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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 ZimVAGivelihoodsl & & S & aras8itgcondimeto be animportant tool for informing and guidingpolicies
and programmeghat respondto the prevailingfood and nutrition securitysituation. Todate, 21 rural and 8

urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced

A ZimVAQlaysa significantrole in fulfilling CommitmentSix,of the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy(FNSP)
(Goz 2012, in whichthe & D 2 @ S N3f YibAliweis committed to ensuringa national integrated food
and nutrition security information systemthat providestimely and reliable information on the food and

nutrition securitysituationandthe effectivenesf programmesandinformsdecisiorY | 1 A y 3 €

A 1t hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCto coordinate annuallivelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupport of
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 agriculturalseasonwith the disruptionof food systemsand markets,the COVIB19 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

committeditselfto whichincludethe ComprehensivéfricanAgricultureDevelopmentrogrammeg CAADPandthe SDGs

A Guideearlywarningfor earlyaction 10



Purpose

The overall purpose of the assessmentasto provide an annual update on livelihoodsin 2A Y 6 | duglS Q &

areas for the purposesof informing policyformulation and programmingappropriateinterventions

11



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

12



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 logging as 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 14



Background

A Poverty continuesto be one of the major underlyingcausesof vulnerability to food and nutrition insecurityas well as
precarioudivelihoodsin Zimbabwe Accordingo the ZIMSTAPoverty,Income,Consumptiorand ExpenditureSurvey2017

Report,70.5% of the populationwere poor whilst 29.3% were deemedextremelypoor.

A Yearon yearinflation for April 2021wasat 194.1%

15
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Design

| . Improved Development and
P M Improved Proguctivity and Economic
mortality Nutritional Growth
Status
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Utilization inc HIV/AIDS
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Production, Cash Earning ,
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Capital/Assots ] Source: FNC

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

17



Livelihoods

Outcomes
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A ZimVACthrough multi-stakeholderconsultations developedan appropriateassessmentiesignconceptnote and data collectiontools

informed by the assessmenbbjectives

A The primary data collection tools used in the assessmenivere the androidibased structured household questionnaireand the

communityFocusGroupDiscussiorfFGDpuide

A ZimVACnational supervisors(including Provincial Agritex ExtensionOfficers and Provincial Nutritionists) and enumerators were
recruited from Government,United Nations,Technicapartnersand Non-GovernmentalOrganisationsTheseunderwenttrainingin all
aspectsof the assessmentln order to minimiserisk of spreadingCOVIELY, training for both supervisorsand enumeratorswasdone

virtually.

A The Ministry of Health and Child Carewas the lead ministry in the developmentof the Infection, Preventionand Control (IPC)

guidelineswhich guidedprocessedrom surveyplanningto datacollection

A TheMinistry of LocalGovernmentthrough the ProvincialDevelopment 2 2 NR A offices édidin@tedthe recruitment of district
level enumerators and mobilisation of provincial supervisionand district enumeration vehicles Enumeratorsfor the current
assessmentvere drawn from an alreadyexistingdatabaseof thosewho participatedin one or two previousZimVAGssessmentg-our
enumeratorswere selectedfrom eachdistrict for data collection In selecteddistricts, two additionalenumeratorswere recruited as

anthropometrists
20



Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A Primarydatacollectiontook placefrom 3 to 20 July,2021 In recognisinghe risk of spreadingCOVIBL9 duringdata collection,
innovative approacheswere usedto collectvital information without causingany harm. The RLAwas guided by globaland

country specificrecommendationsand all necessaryprecautionswere taken to avoid potential transmissionof COVIBEL9

betweenenumeratorsand communitymembers

A In order to reduceexposureto COVIBL9 through personto personphysicalcontact, primary caregiverswvere capacitatedto
measure their children using Mid-Upper Arm Circumference(MUAC)tapes and assessmenibf oedema In the case of
anthropometristsrecruited from MoHCC additional appropriate PPEwas provided (gloves,disposableplastic aprons) to

enablethem to measureparticipantsaged5 to 19 yearsin twenty selecteddistricts

A Dataanalysisandreport writing ran from 23 May to 3 June2021 Varioussecondarydata sourcesand field observationsvere

usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.

21



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 Thesurveycollecteddatafrom 200randomlyselectedEnumeratedAreas(EAS)

A Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof:

A Samplingof 25 clusters per each of the 8 rural districts in the province,
denoted as EAsin this assessmentfrom the Zimbabwe Statistics Agency
(ZIMSTAT2012mastersamplingframe usingthe PPSnethodology

A Thesecondstage involvedthe systematicandomsamplingof 10 households

per EA(village)

A At most, 250 householdswere interviewed per district, bringing the total sampled
householdgo 1999

A 5 FGDsvere held per district.

Number of Sampled

Districts Households
Chirumhanzu 249
Gokwe North 251
Gokwe South 249
Gweru 250
Kwekwe 250
Mberengwa 248
Shurugwi 252
Zvishavane 250
Midlands 1999

22




Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

100

:- . N E' %, _ o

-

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

24



Technical Scope

The2021RLAcollectedand analysednformationon the followingthematicareas

1 Education 1 Linkagesamongstthe key sectoral and thematic
1 Health areas
T WASH 1 Crosscuttingissuessuchasgenderanddisability

1 Nutrition

1 Agricultureandother rural livelinoodsactivities
1 Foodsecurity

M Resilience

1 Sociabrotection
25



Demographic Description of the Sample



Household Characteristics: Household Size

District Average Minimum Maximum
Chirumhanzu 4.3 1.0 11.0
Gokwe North 5.2 1.0 15.0
Gokwe South 4.6 1.0 12.0
Gweru 4.2 1.0 15.0
Kwekwe 4.2 1.0 12.0
Mberengwa 4.8 1.0 15.0
Shurugwi 4.1 1.0 13.0
Zvishavane 51 1.0 11.0
Midlands 4.6 1.0 15.0

A Theaveragehouseholdsizewas4.6 with GokweNorth havingthe highestat 5.2.

