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Foreword

TheZimbabweVulnerabilityAssessmenCommittee(ZimVACundertook the 2022 RuralLivelihoodsAssessmenfRLA)n fulfiiment of Commitment6 of
the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy(FNSR)Throughits integrated Foodand Nutrition Securitylnformation System Governmentthrough the ZimVAC
remainscommittedto collecting,collatingand disseminatingup to date, accurateand disaggregatedood and nutrition securityinformation for informing
policy, programmingand trackingof national,regionaland globalfood and nutrition targetsin a timely manner ZimVAGs a technicaladvisorycommittee
comprisedof representativedrom GovernmentDevelopmentPartners UN,NGOs TechnicaAgenciesandthe Academia

The2022 RLAthe 22 sinceinception, was motivated by the desireto monitor progressof commitmentsin the National DevelopmentStrategyl, the
Food and Nutrition SecurityPolicy, SustainableDevelopmentGoalsand planningfor targeted interventionsto help the vulnerable people, giventhe
prevailingdroughtsituationin the country:.

In order to ensurethat we leaveno-one and no placebehindin all our programming this report coversthe following thematicareas education,food and
iIncomesources,jncomelevels,expenditurepatterns, food security, COVIBL9, WASH socialprotection, youth and GenderBasedViolence,amongother
issuesHence the findingsfrom this assessmenuill inform the developmentof holisticand multi-sectoralresponsestrategies

We are grateful for the financialandtechnicalsupportwhichwe receivedfrom the ZimVVAGind our strategicpartners We applaudthe food and nutrition
securitystructuresat national, provincial,district and ward levelsfor successfullgarryingout the survey We alsoextendour appreciationto Government
and DevelopmentPartnersfor the financial support and technical leadershipwhich made the assessment successWe are indebted to the rural
communitiesof Zimbabweandall the rural localauthoritiesfor their collaborationduringthe survey Theleadership coordinationand managemenbof the
whole assessmendisplayedby the staff at the Foodand Nutrition CouncilFNC)s alsogreatlyappreciated

We submitthis report to you for your useandreferencein your invaluablework aswe strive to ensurethat everyZimbabweans free from hungerandall
formsof malnutrition.
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GeorgeD. Kembo (Dr.)
DIRECTOKENERALI./ ZIMVACCHAIRPERSON
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Introduction andBackground



Introduction

A ZimVAGQivelihoodsl & & S & aras8itgcordimeto be animportant tool for informing and guidingpolicies

and programmeghat respondto the prevailingfood and nutrition securitysituation. Todate, 22 ruraland 9

urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced

A ZimVAlaysa significantrole in fulfilling CommitmentSixof the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy(GoZ
2012, in which the & D 2 @ S N¥f Yilhabweis committed to ensuringa national integrated Food and
Nutrition Security Information Systemthat provides timely and reliable information on the food and

nutrition securitysituationandthe effectivenesof programmesandinformsdecisiorY | {1 Ay 3 €

A 1t hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCto coordinate annuallivelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupport of
ZImVAC



Zimbabwe Vulnerablility Assessment Committee
(ZIMVAC)

ZimVAGs a consortiumof GovernmentDevelopmentPartners,UN,NGOsTechnicalAgenciesand the 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 hungerandall forms of malnutrition.
ZimVAGupportsGovernmentparticularlyFNdn:

A Conveningand coordinatingnationalfood and nutrition securityissuesn Zimbabwe

A Mappinga practicalway forward for fulfilling legaland existingpolicy commitmentsin food and nutrition security
A AdvisingGovernmenibn 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

Theassessmentesultswill be usedto:

A Inform planningfor targetedinterventionsto help the vulnerablepeople,giventhe prevailingsituationin the countryaswell 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 ensureadherenceto the principlesspelt out in regionaland international frameworkswhich Zimbabwehas

committeditself to, whichincludethe ComprehensivéfricanAgricultureDevelopmentProgrammgCAADPandthe SDGs

A Guideearlywarningfor earlyaction



Purpose

The overall purpose of the assessmentwas to provide an annual update on livelihoods in
%A YO | auwab &das, for the purpose of informing policy formulation and programming

appropriateinterventions



Objectives

Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentvere:

