 15

Ration meat (Kgs) 14.6
Milk (Litres) 36.5
Cooking QOil (Litres) 13.5
Peanuts (Kgs) 0.73
Cabbage (Heads) 15

Beans (Kgs) 7.3

Sugar (Kgs) 12.1



Food Security Analytical Framework

A Eachof the surveyedK 2 dza S g&entiRldocquireminimum expenditurefood basket(Figure3) was computed
by estimatingthe household'dikely disposablencome (both cashand non cash)in the 2021 22 consumptionyear

from the following possibleincomesources

A Cerealstocksfrom the previousseason

A Ownfood crop productionfrom the 202021 agriculturalseason
Potentialincomefrom own cashcrop production
Potentialincomefrom livestock;

Potentialincomefrom casualabourandremittances and

o Do Do Do

Incomefrom other sourcessuchasgifts, pensionsgardening formal andinformal employment



Food Security Analytical Framework

AHouseholdFoodSecurityStatus

A The total minimum expenditure food basket that could be acquired by the householdfrom the

cheapestavailablesourcesusingits potential disposablancomewasthen computedand comparedto

the K 2 dza S KidifhRn@x¥penditurefood basket

A Whenthe total minimum expenditurefood basketthat a householdcould acquirewasgreaterthan its

minimum expenditurefood basketrequirements,the householdwasdeemedto be food secure When

the conversewastrue, the householdwasdefinedasfood insecure

A Theseverityof householdfood insecuritywascomputedby the marginwith whichits potential energy

accessvasbelowits total minimumexpenditurefood basketrequirements



Food Security Analytical Framework

A HouseholdCerealSecurityStatus

A From the total minimum expenditure food basket, the total energythat could be acquired by the
household from the cheapestavailable sources using its potential disposableincome was also

extractedand comparedto the K 2 dza S KiRifnlRn@riergyrequirements

A When the potential energy a household could acquire was greater than its minimum energy
requirements, the householdwas deemedto be food secure When the conversewas true, the

householdwasdefinedasfood insecure

A Theseverityof householdfood insecuritywascomputedby the marginwith whichits potential energy

accessvasbelowits minimumenergyrequirements



Food Insecurity Progression by Quarter

Proportion of Population (%)
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At Provinciallevel, 35% of the householdgn MatabelelandX X X\l be food insecureduringthe peakhungerseason(JanuaryMarch

2022).

Bulilima(53%), Gwanda(40%) and Umzingwang40%) are the districtsthat will havemore food insecurehouseholdsduringthe hunger

period.
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Food Insecurity Population by District

Food Insecure Population

District Jul- Sept Oct- Dec Jan- Mar
Beitbridge 14,536 22,186 29,836
Bulilima 38,883 48,296 54,027
Mangwe 15,748 20,897 28,468
Gwanda 32,360 45,303 53,933
Insiza 13,804 19,878 23,743
Matobo 11,916 20,134 24,654
Umzingwane 15,504 23,256 30,388
Mat South 144,985 203,145 251,335

A AtProvincialevel, 251,335 peoplewill be food insecureduringthe peakhungerperiod.
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Cereal Requirements by District by Quarter

Cereal Requirements (MT)
District Jul- Sept Oct- Dec Jan- Mar
Beitbridge 538 821 1104
Buliima 1439 1787 1999
Mangwe 583 773 1053
Gwanda 1197 1676 1996
Insiza 511 735 879
Matobo 441 745 912
Umzingwane 574 860 1124
Mat South 5364 7516 9299

A At Provincialevel 9,299 MT of cerealwill be requiredto feed the food insecurepopulationin MatabelelandSouthduringthe peakhunger
period (JanuaryMarch2022.
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Community Development Challenges and
Priorities



Community Development Challenges

Beitbridge BulilimalMangwe|Gwandglnsizg Matobo | Umzingwane

Development Challenges (%) (%) (%) (%) | (%) ]| (%) (%) Mat South (%)
Prohibitive Bylaws 16.7 0 20 56 364 O 9.5 11.2
Lack of income generating projects 16.7 5 13.3 56 |18.2| 28.6 9.5 11.2
Drought 0 20 6.7 11.1 | 0 | 143 14.3 11.2
Poor road infrastructure 0 5 13.3 11.1 0 0 0 5.1
Poor Water and sanitation facilities 0 10 0 11.1 0 0 4.8 5.1
Lack of /limited Water for crop and livestock production