A Maximumhouseholdsizewas15 andthis wasin GokweNorth, Gweruand Mberengwa

27



Characteristics of Household Head: Sex and Age

Household Head Sg%6) Household Head Average Age
District Male Female Average Minimum
Chirumhanzu 64.7 35.3 54.5 21.0
Gokwe North 70.9 29.1 49.4 22.0
Gokwe South 67.9 32.1 51.6 18.0
Gweru 66.0 34.0 57.5 18.0
Kwekwe 66.0 34.0 51.6 19.0
Mberengwa 66.9 33.1 50.2 18.0
Shurugwi 53.6 46.4 54.7 21.0
Zvishavane 65.2 34.8 54.3 21.0
Midlands 65.1 34.9 53.0 18.0

Theproportion of maleheadedhouseholdsvas65%andthe averageageof householdheadwas53.
Thehighestproportion of maleheadedhouseholdsvasin GokweNorth, about 70.9%

In Shurugwiabout46.4%of the householdsvere femaleheaded,higherthan the provincialaverageof about 34.9%

o Do o >

Theminimumagehouseholdheadwas18, andthis wasin GokweSouth,Gweru,and Mberengwa o8



Characteristics of Household Head: Education
L evel Attained
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None mPrimarylevel mZJC level mO'level mA'level = Above A' Level

A About87%of householdheadshad attained primaryleveleducationand above

A Gweruhadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho had attained an educationlevel above! @vel (799 andthis washigherthan

the provincialaverage(3%). 29



Characteristics of Household Head: Marital Status
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®m Married living together  m Married living apart = Divorced/seperated Widowed m Never married

A Generallys1%of householdheadswere marriedand livingtogether

A Shurugwhadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho were widowed (33%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: Religion

s;[?;ir:: Protestant| Pentecostal Apg:’glic Zion Cﬁrtir;;n Traditional rglitgiirn No religion

) (%) (%) o | @ o) (%) o) (%)
Chirumhanzu 40.2 4.8 10.8 30.9 4.4 0.4 0.0 0.8 7.6
Gokwe North 4.4 15.6 9.6 42.8 9.6 2.4 2.4 0.0 13.2
Gokwe South 16.5 2.4 12.9 35.7 8.4 8.0 1.2 0.8 14.1
Gweru 6.0 20.5 11.2 20.1 3.6 14.1 1.2 8.4 14.9
Kwekwe 9.2 16.1 10.8 13.3 3.6 28.1 1.2 0.8 16.9
Mberengwa 4.0 8.5 15.8 24.7 20.6 3.6 0.4 6.5 15.0
Shurugwi 111 19.0 26.6 25.0 4.4 0.8 0.8 1.2 111
Zvishavane 3.2 14.9 22.9 30.9 6.4 0.8 3.2 2.0 15.3
Midlands 11.8 12.7 15.1 27.9 7.6 7.3 1.3 2.6 13.5

A Inthe sampledhouseholdsabout 82.4%of the householdheadswere of the Christianreligionwith the highestproportion being

ApostolicSect(27.9%), Pentecosta(15.1%) and Protestant(12.7%).
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Orphaned Children
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A Approximately16%of the householdshad orphansandthe highestproportion wasin Kwekwe(21%y.
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Education
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School Attendance

100
90 83 83 81 82
— 78
S 80 76 75 23
ﬁ 70 67
o
<
8 60
>
(@]
L 50 45
©
& 40 35 35
s 33 31 32 33
(@]
(@]
i 22
20
10
0
ChirumhanzuGokwe North Gokwe South  Gweru Kwekwe Mberengwa Shurugwi Zvishavane Midlands
m Currently going to school m Ever sent away from school during the first term because of non- payment of fees

A About78%of childrenof schoolgoingagewere goingto schoolat the time of the survey
A Thehighestproportion of childrenwho were currently goingto schoolwasin Mberengwaand Chirumhanzuboth at 83%

A Theproportion of childrenthat had everbeensentawayfrom schoolduringthe first term due to non-paymentof schoolfeeswas33% 34




Major Reasons for Children Not Being in School (22

Help with Child
Work for food| household |Not interested Expensive olf considered | Pregnancy/ | Completed No birth
or money work in school no money | too young Marriage O/A level certificate
(%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0)
Chirumhanzu 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.7 33.3 16.7 0.0 0.0
Gokwe North 0.0 0.0 12.5 25.0 0.0 62.5 0.0 0.0
Gokwe South 0.0 0.0 0.0 60.0 20.0 20.0 0.0 0.0
Gweru 0.0 4.3 8.7 47.8 13.0 21.7 0.0 0.0
Kwekwe 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 12.5 37.5 0.0
Mberengwa 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 25.0 0.0 25.0
Shurugwi 0.0 11.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.2 66.7 0.0
Zvishavane 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 50.0 0.0
Midlands 1.5 3.1 4.6 26.2 15.4 24.6 15.4 1.5

A Major reasondfor childrennot beingin schoolwere feesbeingexpensivg26.2%) and pregnancy/marriagg24.6%.

A Thehighestproportion of childrenwho were out of schooldue to pregnancy/marriagewasin GokweNorth, 62.5%
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Chronic llinesses
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Households with Members who had Confirmed
Chronic lliness
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A Generally8.5%o0f the householdshad memberswho had confirmedchronicconditions

A Gweru(13.8%) hadthe highestproportion whilst the least(4.8%), wasin Mberengwa
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Households with Members who had Chronic

llinesses (8.5%)

Ulcer,
HIV Diabetes, Hypertension| Arthritis, chronic
infection| Heart high blood High blood |chronic body Epilepsy, Liver Kidney stomach
, AIDS| disease sugar Asthma pressure pain seizures, fity  Stroke Cancer [Tuberculosi{ diseases | diseases pain
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Chirumhanzu

21.4 7.1 8.0 6.3 35.7 11.6 1.8 0.0 2.7 0.9 0.0 0.0 3.6
Gokwe North

17.6 3.2 8.8 12.8 12.0 13.6 3.2 0.0 3.2 2.4 0.8 1.6 4.0
Gokwe South

15.8 5.0 5.0 11.9 19.8 11.9 2.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 0.0 2.0 4.0
Gweru

42.1 2.4 4.9 4.9 31.1 4.9 1.8 0.0 0.6 2.4 1.2 0.0 1.2
Kwekwe

29.8 0.0 17.3 4.8 18.3 3.8 3.8 1.0 1.0 3.8 1.0 1.0 1.9
Mberengwa

25.3 2.5 11.4 12.7 17.7 8.9 3.8 1.3 1.3 0.0 1.3 2.5 2.5
Shurugwi

41.5 1.2 7.3 9.8 26.8 1.2 0.0 3.7 1.2 3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0
Zvishavane

48.0 0.8 8.9 2.4 25.2 1.6 2.4 0.8 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.8 0.0
Midlands

30.9 2.8 8.7 7.8 23.8 7.2 2.4 0.9 1.5 2.2 0.6 0.9 2.1

A The highestproportion of chronicallyill householdmembershad HIVand AIDSnfection (30.9%9 and hypertension(23.8%).