1. To estimate the population that is likely to be food insecurein the 202223 consumptionyear, their geographic

distributionandthe severityof their food insecurity
2. Toassesshe nutrition statusof childrenof 6 ¢ 59 months

3. Todescribethe sociceconomicprofilesof rural householddn terms of characteristicsuchastheir demographicsaccess
to basicservices(education,health servicesand water and sanitation facilities), assets,income sources,incomesand

expenditurepatterns,food consumptionpatternsand consumptioncopingstrategies
4. Todeterminethe coverageof humanitarianand developmentainterventionsin the country.
5. Todeterminethe effectsof shocksexperiencedoy communitieson food and nutrition security
6. Tomeasurehouseholdresilienceandidentify constraintsto improvingtheir resilience
7. Toidentify earlyrecoveryneedsin order to determineshortto longterm recoverystrategies

8. Toidentify developmentprioritiesfor communities



Background

Thecontinuousshocksandhazardsaffectingthe rural communitiescallfor ongoingmonitoringasthe food andnutrition situationcontinuesto evolve

The Governmentcame up with the National DevelopmentStrategy1:2021-2025 (NDS) towards the end of 2020 The overarchinggoal of NDS. is to ensure high,
acceleratedjnclusiveand sustainableeconomicgrowth aswell associceconomictransformationand developmentaswe movetowardsan upper middle-incomesociety
by 2030

Oneof the priority areasfor the NDS. is Foodand Nutrition Security NDS seeksto improvefood selfsufficiencyandto retain the regionalbreadbaskestatus Themain

objectiveisto increasefood self-sufficiencyfrom the currentlevelof 45%to 100%andreducefood insecurityfrom the 5% recordedin 2019to lessthan 10%by 2025

The 20212022 seasonstarted late in the secondand third dekad of December2021 in most parts of the country. The seasonwas characterisedby poor rainfall
distribution in both spaceandtime acrossthe country. Therewere incessantainsin Januaryfollowed by a prolongeddry spellin the first weekof Februaryto the end of
March. Thepassagef TropicalStormAnaat the end of January2022helpedto reducerainfall deficitsin parts of the country, but the tropical stormwascharacterisedy

heavyrains,which causedwater loggingandleaching

Thefalse start of the seasonresultedin failed crop establishmentforcing most farmersto replant severaltimes. Thelate onset causedlate plantingswhich were later
affected by the prolongeddry spell at the reproductive stage causingwrite offs especiallyin the central and southern parts of the country. The rainfall seasonalso
affected livelihoodsstrategieswhich include seasonabn-farm labour, livestocksales,vegetableproduction and sales,harvesting,and the saleand consumptionof wild

produce

Accordingto the Ministry of | 3 NJ&A O d2t! RodzdE&@pand LivestockAssessmentthe estimatedmaizeproduction for the 2021/ 2022 seasonstandsat 1 557 914 Mt
whichis a 43% decreasefrom the 2 717 171Mt producedin the 2020 2021 season Traditionalgrainsproductionfor the 2021/ 2022 seasonis estimatedat 194 100MT
representinga 44% decreasefrom 347 968Mit in 2020'2021 Thetotal cerealproductionis 1 752 014Mt againsta national cerealrequirementof 2 267 599Mt (1 817
599Mt for humanconsumptionand 350000Mt for livestock)



Background

A With the majority of the rural LJ2 LJdzf Hivelh@gs@dstly influencedby agriculture(both cropsand livestock),the experiencedclimate

related shockshaveimplicationson accesgo food andthe nutrition statusof households

A Povertycontinuesto be one of the major underlyingcausesof vulnerabilityto food and nutrition insecurityaswell asprecariouslivelinoods
in Zimbabwe Accordingto the ZIMSTAPoverty,Income,Consumptiorand ExpenditureSurvey2017 Report,70.5% of the populationwere
poor whilst 29.3% were deemedextremelypoor. The macroeconomigituation remainsvolatile due to parallel market exchangeratesthat
are the main driversof ZWLprice increasesn both formal and informal sectors Thisis impactinglivelihoodsand accesdo food, especially

amongpoor households

A Thehealth pandemic,due to COVIBLY, continuesto be the biggesthealth and humancrisisthreateningfood securityand nutrition among
the Zimbabweanpopulation The impact of the pandemicis being felt in all sectorsof the economy,including health, education and
agriculture TheCOVIDL9 pandemic,whoseeffectsand devastationhave beenfelt acrossall parts of the world, hasmagnifiedpre-existing

differencesin economicand socialconditionsof the vulnerablepopulations



Contextual AnalysisBackground

Thelivelihoodsof rural householdscontinueto be affected by both systemicand idiosyncraticshockswhich includebut are

not limited to the following:

SystemicShocks

A ClimaticshockgDroughtand prolongedmid-seasordry spells floods,water logging crop and livestockpests,hailstorms)
A Economicshocks(sharpchangeof cerealsandlivestockprices)

A Cropandlivestockdiseases

ldiosyncraticshocks
A Healthrelated shockgCOVIELY, chronicillness)

A Deathof breadwinner



GovernmentMitigatory Measures

A Despitethe environmentalchallengedor the period under review, the Governmentis applaudedfor being

proactiveand implementinga numberof mitigatory measures

A Governmentremainedcommitted to ensuringthat every Zimbabwearis free from hungerand malnutrition

andled the implementationof the following measurego ensurefood securityfor all people

a) COVIB19 Vaccination Campaign The campaignhas seen eligible membersof the population receiving
dosesof the COVIB19 vaccine Asof the 10" of June2022, 6.24 million people (55.6%) had receivedtheir
first dose and 4.6 million (40.7%) were fully vaccinated Furthermore,838 292 people had receivedthe

third dose(boosterdose)

b) Supporting the vulnerable groups through distribution of food aid (in-kind) and cash transfers cash

transferfor cereals harmonizedsocialcashtransfers



f)

9)

GovernmentMitigatory Measures

Food Subsidieghrough continuedimplementationof socialprotection measureso improve food accesge.g. maize

mealsubsidies)
Enablingenvironment Governmentalsoopenedup spacefor developmentpartnersto contribute andassist

Removingrestrictionson food importation suchasremovalof import duty on maizeand wheat, cookingoil, among

other basiccommoditiesto ensureaffordability of essentiafoodstuffsandto mitigate the effectsof the drought

Pfumvudzalntwasa Programme, through programmeswhich farmers are supported with seed, fertiliser and

herbicides

EmergencyRoad Rehabilitation Programme ¢ the Governmentof Zimbabwedeclaredall roadsto be a state of
nationaldisasteron 9 February2021 Shortlyafter, a secondEmergencyRoadRehabilitationProgrammeg ERRM) was
launchedand the objectivesof the programmeare to improve the road network, which was extensivelydamaged

duringthe rainyseasonandto harnesghe potential of the transportsystemin promotingeconomicgrowth.



GovernmentMitigatory Measures

h) National Public Infrastructure Investment Programme prioritises and embracesprojects identified by

)

J)

communities Major trunk roads are now being upgraded, new infrastructure being constructed, and

additionalraw water sourcesare beingdeliveredto mitigate the impactof climatechange

Accessto consumptive water through availing resourcestowards borehole drilling, rehabilitation and

constructionof Headworkdor livestockwater troughs

Strengtheningof Multi-SectoralStructuresin order to operationalisea cohesiveresponseto the food and
nutrition challenges The structuresinclude the following: Inter-Ministerial CabinetCommitteefor Food
and Nutrition Security,Inter-Ministerial Grainlmportation Committee,Internal Logisticsand Distribution of
Grain Committee, Working Party of PermanentSecretariesfFood Aid Working Group, National Foodand
Nutrition Security Committee, District Food and Nutrition Security Committees,District Drought Relief
Committeesand Ward Foodand Nutrition SecurityCommittees (inclusiveof localleadershipincludinglocal

Councilorsand Chiefs)



Assessment Methodology



Methodology ¢ Assessment Design

Improved Development and

Reduced mordidity and

Improved Proguctivity and Economic
mortality Nutritional Growth
Status
intake and Health Status
Utilization inc HIV/AIDS

Strategieas: Household Food

Production, Cash Earning ,

Gifts, Exchange, Loans and
Romittances

Natural, physical, Human , Economic and Social
Capital/Assets

] 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 Conceptual Framework (Figure 1),

which Zimbabweadoptedin the FNSRGoZ 2012, and

the conceptualframework on food securitydimensions
propoundedby Joneset al. (2013.