0 10 0 11.1 0 0 4.8 5.1
Corruption 16.7 0 0 0 9.1 14.3 4.8 4.1
No primary/secondary school in the ward 0 10 0 56 0 0 4.8 4.1
Fewer or no vocational training centres 0 0 6.7 0 9.1 0 9.5 4.1
Poor/ lack of Health and infrastructure 0 10 6.7 5.6 0 0 0 4.1
Livestock diseases 0 5 0 5.6 9.1 0 4.8 4.1
Unemployment 0 0 13.3 5.6 0 14.3 0 4.1
Poor Information Communication Infrastructure 0 0 0 0 0 14.3 95 3.1
Lack of Irrigation infrastructure 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 3.1
Shortage of cash 0 0 6.7 0 0 0 9.5 3.1
Lack of/ limited Water for domestic use 0 0 0 111 0 0 4.8 3.1
Draught Power shortage 16.7 0 0 0 91 0 0 2
Drug Abuse 33.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Livestock theft 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 2
Lack of /intermittent Electricity supply 0 0 6.7 0 0 0 0 1
High food prices 0 0 0 0 0 0 4.8 1

A The most common challenges stated by communities included prohibitive bylaws, lack of income generating projects and|taioadt2%.
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Community Development Priorities

BeitbridgeBulilimaMangweGwandginsizg  Matobo Umzingwane

Development Priority (%) (%) (%) (%) | (%) (%) (%) Mat South (%)
Water Supply boreholes, piped water schemes 77 18.8 48 20 3.3 18.2 13.6 128
Road infrastructure development 3.8 6.3 14.3 16 25 9.1 13.6 12
Dams/Water reservoirs construction 7.7 125 | 95 20 0 18.2 9.1 11.3
Irrigation infrastructure development 7.7 18.8 14.3 o] 16.7 0 13.6 11.3
Education and related infrastructure improvement 0 18.8 48 3 8.3 0 91 6.8
Health services and related infrastructure improvemer

3.8 12.5 0 12 8.3 18.2 0 6.8
Income Generation Projects promotion 38 6.3 14.3 4 0 0 13.6 6.8
Employment creation 3.8 0 14.3 0 16.7 0 0 4.5
Livestock restocking 15.4 0 4.8 0 0 9.1 0 4.5
Vocational Training Centres 3.8 0 9.5 4 8.3 0 4.5 4.5
Electricity infrastructure development 38 0 95 0 0 9.1 45 38
Agricultural markets availability and access developm

7.7 6.3 0 0 0 0 9.1 3.8
Skills and capacity Development 11.5 0 0 4 0 0 4.5 3.8
Control of wildlife 11.5 0 0 0 8.3 0 0 3
Livestock disease surveillance and control 7.7 0 0 0 0 18.2 0 3

Irrigationinfrastructuredevelopment(11.3%).

A Itisimportantto note that mostof thesepriorities are water related

A Most communitiesprioritizedincreasedwater supply(12.8%), Roadinfrastructureand Development(129, Damconstruction(11.3%) and ——



Conclusions and Recommendations



Conclusions and Recommendations

A At provinciallevel, 22% of the householdsreported their children had been sent away from schooldue to non-paymentof schoolfees
Thereis a need for the Ministry of Primaryand SecondaryEducationto enforceimplementation,monitoring and evaluationof national
policiesrelated to the promotion of universalaccesso education Specialattention needsto be paid to Umzingwanewith 31% of the

householdgeportingthat their childrenhadbeensentawayfrom school

A Theproportion of householdswith at leastone member sufferingfrom chronicillnesseswas high in MatabelelandSouthwith HIV being
reported in 37% of the householdsand hypertensionbeingreported in 25.8% of the households Thesehouseholdsvere facingchallenges
with accessingnedicationmainly due to non-affordability of medicationand lackof foreign currencyto purchasemedication TheMinistry
of Health and Child Caretogether with partners should enhancesubsidisingmedicationfor chronicillnessessuch as hypertensionand

increasingaccesgo medicationin satellite health facilities

A Theproportion of householdgtravelingmore than 5 kilometresto their nearesthealth facility and/or primary schoolis relatively higherin
resettlementareas Thereis a needfor smartdeploymentof devolutionfundsin the establishmentof schools health facilitiesand other

socialamenitiesto easepressureon existingsocialservicesandimproveaccessibilityf the same