A Theproportion of householdmemberswho had diabeteswashighestin Kwekwe(17.3%).
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Chronically Il Persons who Missed Medication (8.5%)

Proportion who Missed Medication Reasons for Missing Medication
S 100
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= 60
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'g 50
= Other specify Il 6.3
6 40 > Did h h ired
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o 30 22 21 purchase 7.3
c
2 20 16 10 19 No money to pay for transport |l 7.3
S 8
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o 0 [ | .
S & & & 2 > & ° » Medication too expensive so could not afford 58.1
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A Theproportion of chronicallyill personswho missedtheir medicationwas19%

A The majorreasonfor chronicallyill personsto misstheir medicationwasthat it wastoo expensivesothey couldnot afford (58.1%).
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Social Protection
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Households which Recelved Any Form of Suppol
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A Generallythere wasa decreasen the proportion of householdswvhichreceivedanyform of supportfrom 84%in 2020to 80%in 2021

A Howeverzvishavan€99%9, Shurugwi96%) and Chirumhanzy95%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedsupport 41



Households which Received Support at Peak
Hunger Period
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mGvt mUN/NGO m Both Govt &UN/NGO

A At the peakhungerperiod there was complementarity of Governmentand UN/NGOsupportand about 17% of the householdsreceivedsupport
from both Governmenand UN/NGO
A About65%of the householdsndicatedthey receivedsupportfrom Governmentwhile 24%indicatedthey receivedfrom UN/NGOs 42



Sources of Support (80%)

Government UN/NGO Charitable
Support Support Church Supponl Rural Relatives| Urban Relativey Diaspora Groups

(€0)) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0)
Chirumhanzu 83 37 2 17 27 11 1
GokweNorth 45 41 8 24 10 4 26
GokweSouth 51 11 1 13 6 1 3
Gweru 69 33 4 5 13 10 2
Kwekwe 56 6 1 1 7 4 2
Mberengwa 52 23 18 41 21 14 12
Shurugwi 95 12 2 11 15 9 1
Zvishavane 90 35 10 48 38 18 0
Midlands 68 25 6 20 17 9 6

A Government(68%) wasthe main sourceof supportfollowed by UN/NGO<25%).

AHouseholdsalso receivedsupport from relativesin both urban and rural areas,17% and 20% respectively Thisindicatesthat households

relied on their socialcapitalin timesof need
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Forms of Government Support (68%)

Livestock | Livestock Other Covid19
support: [support: Teal livestock related
Food Cash | Crop inputs| passon grease support |WASH inputy support Other
(%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%) (%) (%) (%0) (%0)
GokweNorth 95.6 2.7 25.7 0.9 0. 0 1.8 2.7 13.3
GokweSouth 81.5 3.2 27.4 0 0 0.8 0 0.8 2.4
Gweru 63.2 4.0 45.4 0 4.0 0 0.6 1.7 5.2
Kwekwe 78.3 6.3 30.8 0 0 0 0.7 0 1.4
Mberengwa 84.6 5.1 21.4 0 0 0 0.9 0.9 3.4
Chirumhanzu 82.4 0.5 38.1 0 6.2 0 0 0 2.4
Shurugwi 98.7 3.4 29.1 0.8 11.4 0 0 0 0
Zvishavane 90.5 1.3 54.1 0 10 0 0 0 1.7
Midlands 85.0 3.0 36.0 0.2 5.2 0.1 0.4 0.6 3.1

A Themajorformsof supportacrossall districtswere food (85%) , cropinputs (36%9 and livestocksupport(teakgrease)5.2%).

A Shurugwi98.7%) and GokweNorth (95.6%) hadthe highestproportionsof householdgeceivingfood assistance

A zvishavanéadthe highestproportion of householdg54.1%9 whichreceivedcropinputs and Mberengwahad the lowestproportion (21.4%).

44



Forms of UN/NGO Support (25%)

Livestock | Livestock Other Covid19
support: | support: | livestock WASH Weather related
Food Cash |Cropinputy passon |Teak greas{ support inputs [and climategl support Other
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
GokweNorth
96.2 2.9 4.8 3.8 1 1 2.9 1 2.9 9.6
GokweSouth 54.8 0 16.1 0 0 0 12.9 0 6.5 12.9
Gweru 94 7.1 4.8 0 0 0 0 0 1.2 3.6
Kwekwe 62.5 25 0 0 0 0 25 0 12.5 6.3
Mberengwa 92.2 3.9 7.8 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Chirumhanzu 93.6 3.2 2.1 0 0 0 1.1 0 0 3.2
Shurugwi 72.4 10.3 17.2 3.4 0 6.9 0 0 0 6.9
Zvishavane 93 0 12 0 0 1 6 0 0 1
Midlands 89.4 41 7.3 1 0.2 0.8 35 0.2 1.6 4.9

A GenerallyUN/NGOsupport acrossall districtswasin the form of food assistancé89.4%).

A GokweNorth (96.2%) had the highestproportion of householdswhich receivedfood assistancédollowed by Gweru(94%) and the lowestsupport
wasin GokweSouth(54.8%).
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Agriculture Production
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Households which Grew Crops

100

6

5

4

3

all["

o L o |

0 I I _ul III LIk I | n II II 1.0 s

Maize Sorghum Finger milletPearl milllet Tubers  Cowpeas Groundnuts Roundnuts Sugar beansSoya beans

Proportion of Households (%)
o o o o o

o

m Chirumhanzum Gokwe North m Gokwe Southm Gweru m Kwekwe m Mberengwa m Shurugwi m Zvishavanem Midlands

A Maize(93%) wasgrown by the majority of the householddollowed by groundnuts(46%9), cowpeas43%), tubers (37%) and roundnuts(31%).

A Sorghumwasthe mostcommonlygrownsmallgrainat 25%
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Average Household Cereal

Production

Maize (kgs) Traditional Grains (kgs)
Chirumhanzu 484.9
5.8
Gokwe North 649.9
32.5
Gokwe South 570.6
29.5
Gweru 272.5
0.0
Kwekwe 406.0
7.1
Mberengwa 172.9
28.0
Shurugwi 386.7
1.7
Zvishavane 452.9
46.8
Midlands 419.4
14.2

A Theaveragecerealproductionper householdfor maizewas419.4kg andtraditional grainswas14.2kgs

A Thehighestaveragemaizeproductionwasin GokweNorth (649.9kg) and traditional grainswasin Zvishavane6.8kg.
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Cereal Self Sufficiency

Cereals in kgs

Months of cereal supply (%)