The assessmentvas also guided and informed by the

resilienceframework (Figure2) so as to influencethe

earlyrecoveryof householdsaffectedby variousshocks

Theassessmentibokedat food availabilityandaccessas
pillarsthat have confoundingeffectson food securityas
definedin the FNSRGo0Z 2012.

Accordinglythe assessmenmeasuredthe amount of

energy availableto a householdfrom all its potential

sources hence the primary sampling unit for the

assessmentvasthe household
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Livelihoods

Outcomes
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Figure 2Zimbabwe Resilience Framework (UNDP Zimbabwe, 2015
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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 assessmeniwvere the android;based structured household questionnaireand the

communityFocusGroupDiscussiorfFGDyuide

A ZimVACnational supervisors(including Provincial Agritex ExtensionOfficers and Provincial Nutritionists) and enumerators were
recruitedfrom Government,United Nations,Technicapartnersand Non-GovernmentalOrganisationsTheseunderwenttrainingin all

aspectf the assessmentn orderto minimisethe riskof spreadingCOVIBLY, trainingfor enumeratorswasdoneat districtlevel

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

guidelineswhich guidedall processed$rom surveyplanningto datacollection

A TheMinistry of LocalGovernmentcoordinatedthe recruitmentof district level enumeratorsand mobilisationof provincialsupervision
and district enumerationvehicles Threeenumeratorswere selectedfrom eachdistrict for data collectionand one anthropometrist

wasresponsibldor takinganthropometricmeasurements



Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A Enumeratortraining washeld from 9 to 10 May 2022 Primarydata collectiontook placefrom 11 to
23 May 2022 In recognisingthe risk of spreadingCOVIBL9 during data collection, innovative

approachesvere usedto collectvital information without causingany harm.

A The RLAwas guidedby globaland country specificrecommendationsand all necessaryprecautions
were taken to avoid potential transmissionof COVIBEL9 between enumeratorsand community

members

A Data analysisand report writing ran from 4 Juneto 12 June2022 Varioussecondarydata sources

andfield observationsvere usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.



Methodology- Sampling and Sample Size

A

Household food insecurity prevalence was used as the key indicator to
determine the sample to ensure 95% confidence level of statistical
representativenesat district, provincialand nationallevel

The survey collected data from 1 500 randomly selected EnumeratedAreas
(EAS)

Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof;

A Samplingof 25 clustersper eachof the 60 rural districts,denotedasEAS
in this assessmentfrom the ZimbabweStatisticsAgency(ZIMSTAT2012
mastersamplingframe usingthe PP3nethodology

A The second stage involved the systematic random sampling of 10
householdsper EA(village)

At most, 250 householdswere interviewed per district, bringing the total
sampledhouseholdgo 15 000.

Out of the 15 000 sampledhouseholds,14 965 householdswere interviewed,
givinga 99.8%responseaate.

Twelve FGDsand one Key Informant Interview (Kll) on irrigation and grazing

were held per district.

Province Number of Sampled Households
Manicaland 1743
Mash Central 2002
Mash East 2244
Mash West 1751
Mat North 1739
Mat South 1754
Midlands 1994
Masvingo 1738
National 14965
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Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

[ | District Boundary 2

<< Protected Areas

Not Sampled
Il Sampled
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Data Preparation and Analysis

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

A DistrictkeylnformantInterviews
w Datacleaningandanalysisvere done usingSPSSSTATAENA 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

The2022RLAcollectedand analysednformation on the followingthematicareas

1 Education 1 Sociaprotection

1 Health 1 Youth

1T WASH 1 Linkagesamongstthe key sectoral and thematic
1 Nutrition areas

1 Agricultureandother rural livelinoodsactivities T Crosscuttingissuessuchasgender

1 Foodsecurity

M Resilience



Assessment Findings



Demographic Description of the Sample



Household Characteristics



Characteristics of Respondents: Sex and Age

Province Average Age of Responde Respondent Sex (%)
(Years) Male Female

Manicaland 45.9 27.3 72.5
Mashonaland Central 43.7 33.2 66.8
Mashonaland East 47.3 28.1 71.8
Mashonaland West 43.5 34.8 65.1
Matabeleland North 48.1 30.1 69.9
Matabeleland South 48.6 27.9 72.0
Midlands a7.7 28.9 71.0
Masvingo 46.5 28.6 71.3
National 46.4 29.8 70.1