Conclusions and Recommendations

A GenderBasedViolenceremainsa challengewith 1.6%of the respondentsreporting havingexperiencedhysicalabuse Tomitigate against
forms of domesticviolence,there is needfor extensivesocialmarketingto raise awarenesof the phenomenonand promote behaviour

changeamongstboth malesandfemales

A Cerealsufficiencyhad improvedacrossthe province However, Mangweand Beitbridgemay face cerealaccessssuesduring peakhunger
period (JanuaryMarch 2022. Governmentand its DevelopmentPartnersshould considerimproving cerealaccessn those two districts
duringthe leanseason

A | 2 dz& S KaécésRoaFQodand Nutrition Securitylnfrastructureis critical in promoting food production, preservationand utilisation in
households

A Thereare a number of partially functional and non-functional irrigation schemesin MatabelelandSouth To this end, there is need to
intensifyirrigation rehabilitationand detailedfeasibilitystudiesto identify appropriateirrigation technologieso unlockthe potential of dry
productivefarmingcommunitieswho rely heavilyon rain-fed agriculturalproduction

A Closeto 64% of householdsinterviewed reported that they had knowledgeof Pfumvudza/Intwasawhilst those that reported to have
practisedPfumvudza/Intwasanade up 31% of the sample It is encouragingo note that suchsmart agriculturalpracticesadvocatedfor
throughthe Pfumvudza/intwas@rogrammehelp farmersimproveon suchissuesasplant densityand useof mulchamongother innovative
methods



Conclusions and Recommendations

A Governmentshould considerlinking food assistanceprogrammesto preparednessfor the upcomingfarming seasonthrough timeous

distribution of cropand|livestockinputs.

A Proportionsof householdsaccessingoans remain low and these were predominantly given by family and friends and remain largely
informal. Financialinclusionin the formal institutions suchas Banks,SACCOand microfinanceremainslargely constrained Thismay be
stemmingfrom the fact that most of thesehouseholdsare borrowingfor consumptionhencepresentinga creditriskto the formal financial

institutions.

A Thereis a relatively high proportion of householdsusing surfacewater (16%). A paradigmshift from primarily relying on unimproved
drinking water sourcesto improved communalwater points and improved piped water into householdsusingrenewableenergysources

(solar)isrecommended

A Thereis a high proportion of householdspractisingopen defaecation(33%). Eliminationof open defecationthrough availingof resources
(both soft and hardware)for the constructionof latrines usinglocally availableresourcess recommended Customisedservicestandards

shouldreconcilewith technologychoiceand servicelevelswith the economiccapacityof usergroups

A Productionindiceswere too low for cattle and goats Neverthelessappraximately66%of householdsn the provincehadreceivediivestock

advicefrom extensionofficers



Conclusions and Recommendations

A Thereis needto scaleup interventionsin the livestocksectorby Governmentand DevelopmentPartnersespeciallypursuingrestocking distribution
of tick-greaseandother livestockchemicalsaswell asinstallationof irrigation infrastructurefor fodder productionto strengthenhouseholdresilience
againstdrought and diseaseinducedlivestockmorbidity and mortality. It is alsoimportant to investin capacitybuilding of extensionpersonnelfor
instancein terms of mobility, communicationand other relatedissues

A Closeto 42% of householdshad poor consumptionpatternsadequateto meet their micronutrientrequirements,with Beitbridgeand Matobo having
the highestproportionsat 60% A multisectoralapproachto addressandstrengtheninterventionsto enhancethe nutritional content of family dietsis
required Strategiesto employ include products of diverse plant and animal food sources,promotion of consumptionof diversediets and value
additionon of locallyavailablefoods

A Effortin improvingnutrition indicesis a challengeasthe nutrition sectionis understaffed Thereis needto empowerthe nutrition functionto address
nutrition sensitiveand nutrition specificissuesobtainingin the variouswardsand districtsthrough provisionof additionalstaff, andtools to enhance
reachandimpactof nutrition interventions

A Consideringhat mostshockswvere weatherand economyrelated, appropriateagro-basedinterventionswould mitigate adverseimpacts
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