0 to 3 months

4 to 6 months

7 t0 9 months

9 to 11 months

12 and above

Chirumhanzu 615.7 30.1 16.5 11.6 4.8 36.9
Gokwe North 838.6 21.1 13.1 14.7 6.8 44.2
Gokwe South 729.4 16.5 19.3 18.5 7.2 38.6
Gweru 406.8 49.2 14.8 7.6 5.6 22.8
Kwekwe 565.5 36.4 20.8 9.2 4.0 29.6
Mberengwa 313.8 51.2 19.0 10.5 4.4 14.9
Shurugwi 503.4 27.0 19.4 18.3 6.0 29.4
Zvishavane 699.7 30.0 18.0 12.0 6.4 33.6
Midlands 584.3 33 18 13 6 31

National 543.8 35 18 12 6 29

A About31%of the householdshad cerealsuppliesthat will lastfor more than 12 months,while 33%had cerealsuppliesto last0-3

months

A GokweNorth (44.2%), Gokwe South (38.6%9 and Chirumhanzu36.9%), had the highestproportion of householdswhich had

cerealsuppliesthat will lastfor morethan 12 months
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Cereal Stocks
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Cereal Stocks as at 1 April 2021

District

Cereal stocks (kgs)

Chirumhanzu

31.8
Gokwe North

29.5
Gokwe South

20.1
Gweru

3.1
Kwekwe

11.4
Mberengwa

18.6
Shurugwi

447
Zvishavane

58.9
Midlands 22 7

A Theaveragehouseholdcerealstocksasat 1 April for the provincewas22.7 kgsper household

A zvishavandadthe highestaveragestocks(58.9 kgs)whilst Gweruhadthe least(3.1 kgs)
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Maize from Casual Labour and Remittances

Cereal From Casual labour (kgs) Cereal From Remittances (Kgs)
Chirumhanzu 31.4 3.5
Gokwe North 85.5 4.5
Gokwe South 35.4 1.1
Gweru 2.0 0.0
Kwekwe 8.2 0.0
Mberengwa 10.8 1.5
Shurugwi 94 3.6
Zvishavane 17.1 2.2
Midlands 21.1 1.5

A GokweNorth hadthe highestquantitiesof cerealfrom casualabourat 85.5kgs,whilst Gweruhadthe least(2kgs)
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Livestock
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Households that Owned Cattle
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mzero monetotwo  threeto four mfive m>five

w The proportion of householdghat did not own cattle was54%andthe highestproportion wasin Kwekwe(66%)

w Thehighestproportion of householdghat ownedmore than five (5) cattle wasin Zvishavan€24%) andthe lowestwasin GokweNorth (8%).
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Households that Owned Draught Cattle
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Zvishavane

Midlands

A Theproportion of householdghat did not own draughtcattle washigh (67%).
A Gweru(81%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat did not own draughtcattle.
A zvishavane(26%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat ownedmore than two draughtcattle.
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Households that Owned Goats
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A Thehighestproportion of householdghat owned5 or more goatswasin Chirumhanzy13%) andthe lowestwasin Kwekwe(3%).

A Theproportion of householdghat did not own goatswas52% and Kwekwe(68%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat did not

own goats
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Households that Owned Poultry
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A The proportion of householdsthat owned poultry was 69% with Zvishavanenavingthe highestat 87% and Gokwe South havingthe
lowest(57%).

57




Average Livestock Numbers Per Household

20
18
16
14
12
10

Number of Livestock

o N O b OO

Gokwe North Gokwe South

Gweru

Kwekwe Mberengwa

m Cattle owned m Goats owned

Shurugwi

Zvishavane

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 ° 5 g 5
4I il Ii II 4I II II II

Midlands

A Theaveragecattle andgoatherd sizeper householdwas5 and Zvishavandiad the highestaveragecattle herd at about 6 per household
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Calving Rate

N A Calving rate, defined as the
\ proportion of cows/heifers that
dropped calves over a defined

period of time, is a measureof

productivity of the cow herd.
A Generally, calving rateaslow

(below 50%) acrogse province.

I Water Bodies :
Provincial Boundary : : : _ Ch.wLnimani

| District Boundary ‘ ’ B :

<< Protected Areas

Cattle Calving Rate (%)
Hl 15 - 50
[150-60
[160-70
[]70-80

I Above 80%
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Livestock Offtake Rates
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A Offtake rate is expressedas a percentageand refersto the number of animalssold/slaughtered annuallyas a fraction of the total herd. It is an

indicator of the businessapproachin livestockproduction,andits contribution to householdivelihoods

A Offtakerateswere generallylow with a provincialaverageof 5%for cattle and 26%for goats
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Thelleriosis (January Disease) and Lumpy Skin Dise
Outbreaks

A Januarydisease caseswere reported in a few

areas in Kwekwe, Shurugwj Mberengwa and
Chirumhanzu

A Lumpy skin disease was more widespread,

affectingall districtsin the province




Cattle Mortality

Cattle Deaths Causes of Death
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A About41%of the householdseported cattle mortality and 74%of the householdited diseasesisthe causeof mortality.

A Howeverof the 41%householdshat reported cattle mortality, 15%indicatedthat the causeof deathwasdrought/water shortages

A Gweruand Kwekwe(29%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreported cattle mortality due to drought/water shortages
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Cattle Mortality Rate by District

[l Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Cattle Mortality (%)
Il <5
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[ 115-20

[ 20 - 30

F >30

A Mberengwa, Chirumhanzu and
Gokwe North had high cattle

mortality rate rangingfrom 10-15%
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Goat Mortality

B Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

|| District Boundary
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A Goatmortality wasgenerallyhighin
most districts acrossthe province
(abovel(%

A Mberengwa reported the highest

goatmortality rate of above30%

64



Agricultural Produce Markets
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Livestock Prices (USD)

Cattle Prices

Goat Prices

\ A \
100
0 [ B
)
k!
{‘ Il Water Bodies

I Water Bodies [ Provincial Boundary
[__1 Provincial Boundary District Boundary

District Boundary << Protected Areas
<< Protected Areas [ Ward Boundary
Cattle Prices (USD) Goat Prices (USD)
[J0-50 Jos
[]51-103 [J5.1-10
[]103-154 []10.1-15
[ 155 - 206 [[151-20
[ 207 - 257 [ 20.1-25
[ 258 - 309 [ 25.1-30
[ 310 -360 B 30.1-35
I 361 - 412 I 35.1- 40 ~
B 413 - 463 Bl 40.1-45
W 464 - 515 B 45.1-50

A Thehighestaveragecattle priceswere in Zvishavand&JSD349 and ShurugwiUSD346 and the lowest cattle priceswere in GokweNorth (USD

210).