A About70.1%o0f the respondentsvere female

A Theaverageageof the respondentsvas46.4 years
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Characteristics of Household Head: Sex and Age

Province Average Household Household Head Sex (%)

Head Age [Years] Female Male
Manicaland 51.0 37.9 62.1
Mash Central 49.8 26.1 /3.9
Mash East 52.3 34.0 66.0
Mash West 48.0 27.0 73.0
Mat North 54.2 38.0 62.0
Mat South 55.8 43.4 56.6
Midlands 53.7 34.7 65.3
Masvingo 52.2 36.4 63.6
National 52.1 34.5 65.5

A About70%of the householdsvere male headed with the highestproportion beingin MashonalandCentral(73.9%).

A Theaverageageof householdneadswas52.1 years whichis within the productiveagegroup.
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Characteristics of Household Head: Marital Status
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Manicaland Mash Central Mash East Mash West Mat North Mat South Midlands Masvingo National
m Married living together  m Married living apart = Divorced/seperated Widow/widower ® Never married

A Nationally, 60%of householdheadswere marriedand livingtogetherwith their spousewhilst 24%were widowed

A MatabelelandSouthhad the least proportion of householdheadswho were married and living together with their spouse(47%) and alsothe

highestproportion of householdheadswho were widowed (28%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: Education Leve
Attained
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m None ®mPrimarylevel mZJClevel = O'level mA'level mTertiary

A Nationally,11.2%of the household headshad not attained anylevelof education
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Characteristics of Household Head: Religion
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A Over75%of the householdheadswere of the Christianreligion
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Characteristics of Household Head: COMI®
Vaccination Status

(o]
o

o O O O O

Proportion of Household Heads (%)

o

100
80
70
6
5
4
3
2
1

0

Manicaland Mash Central Mash East Mash West Mat North  Mat South  Midlands Masvingo National

m Not vaccinated  m Vaccinated - 1st Dose m Vaccinated - 2nd Dose (Fully vaccinated)

A Nationally,73%of householdheadshadreceivedthe seconddoseof the COVIBL9 vaccinewhilst 20%of the householdheadswere not vaccinated

A MatabelelandNorth (80%) hadthe highestproportion of fully vaccinatechouseholdheads
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Household Vulnerability Attributes
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o

m With at least one orphan m With at least one parent of the children absent = With at least one member who is chronically ill = With at least one mentally challenged member

A About19%of the householdshadat leastone orphanlivingin the household

A About 7%of the householdshadat leastone memberwho wasmentallychallenged 37
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School Attendance
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Masvingo

National

A Nationally,about83.8%o0f the childrenof schoolgoingagewere in schoolat the time of the assessment

A About51.8 %of the childrenwere reportedto havebeenturned awayfrom schoolfor non-paymentof schoolfeesduringthe first term of 2022

39



Chronic lliness



Chronic Conditions
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A About2.6%of householdshad a memberwith a chroniccondition
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Household Members who had a Chronic Condition

(2.6%)

Hypertensi Ulcer,
HIV Diabetes, on, High | Arthritis, | Epilepsy, chronic
infection, [ Heart [high blood blood chronic | seizures, Liver Kidney | stomach
AIDS | disease| sugar |Asthma| pressure | body pain fits Stroke Cancer [Tuberculosiy diseases | diseaseqg pain Other
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 24.5 6.0 13.2 53 28.9 5.6 1.8 1.8 0.9 11 0.1 0.6 50 5.0
Mashonaland) ;4 o 4.9 75 9.1 27.0 9.2 2.7 1.8 0.9 15 0.3 1.1 5.5 9.9
Central
'\E":;hona'a“d 19.9 3.7 10.5 7.2 32.9 6.3 25 1.8 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.5 6.5 6.8
\'\/"szona'a”d 21.9 3.1 12.1 9.1 25.4 8.3 25 2.1 1.1 1.3 0.1 1.3 4.0 7.6
'I\\I"g:g]be'e'a”d 36.3 1.2 11.0 8.6 23.3 5.9 2.8 1.3 0.5 0.9 0.1 0.6 2.6 4.9
Matabeleland| 57 1.7 7.3 6.1 25.9 7.4 1.6 2.0 0.9 1.2 0.2 0.6 3.2 6.6
South
Midlands 27.3 3.0 11.2 8.7 22.7 6.2 3.0 1.7 1.7 2.0 0.1 0.6 3.1 8.7
Masvingo 22.1 2.8 8.2 6.5 15.7 7.7 1.9 2.0 0.7 1.5 0.3 0.8 4.9 24.8
National 25.5 3.3 10.0 7.6 25.4 7.1 2.4 1.8 0.9 1.2 0.2 0.7 4.5 95

A HIVIAIDS (25.5%) and Hypertension/High blood pressure (25.4%) constituted over half of the chronic conditions.
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH)



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 a roundtrip 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 LINEridknBwater 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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® Unimproved water source ® Improved water source

A Seventyeight percentof rural householdshad accesgo improvedwater sources

A MashonalandCentral (84%) and MatabelelandNorth (84%) had the largest proportions of householdswith accessto improved water

sources
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Main Drinking Water Services
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m Basic water services ® Limited water services = Unimproved water services m Surface water services

A About64%of householdshad accesgo basicwater serviceswhilst 15%and 14%usedlimited and unimprovedwater servicesrespectively

A Atleast13%of householdsn MatabelelandSouthand 11%in MatabelelandNorth were usingsurfacewater services
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Households

Bl water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

[ | District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

B ward Boundary

Rely on Surface Water (%)

B None

[ Low

55,
'Tsholﬂ_t's ho{ U mguza

1
ChimaRimani
‘4

Mberengwa |

=0

Mwenezi

Bﬁitbridge
' 3

Drinking Surface Water by District

A Binga(36%) and Bulilima
(31% had the highest
proportion of
households drinking

surfacewater.
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m Drinking mCooking m Personal Hygiene = Other Domestic Use

A Mosthouseholdshadaccesgo adequatewater for domesticuse
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Water Treatment Methods
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m Boil ® Add bleach/chlorine [jik or water guard]
Strain it through cloth Use a water filter (ceramic,sand,composite,etc)
m Solar disinfection m Let it stand and settle
® Add water treatment tablet m Other

A Ofthosehouseholdsvhichreportedto be treating their water, about40%usedthe boilingmethod.

A Twentysixpercentof householdsn MatabelelandNorth let their water standand settle asa treatment method.




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 About54% of rural householddravelledlessthan 500m to fetch water, whilst 16%travelledmore than 1km.
A Manicalandhad 67%of householdgravellinglessthan 500m to fetch water.
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Time Spent Queueing at Water Source and Violence at
Water Source

Time Spent at Water Source Violence at Water Source
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H Less than 15minutes (or within premise®)15- 30 minutes
= 30 minutes to 1 hour More than 1 hour

A About 59% of householdsspent lessthan 15 minutes at the water

source

A About5%of householdsxperiencedviolenceat water points.
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Violence at Water Points

A Mt Darwin had the highest
proportion of householdswhich
reported violence at water
points (20%).
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(1 Provincial Boundary
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[ |
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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, hangingtines 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.

53



Access to Improved Sanitation
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m Open defecation m Unimproved mImproved

A About 66% of rural households had access to improved sanitation.

A Twenty seven percent of rural households practised open defecation.

A Mashonaland East (77%) had the highest proportion of households with improved sanitation.

A Matabeleland North (50%) had the highest proportion of households practising open defecation.
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Household Sanitation Services
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o

m Open defecation = Unimproved m Limited m Basic

A Theproportion of householdsvhich practisedopendefaecationin MatabelelandNorth hasremainedhigh (50%).