A Goatpriceswere highestin Zvishavané&JSD45 andlowestin GokweNorth USDLS8.
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District Average Cereal Prices (USD)

Maize Grain

Maize Meal

1
1)

ol

5{ Mut’e

y,
5y
Chig 'nimani

B Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Maize Grain Prices (USD)

7/7; Not Available

Bi-35

[J36-55

Bl 5.5-15

1

7

////'* -~

I Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
District Boundary

<% Protected Areas

Maize Meal Prices (USD)

7/7, Not Available

i-3

[3-45

M 46-15

A Mberengwahad high pricesfor both maizemealand maizegrainabout USD5 per bucket

A HoweverGokweSouthhad highmaizemealprice (USDB) andlow maizegrainprices(USDB).
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Value Chain Practices
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Access to Market Information
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m Familiar with Receiving market information on prices, demand or product quality requirements through collection centers, trade
private sector, extension officers
Use Receiving market information on prices, demand or product quality requirements through collection centers, traders, privat
sector, extension officers

m Training/orientation on Receiving market information on prices, demand or product quality requirements through collection cent
traders, private sector

Proportion of Households (%)

A Only 6%o0f the householdsndicatedthat they had usedmarketinformation throughvariouschannels 50



Use of Improved and Community Granaries
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m Familiar with Improved granary at household

Use Improved granary at household
m Training/orientation on Improved granary at household
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40

Proportion of Households (%)

a4

m Familiar with Community Granaries
Use Community Granaries
m Training/orientation on Community Granaries

A Useof improvedgranariesvasstill limited asonly 5%of the householdsndicatedthat they had usedthem.

A About2%alsoindicatedthat they had usedcommunitygranaries Thisis an indicationof poor postharvestmanagemengpractices
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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

m Training/orientation on Store in bag with artificial chemicals at the
household
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Proportion of Households (%)

10

m Familiar with Temperature and humidity control (hermetic bag, air-tight box,
metal silo)
Use Temperature and humidity control (hermetic bag, air-tight box, metal
silo)

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

A About 19%of the householdsvere storingtheir grainin bagsand usinggrainprotectants

A Only 2%were usingtemperatureandair control in grainprotection (useof hermeticbags,metal silos,air-tight boxesetc.) 71




Use of Services of a Community Animal Health
Worker
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m Familiar with Use of services of community animal health worker ( Paravet)
m Use of services of community animal health worker ( Paravet)
| Training/orientation on Use of services of community animal health worker ( Paravet)

A About19%of the householdsusedthe servicesof acommunityanimalhealthworker.
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Use of Locally Avallable Ingredients to Make
Homemade Animal Feed
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m Familiar with Homemade animal feeds made with locally available ingredients including legumes
m Use Homemade animal feeds made with locally available ingredients including legumes
| Training/orientation on Homemade animal feeds made with locally available ingredients including legumes

A Only12%of the householdsusedlocallyavailableingredientsto makehomemadeanimalfeed. 73



Use of Animal Fodder Production for Ruminants
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m Familiar with Animal fodder production for ruminants
Used Animal fodder production for ruminants
® Training/orientation on Animal fodder production for ruminants

A Thehighestproportion of householdsvhichwere familiarwith animalfodder productionfor ruminantswasin Mberengwa(24%y.

A Anaverageof 4%of the householdsusedanimalfodder productionfor ruminants 74



Use oflmproved Livestock Breeds
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m Familiar with Improved livestock breeds m Used Improved livestock breeds
® Training/orientation on Improved livestock breeds

A Generallypnly 7%of the householdsusedimprovedlivestockbreedsand 11%receivedtraining on the subjectmatter.
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Use of Improved Animal Housing and Water Infrastructure fc

Livestock

Improved Animal Husbandry
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m Familiar with Improved animal shelters (goats, poultry or cattle)
Used Improved animal shelters (goats, poultry or cattle)

m Training/orientation on Improved animal shelters (goats, poultry or cattle)

Water Infrastructure for Livestock

H
o
o

Proportion of Households (%)

m Familiar with Water infrastructure for livestock at homestead (e.g. water trough)
Used Water infrastructure for livestock at homestead (e.g. water trough)

H Training/orientation on Water infrastructure for livestock at homestead (e.g.
water trough)

A Theproportion of householdsvhichusedimprovedanimalhousingwas11%andthe proportion of householdsvhich had usedwater infrastructure

for livestockwas8%
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Livestock Vaccinations
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m Familiar with Routine vaccinations by Veterinary Officer or Paravet

m Use Routine vaccinations by Veterinary Officer or Paravet

B Training/orientation on Routine vaccinations by Veterinary Officer or
Paravet
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m Familiar with Home vaccinations ( farmer administered vaccinations)
m Home vaccinations ( farmer administered vaccinations)

m Training/orientation on Home vaccinations ( farmer administered vaccinations)

A About30%of householdsvere familiarwith routine vaccinationsand only 20%had usedroutine vaccinationdrom a Paravet

A Theproportion of householdsvhichhad administeredhomevaccinationsvas20%
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Use of Deworming and Dipping

Deworming
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m Familiar with Deworming
m Used Deworming

m Training/orientation on Deworming
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m Familiar with Dipping m Used Dipping

m Training/orientation on Dipping

A About46%of the householdsvere familiarwith dewormingand 72%were familiar with dipping

78




Climate Smart Agriculture
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Household Knowledge oRfumvudza
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® Households Familiar with Pfumvudza m Households which Practised Pfumvudzam Households Trained on Pfumvdza

A About79%of householdswvere familiarwith Pfumvudza 63%had receivedtrainingand 59%had practicedit.

A Chirumhanzy84%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswvhich practicedPfumvudzavhile GokweSouth(37%4 hadthe lowest
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Use of Quality Certified Seed

60

50

40

30

Proportion of Households (%)

20

10

90
8080 79
7273
60
53 52
49 49 47 47
44 46 43 46
37 37
23
21 2121

18 19

I II : II : I
ChirumhanzuGokwe NorthGokwe South  Gweru Kwekwe Mberengwa Shurugwi Zvishavane Midlands

m Households Familiar with Certified See# Households which used Certified Seem Households Trained on Certified Seed

A Generallyabout47%of the householdshad usedquality certified seedand Chirumhanzthadthe highestproportion at 80%
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Use of Community Seed Banks

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Households Familiar with Seed Banks m Households which used Seed Banksm Households Trained on Seed Banks

A Theproportion of householdsvhichhad usedcommunityseedbankswasrelativelylow at 7%

A However,Chirumhanzihadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichhad usedcommunityseedbanksat 39% -




Use of Suitable Improved Varieties
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m Households Familiar with Improved VarietiesHouseholds which used Improved Varieties
m Households Trained on Improved Varieties

A About28%of the householdshad usedsuitableimprovedvarietieswith the highestproportion beingin Chirumhanzy66%.
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Households which Grew Small Grains
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m Households familiar with small grains ® Households which grew small grains m Households trained on small grains

A About33%of the householdgyrew smallgrainsand Zvishavan€55%) had the highestproportion of householdsvhich grewsmallgrains

while Gweru(8%) hadthe least
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Use of Crop Rotation
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m Households familiar with crop rotation m Households practicing crop rotation m Households trained on crop rotation

A Croprotation waspracticedby 44%of the householdsacrosshe province

A zvishavané75%) hadthe highestnumberof householdsvhichpracticedcroprotation and Gweruhadthe lowest(13%).
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Use of Compost/Organic fertilizer

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Households familiar with compost
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m Households which used compost

m Households trained on compost

A About56%of the householdsvere familiarwith the useof compostfertilizer and 41%practisedit.