A Theproportion of householdsvhichaccessedbasicsanitationservicesvas54%acrosshe country,
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Open Defecation by District

A Most districts in MatabelelandNorth had N \
over 50% of the households practicing N -
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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 Handwashing Facllity
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m No service Limited m Basic

A About92%of rural householdshad no accesgo handwashindacilities
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Handwashingat Critical Times
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A About74.4%o0f the householdgeported that they washedtheir handsafter usingthe toilet.
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Access to Critical Infrastructure



Access to Police and Services for Physical and
Sexual Violence
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Proportion of Households (%)

o

o

m Police services reachable within one hour ~ m Access to services for physical and sexual violence

A Nationally,40%of the householdshadaccesgo policeserviceshat were reachablewithin one hour,

T

About2%%of the householdshadaccesgo servicedor physicaland sexualviolence

A MashonalandCentraland MashonalandEasthad the largestproportion of householdswith accesgo Policeserviceswithin one hour and to

servicedor physicaland sexualviolence ol



Approximate Distance to the Nearest Primary
School
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m Less than 5km m 5 to 10km = More than 10km Don't know

A Nationally,69% of householdshad accesdo a primary schoolwithin a 5km radius,whilst 26% had accesgo a primary schoolwithin a5 to
10kmradius

A Manicaland(73%) hadthe largestproportion of householdswith accesso a primaryschoolwithin a 5km radius 62



Approximate Distance to the Nearest Health
Facility

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Less than 5km m5to 10km = More than 10km Don't know

A About12%of the householddravelledmore than 10km to the nearesthealth facility.
A Theproportion washighestin MatabelelandNorth (18%).
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Households which Received Early Warning Information
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m Received Early warning information such as weather, climate change, seasonal performance
m Use the information to plan your response mechanisms

A About 81% of households received early warning information such as weather, climate change or seasonal performance ahem3% of

attested to using the information to plan response mechanisms. 64



Social Protection



Households which Received Any Form of Support

A The proportion of households
which receivedany form of support
washighestin Hwedza(98%).
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A Almostthree quartersof the rural householdgeceivedsocialsupport

A Governmentand developmentpartnersare commendedor maintainingconsistencyn their supportto the vulnerablepopulation
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Sources of Support

adzidzl £ KSf L) INRdAzZLIE / AQBAO AINPdzLIE / KFENRGFOES 3INRdAzL) = 22YSy 2N
Non-relatives outside the community or in urban areasl 1
Churches | 2
Non-relatives within community (village) 8 4
Relatives outside Zimbabwe i 9
Relatives within community (village) I 10
UN/NGOs [ 14
Relatives outside the community (including urban) iy 15
Government R 61

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

A Government is applauded for being the major source of support in rural areas as reported by 61% of the households.
A UN/NGOsprovidedsupportto 14%of the rural households
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Sources of Any Form of Support

Government Charitable

Support UN/NGO Suppo| Church Suppor| Rural Relative§ Urban Relatives | Diaspora Groups
(% (%) (%) (%) (% (%) (%)

2021 2022 2021 | 2022| 2021 | 2022 2021 (2022 2021 2022 | 2021 | 2022| 2021| 2022
Manicaland 47 57 27 12 7 1 12 6 12 13 5 4 7 0
Mash Central 58 65 25 6 4 3 17 16 14 10 2 2 15 1
Mash East 48 69 21 9 5 2 18 21 20 28 8 8 13 0
Mash West 46 64 12 9 3 2 11 11 13 10 4 3 8 1
Masvingo 52 45 32 29 7 1 14 10 17 9 9 11 3 1
Mat North 52 47 32 19 6 1 17 10 14 12 15 22 9 1
Mat South 59 73 32 15 / 2 16 16 15 21 22 11 I 2
Midlands 68 63 25 15 6 3 20 24 17 24 9 14 6 3
National 54 61 26 14 6 2 16 14 17 16 9 9 9 1

A Governmentsupportincreasedrom 54%reportedin 2021to 61%in 2022

A Supportfrom UN/NGOslecreasedrom 26%in 2021to 14%in 2022
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Forms of Support from Government (61%)

Livestock Small
LivestocK support-| livestock
support-| large | support Water,
large stock (goats, | Livestock Other Sanitation | Weather| COVID
Crop | stock [(non-pasq chicken, |[support: Ticl livestock [and Hygienq and 19
Food Cash inputs |(pass on] on) fish, etc) grease support inputs climate | Support
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 18.2 1.1 76.7 2.2 0.3 0.1 1.4
|Mash Central 12.2 1.1 83.5 0.1 0.1 2.2 0.3 0.0 0.5
|Mash East 17.1 1.3 74.9 0.1 3.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 3.1
|Mash West 10.1 0.7 85.9 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.8
|Masvingo 30.6 2.1 60.6 0.1 0.2 0.2 3.8 0.1 0.5 1.9
Mat North 44.8 29 456 | 0.1 0.2 5.6 0.5 0.1 0.3
|Mat South 18.0 0.6 70.4 0.1 0.1 8.2 0.9 0.1 1.8
Midlands 32.1 2.4 57.8 0.1 2.0 0.3 0.5 0.1 4.9
National 21.9 1.4 70.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 3.7 0.3 0.3 0.1 2.0

A Themajorform of supportreceivedby householddrom Governmentvascropinputs (70.1%) andfood (21.9%).

A MashonalandwWest (85.9%) had the highest proportion of householdsthat receivedcrop inputs support whilst MatabelelandNorth
(45.6%9 hadthe least
A Foodsupportfrom the Governmentwashighin MatabelelandNorth (44.8%) andlow Mashonaland/Nest(10.1%9.
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Forms of Support from UN/NGOs (14%)

Livestock Small
LivestocH support-| livestock
support-| large | support Water,
large stock | (goats, | Livestock Other Sanitation | Weather| COVID
Crop | stock |[(non-pasg chicken,| support: livestock |and Hygien¢ and 19
Food Cash inputs |[(pass on| on) fish, etc) | Tick greasd support inputs climate | Support
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 78.0 5.7 11.5 1.4 0.5 2.4 0.5
|Mash Central 46.3 3.3 46.3 0.8 3.3
|Mash East 74.1 5.3 11.4 1.3 1.3 1.8 0.4 1.8 2.6
|Mash West 22.0 1.0 9.9 0.6 0.6 1.6 0.6 5.4 19.8 19.5 18.8
|Mat North 82.8 1.6 10.8 0.5 0.3 1.0 1.4 1.0 0.5
Mat South 60.0 3.1 25.8 0.2 4.3 0.5 0.5 3.6 2.1
Midlands 62.1 2.5 21.7 0.6 2.5 0.6 0.6 6.5 0.3 2.5
Masvingo 75.9 4.5 7.7 0.7 1.7 0.0 1.0 6.6 0.0 1.7
National 64.7 3.0 16.2 0.5 0.2 1.7 0.6 1.3 5.5 2.5 3.7
A The major form of support provided by the UN/NGOs was food (64.7%) followed by crop inputs (16.2%).
A Matabeleland North (82.8%) had the highest proportion of households that received food supportMéslsbnalandNVest (22%) had
the least.
A MashonalandCentral (46.3%) had the highest crop input support wiMlasvingo(7.7%) had the least. 71




L.oans



Households Participating in ISAlMikando
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A At least 13% of the households participated in ISkukanda
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Households which Received Loans
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A About13%of the householdsn Masvingoreceivedloans




Use of Loans

Proportion of Households (%)
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chain generating fees
activities

Households used their loans for consumption (39%) and to pay education costs (21%), among other uses.
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Shocks and Hazards



Number of Shocks Experienced by Households
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Number of Shocks
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A Theaveragenumberof shocksexperiencedoy householdsvas3.
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Health Related Shocks

Proportion of Households (%)
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COVID-19 Pandemic Other Health related

A The COVIR9 pandemic (8.5%) was the most reported health shock.




Economic and Social Shocks
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m Being charged more for mobile money or swig=Loss of employment by key household member
Death of main income earner Gender Based Violence

A Beingchargedmore for mobile moneyor swipe (4199 wasthe mostreported economicshock
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Households which ReporteBeing Charged More
for Mobile Money or Swipe
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Households which Reported Sharp Cereal Price Incre:
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A Buhera(82%) and Mt Darwin (73%)
had the highest proportion of
households which reported sharp

cerealpriceincreases
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Climate Related Shocks

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Drought (76%) was the most reported climate related shock. Flooding was the least reported (1%).
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Households which Reported Drought

A Most districtshad householdswhich

reported droughtasa shock

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

|| District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Drought Affected Households (%)
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Households which Reported Water Logging

A Makonde (3999, Guruve (36%) and
Murehwa (31%) had the highest
proportions of households which

reported water logging