A Theuseof compostfertilizer washighestin Zvishavan€76%) andlowestin Shurugwi20%).
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Use of Drip Irrigation

Proportion of Households (%)
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®m Households Familiar with Drip Irrigation m Households Using Drip Irrigation m Households Trained on Drip Irrigation

A Theuse of drip irrigation by householdsvaslow acrossall districts (3%).
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Use of Plant Spacing
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Proportion of Households (%)

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

A Approximately,20% of the householdswere familiar with plant spacingand 12% of the householdshad practiced appropriate plant
spacing
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Use of Intercropping
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m Households familiar with intercropping m Households which used intercroppingm Households trained on intercropping

A Intercroppingwas practiced by 32% of the householdswith Zvishavanehavingthe highestproportion of householdspracticing

intercropping(61%) while Gweru(10%) hadthe lowest
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Use of Cover Cropping
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Proportion of Households (%)

m Households Familiar with Cover Cropping® Households which practised Cover Cropping
m Households Trained on Cover Cropping

A Covercroppingwaspracticedby only 11%of the households
A zvishavan€43%) hadthe highestproportion of householdracticingcovercroppingwith the leastbeingin Chirumhanzwand Gweru(2%).
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Proportion of Households (%)

m Households Familiar with Mulching ® Households which practised Mulching = Households Trained on Mulching

A Atleast38%of the householdgracticedmulching
A zvishavané58%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdgracticingmulchingwith the lowestbeingin Mberengwa(19%).
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Use of Integrated Pest Management (IPM)
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m Households familiar with IPM ® Households which used IPM  m Households trained on IPM

A The use of integrated pest management practices was 32% with the higfogsirtion beingin Zvishavane (69%).
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Income and Expenditure
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Current Most Important Sources of Income

Other m 1
Government social transfersn 1
Cash crop production m 2
Own business m 2
Petty trade m 2
Pension mm 3
Skilled trade/artisan mmm 4
Livestock production/sales mmm 4
Remittances outside mmm 5
Vegetables production/sales w7
Formal salary/wages s 3
Small scale mining/mineral salesm—— 12
Remittance within m—— 13
Food crop production/sales s 13
Casual labour mssssssss——— 19

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Proportion of Households (%)

A Mosthouseholdgelied on casualabour (19%) asthe mostimportant sourceof income,followed by food crop production/salesand

A remittanceswithin the country both at 13%and smallscalemining/mineralsales(12%).
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Average Household Monthly Income (USBpril 2021
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m 2020 m 2021

A Generallythere wasanincreasein the averagemonthly incomeacrossall the districts

A Averagemonthly incomewashighestin Zvishavan¢USD03) andlowestin GokweNorth (US26). o5



Average Household Monthly Expenditure (USBRpril
2021
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m 2020 m 2021

A Generally, the average monthly expenditure increased across all the districts with the highest expenditure being in 2(sBavai).
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Food Expenditure
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m 2020 m 2021
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A Proportionof food expenditurewas55%a decreaserom 67%reportedin 2020

A Thisimpliesthat householdshad moreto spendon other essentialservicessuchashealth and education




Average Household 6 Months Expenditure
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A Thehighestexpenditurewason education(USD37) followed by agriculture (USD31).
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene
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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.
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Access to Improved Water Sources
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A The proportion of householdsvhichhad accesgo improvedwater sourceswvas75%

A Gweruand Shurugwi{90%9), hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichhadaccesso improvedwater.
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Main Drinking Water Services
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m Basic water services ® Limited water services Unimproved water services Surface water services

A Theproportion of householdsvhichaccessedbasicwater servicesvas65%

A GokweNorth (33%) had the highestproportion of householdswhich were usingsurfacewater servicesand unimprovedwater sources

(26%).
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Access to Adequate Domestic Water
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m Drinking Needs m Cooking Needs = Personal Hygiene Needs = Other Domestic Needs

A Themajority of the householdsndicatedhavingaccesso adequate water for cooking,drinking, personalhygieneand other domesticneeds

A GokweNorth, GokweSouthand Kwekweandthe lowestproportion of householdsvhichhadaccessgo adequatedomesticwater services
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Distance Travelled to Main Water Source

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Less than 500m m® More than 500m but less than 1 km = 1km and above

A About5%%of the householddravelleda distanceof lessthan 500m to getto a water source

A GokweNorth (26%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsgravellinga kilometre and more to getto awater source
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Fetching Water for Cooking and Drinking
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m Adult woman [15 years and abovelt Adult man [15 years and abovelt Female child [under 15 years] Male child [under 15 years]

A Thefetchingof water for cookingand drinkingwasmainly by adult women 15 yearsand above83%).

A Zvishavané22%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith adult men 15 yearsand abovefetchingwater for cookingand drinking
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Time Spent Queuing at Water Source and Violence at W
Source

9 Time Spent at Water Source Prevalence of Violence at Water Source
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A The proportion of householdsvhichspentlessthan 15 minutesqueuingat a water sourceor within premisesvas68%
A GokweNorth (24%9) had the highestproportion of householdsgqueuingfor more than an hour at a water sourceand alsohad the highest

proportion of householdgeportingviolenceat a water source(14%). 106



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

Proportion of Households (%)
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Open defecation = Unimproved m Improved

A Approximately33.7% of the householdsvere practisingopen defaecationwith GokweNorth (51.4%) and GokweSouth(53.8%) havingthe

highestproportions
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Ladder for Hygiene

Servicdevel Definition

Limited Availabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswithout soapand water.

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

tippy taps, and jugs or basins designatedfor hand washing Soap includes bar soap, liquid soap,

powdered detergentsand soapy water but does not include sand, soil, ash and other handwashing

agents
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Access to Hand Washing Facilities
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= No service m Limited m Basic

Zvishavane Midlands

A Therewere generallyno handwashindacilitiesat mosthouseholdg95%) acrossthe province

A Gweru(9%9 hadthe highestproportion of householdghat had basichandwashindacilities
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Access to Infrastructure and Services
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Households which Received Agriculture Extension Visits f
Extension Officers

100
g 90
n 80
S
2 70
3
@ 60
o
L 50
©
c 40
i=)
s 30
o
© 20
o
10
0
O < &£ & N
L » \'b &
N Ny ¢o ‘?o <o -0
< é(@ 4@@ 4\;,0 0 & & e&o ‘}\&0 .\‘;&4 ‘6&‘ ééo
& & & & v N

A GokweNorth (95%), hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedagriculturalextensionvisits

A Accesgo agriculturalextensionvisitswasgenerallyhighthroughoutthe provincewith the exceptionof GokweSouthat 64%
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Households which Recelved Agricultural Extension
Services and Training

Agricultural Extension Services Agricultural Training
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A Theproportion of householdswhich receivedagriculturalextensionserviceswas 62% with Zvishavanénavingthe highestproportion at
81%

A Accesso agriculturaltrainingwasgenerallyhighthroughoutthe province(96%). 113



Households which Received Cropping and Livestos
Advice

Cropping Advice Livestock Advice
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A Approximately92%of the householdgeceivedcroppingadviceand 65%receivediivestockadvicefrom extensionofficers
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Households Satisfied with Livestock Advice (65%
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A Ofthe householdghat receivedlivestockadvice 86%were satisfiedwhilst 14%were somewhatsatisfied
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Households which Received Extension Support on
Army Worm
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A The proportion of householdswhich receivedextensionsupport on fall army worm was 81% with Zvishavang95%) and Kwekwe (85%)

havingthe highestproportion. 116



Households which Receilved Extension Support o
Weather and Climate

100
= 90
Q\/
n 80
o
2 70
3
2 60
o
L 50
©
c 40
9
s 30
o
© 20
o

10

0

4\9 \‘\Q ’b 0
& o 3¢ o"o @ °°
AN ) 0 4;0 @o é ’b b\ O
& 0 < L < AQ < Q éﬁ
& S S ¢ S 3 )

A zvishavan€92%) had the highestproportion of householdswhich receivedextensionsupport on weather and climate, whilst Shurugwi

hadthe lowestat 41%
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Access to Animal Health Centres
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A Only44%of the householdswith livestockhad accesgo animalhealth centres
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Satisfaction with Service Recelved from the Animal
Health Centre (44%)
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A Generallypf the proportion of householdsvhichaccessedhealth centres,82%were satisfiedby the service
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Households which Received Information on Food
Safety
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In the twelvemonthsprecedingthe survey,(April2020to May 2021), only 8.9%o0f the householdgeceivedinformation on food safetyissues

Mberengwa (13.6%), hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedinformationon food safetyissues 190



Police Services and Access to Victim Friendly Uni

Access to Victim Friendly Unit
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Police Services Reachable within One Hour
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A Only39% of the householdsreported that they had police servicesreachablewithin one hour and 36% of householdshad accesdo a

121

Victim FriendlyUnit.



Approximate Distance of the Nearest Primary Scho
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A About74%of the householdgeportedthat the nearestprimary schoolwaswithin a distanceof lessthan 5km.

A Howeverabout6%of the householdgeportedtravellingover 10kmto accesshe nearestprimaryschool 199



Household Access to Health Services

Access to Health Related Information
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Access to Services of Village Health Worker
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A Approximately80%of householdshad accesgo healthrelatedinformation and about 78%of householdseported that they had access

to aVillageHealthWorket

123




Approximate Distance to the Nearest Health Facility/Clini
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A Generallyl7%of the householdgeported that the nearesthealth facility/clinicwasmore than 10km away
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Access to Grain Storage Facllity

Proportion of Households (%)
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43

Shurugwi61%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichhadaccesdo a grainstoragefacility.
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Structures Used to Store Grain

Traditional Ordinary Improved
Ordinary room|  granary granary granary Bin/drum Crib Hermaticbags

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%0) (%0)
Chirumhanzu

55 27 10 4 0 4 0
Gokwe North

46 51 0 2 0 0 1
Gokwe South

43 36 18 2 0 0 1
Gweru 48 42 1 2 1 3 2
Kwekwe o4 70 4 3 0 0 0
Mberengwa

28 56 16 0 0 0 0
Shurugwi 69 26 1 3 1 0 0
Zvish

vishavane 40 14 17 15 0 15 0

Midlands 46 39 7 4 0 3 1
National 63 25 6 1 1 2 1

A Approximately46%of the householdsvere storingtheir grainin an ordinaryroom.
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Households which Received Early Warning
Information
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A The proportion of householdsvhichreceivedearlywarninginformation on weather, climate changeand seasonaperformancewas50%

A Zvishavan€78%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichhad receivedearlywarninginformation.
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Households which used Early Warning
Information to Plan Response I\/Iechanisms

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Ofthosehouseholdsvhichreceivedearlywarninginformation, 67%usedthe information for planningresponsemechanisms
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on Public Health Diseases

Households with Members who Receilved Informatic

Rabies Anthrax Cholera Typhoid Dysentery Salmonella Listeria

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chirumhanzu 34.9 492 635 68.8 24.3 2.6 1.1
Gokwe North 8.7 34.9 66.0 11.0 14.4 1.4 0.5
Goluwe South 39.1 62.2 56.9 29.8 18.7 2.7 0.4
Gweru 57.8 41.2 44.2 27.6 9.5 2.5 2.0
Kwelawe 61.3 53.2 68.5 19.0 14.5 3.2 0.0
Mberengwa 40.1 42.2 76.2 30.6 143 0.7 0.7
Shurugwi 445 34.7 731 45.7 11.8 4.1 0.8
Zvishavane 50.5 44.9 875 50.5 20.8 2.3 0.9
Midlands 45 2 455 67.0 350 16.0 2.6 0.8
National 47.8 40.3 72.7 33.4 21.7 3.1 1.3

A About87.5%householdsn Zvishavaneeported that they had receivedinformationon cholera
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Sources of Information on Gender Based Violence

Other Governmen Friends
household Social | Internet | Extension | Health| Health and

Radio | member | Television Newspapel media |browsing Worker |workergpromotersirelativeslUN/NGOJ Police | Other

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chirumhanzu

545 49 4.1 0.0 0.8 0.0 17.1 22.0 4.9 7.3 6.5 30.1 11.4
Gokwe North

54.9 3.7 0.0 1.2 6.1 0.0 37.8 39.0 29.3 12.2 7.3 1.2 8.5
Gokwe South

80.0 6.7 0.0 0.0 3.3 0.0 8.3 13.3 6.7 10.0 11.7 26.7 6.7
Gweru

54.7 8.4 3.2 0.0 2.1 0.0 3.2 24.2 2.1 5.3 8.4 2.1 17.9
Kwekwe

84.8 32.4 1.0 0.0 6.7 1.0 6.7 11.4 0.0 26.7 1.0 4.8 5.7
Mberengwa

85.4 20.8 22.9 6.3 4.2 0.0 22.9 12.5 6.3 16.7 6.3 10.4 4.2
Shurugwi

85.3 4.3 0.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 5.2 10.3 2.6 0.0 0.9 4.3 34
Zvishavane

68.9 0.0 3.3 1.1 0.0 0.0 41.1 7.8 0.0 1.1 7.8 0.0 6.7
Midlands 700 | 97 3.2 0.7 3.1 0.1 16.8 177 | 58 9.3 5.7 9.9 8.3
National 657 | 125 4.7 2.7 7.5 0.7 22.8 282 | 134 | 119 | 86 | 213 | 49

A Radiowasthe mostcommonsourceof information on GenderBasedViolenceat about 70%
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Household Ownership of Infrastructure that
Enhances Food and Nutrition Security

Solar
powered
Farming water Storage Nutrition | Agro-

Irrigation [equipment Fowl runs| source | Borehole| facility | Savings | Beehives| garden | forestry | Other

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Chirumhanzu | 47 41.4 3.9 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 2.6 44.8 0.0 37.1
Gokwe North 0.0 5.0 31.1 0.0 0.9 25.7 3.6 1.4 18.5 0.0 35.6
Gokwe South 0.0 34.6 7.5 0.4 1.3 22.9 0.0 0.0 43.3 2.5 16.7
Gweru 1.3 33.2 31.4 1.3 9.0 2.7 3.1 1.3 28.3 9.0 11.2
Kwekwe 3.3 32.1 18.7 0.4 2.0 2.0 4.1 0.8 15.9 0.0 41.9
Mberengwa 1.3 6.9 13.2 0.6 1.9 13.8 6.3 0.0 36.5 0.0 33.3
Shurugwi 0.8 34.3 26.8 0.4 1.3 9.6 20.9 1.3 54.4 0.0 16.7
Zvishavane 1.7 23.2 37.3 0.8 0.8 5.4 0.0 0.0 66.4 0.0 8.3
Midlands 1.7 27.3 21.5 0.5 2.1 10.3 4.7 0.9 38.8 1.4 24.8
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 Chirumhanzthad the highestproportion of householdswho reported to havefarmingequipment(41.4%), whilst Zvishavaneecordedthe

highestproportion of householdswith a nutrition garden(49%. 131



Food Consumption Patterns
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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

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Proportion of Households (%)

56 58
40 43 “ o
5 33 57 33 s
23 24 2222
I 13
ChirumhanzuGokwe NorthGokwe South  Gweru Kwekwe Mberengwa Shurugwi Zvishavane Midlands
W poor borderline acceptable

A Approximately34%of the householdshad poor food consumptionpatternswith Kwekwe(48%) havingthe highestproportion.

A zvishavang58%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith acceptableood consumptionpatterns
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Poor Food Consumption Patterns by District

I Water Bodies

[ Provincial Boundary

|| District Boundary
<< Protected Areas

Households with poor FCS

[JLow

1111 15nnin

High

A GokweSouth(43%) hadthe highest
proportion of households which

were consumingpoor diets.
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Average Number of Days Households Consumec
Food from Various Food Groups

Dairy N 1
Fruits NN 1
Legumes N 1
Meats I 2

Vegetables

5

Oils

6

Cereals |

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Number of Days

A Householdsvere consumingmostly cereals pils and vegetables
A Fruits,meats,legumesand dairy consumptionwaslow an indicationof poor quality diets.

A Thismayhavenegativeimplicationson nutrition outcomesof vulnerablegroupssuchaschildrenandwomenof child bearingage
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Food Consumption Scofutrition
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Household Consumption of Protein, Iron
and Vitamin A Rich Foods
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A Ironrichfoodswerethe leastconsumed61% followed by protein-rich foods(73%) and vitamin-A rich foods(92% 138



Households Consuming IreRich Foods

2020 2021
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A Ironis an essentiaimineralwhichis required by the body duringthe formation of blood cells Iron deficiencycan causefatigue and reducedability by the
bodyto fight infections

A About3%%of the householdseverconsumedron-rich foodssevendaysprior to the surveyandthis wasanimprovementfrom 63%reportedin 2020
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Households Consuming ProteRRich Foods

2020

2021
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A Inadequateprotein intake compromiseghe 6 2 R @bifitsito build, repairworn-out tissueandfight againstinfections

A About, 27%o0f the householdseverconsumedorotein-rich foodssevendaysprior to the surveyandthis wasa decreaserom 41%in 2020
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Households Consuming Vitamini#ch Foods
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Immunesystemand may contribute to maternalmortality.

Vitamin A is important for normalvision,the immune systemfunctions,and reproductionand Vitamin A deficiencycausesight blindness harmsthe

About8%of the householdseverconsumedvitaminArich foodsandthis wasthe sameasthe previousyeatr 141




Minimum Dietary DiversityWomen
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Minimum Dietary Diversity of Women of Child
Bearing Age
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A Atleast38.1%of womenof child bearingageconsumeda Minimum DietaryDiversity(MDD)in the 24-hoursprecedingthe survey

A zvishavan€56.1%) had highestproportion of women-of-child-bearingage who consumeda minimumdietary diversity 143



Consumption of Protein, Iron and VitandA Rich
Foods by WCBA
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A Therewas a generalincreasein the proportion of womenwho consumediron-rich, Vitamin A rich and protein-rich foods for women-of-

child-bearingage.
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WCBA Consumption of Iron Rich Foods by District
2020 2021
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A Therehasbeena generaldecreasdn the proportion of householdsconsumingron-rich foodsover the pasttwo yearswith Kwekwe(67.2%)

andMberengwa(75.3%) havingthe lowestproportion.
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Household Hunger Scale
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A About90%of the householdshadlittle to no hunger
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Households which Experienced Moderate to Sever
Hunger
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A Therewasa generaldeclinein the proportion of householdsvhich experiencednoderateto severehungerfrom 19%in 2020to 10%in

2021
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