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Foreword

TheZimbabweVulnerabilityAssessmenCommittee(ZimVACUndertookthe 2022RuralLivelihoodsAssessmentRLA)n fulfilment of Commitment6 of the
Food and Nutrition SecurityPolicy (FNSP)Throughits integrated Food and Nutrition Security Information 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 representativesrom GovernmentDevelopmentPartners UN,NGOs TechnicaAgencieandthe Academia

The2022RLAthe 221d 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, given the
prevailingdroughtsituationin the country.

In order to ensurethat we leaveno-one and no placebehindin all our programmingthis report coversthe following thematicareas education,food and
income sources,incomelevels,expenditurepatterns, food security, COVIBEL9, WASH socialprotection, youth and GenderBasedViolence,amongother
issuesHence the findingsfrom this assessmenwill inform the developmentof holisticand multi-sectoralresponsestrategies

We are grateful for the financialand technicalsupportwhich we receivedfrom the ZimVAGind 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 assessmenta success We are indebted to the rural
communitiesof Zimbabweand all 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 everyZimbabwearns free from hungerand all
formsof malnutrition.
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GeorgeD. Kembo (Dr.)
DIRECTOKENERALI./ ZIMVACCHAIRPERSON
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Introduction andBackground



Introduction

A ZimVAGivelihoodsl & & S & aras@itgcordirmeto be animportant tool for informing and guidingpolicies

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

urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced

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

nutrition securitysituationandthe effectivenesof programmesandinformsdecisionY | 1 A y 3 €

A 1t hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCto coordinate annuallivelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupport of
ZImVAC



Zimbabwe Vulnerablility Assessment Committee
(ZImMVAC)

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 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
kept on trackthroughanumberof corefunctionssuchas
A Undertakingfood and nutrition assessmentsnalysisandresearch
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 regional and 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 |l owab &das, for the purpose of informing policy formulation and programming

appropriateinterventions



ODbjectives

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 developmentpriorities for 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 2021/ 2022 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 week of Februaryto the end of
March. Thepassagef TropicalStormAnaat the end of January2022helpedto reducerainfall deficitsin parts of the country,but the tropical storm wascharacterisedy

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! Rodzrd& @pand LivestockAssessmentthe estimatedmaizeproduction for the 2021/ 2022 seasonstandsat 1 557 914 Mt
whichis a 43% decreasefrom the 2 717 171Mt producedin the 20202021 season Traditionalgrainsproductionfor the 2021/ 2022 seasonis estimatedat 194 100MT
representinga 44% decreasefrom 347 968Mt in 20202021 Thetotal cerealproductionis 1 752 014Mt againsta national cerealrequirementof 2 267 599Mt (1 817
599Mit for humanconsumptionand 350 000Mt 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 The COVIDL9 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 ClimaticshocksDroughtand prolongedmid-seasordry spells floods, water logging crop andlivestockpests,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 measuregdo ensurefood securityfor all people

a) COVIBP19 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 roads to be a state of
nationaldisasteron 9 February2021 Shortlyafter, a secondEmergencyrRoadRehabilitationProgrammeg 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 Grainimportation 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
Proguctivity and Economic
Growth

Reduced morbdidity and Improved
mortality Nutritional
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 availabilityand accessas
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

assessmenivasthe household
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Livelihoods

Outcomes
1. Target Group 2. Context 3. Disturbances 4. Relative 5. Resilience Capacities 6. Reactionto
(e.g. women, youth, rural (e.g. social group, (e.g. natural hazard, Vulnerability (Capacities of the Context to Disturbance
communties, etc) region, institution, et¢) drought, insecurity, food (of the Context to mitigate Vulnerabilties relative (e.g. Survive, cope,
m‘“‘ i ok the Disturbances) I e D) recover, learn, transiorm * Food Security
| 1 s 3 | ) Poeme Fr Y g - < 27
Nothing. Ad(_q.u'dtc
. Avoided Nutrition
I ‘ z Disturbance Environmental
Bounce back security
H better
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Recover,
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: Tafs Collapse Insecurity
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L J = J
Resilience through Resilience so * Environmental
Nha What? Degradation

esilience fo‘ 7
Whom?

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 assessmenivere the android;based structured householdquestionnaireand 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 COVIBL9 between enumeratorsand community

members

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

andfield observationsvere usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A Enumeratortraining was held from 9 to 10 May 2022 Primary data collection took place from 11 to 23 May 2022 In
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usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.



Methodology- Sampling and Sample Size

A

Householdfood insecurity prevalencewas used as the key indicator to
determine the sample to ensure 95% confidence level of statistical
representativenesst district, provincialand nationallevel
Thesurveycollecteddata from 1 500 randomlyselectedEnumeratedAreas
(EAS)

Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof;

A Samplingof 25 clustersper eachof the 60 rural districts, denoted as
EAs in this assessment,from the Zimbabwe Statistics Agency
(ZIMSTAT2012mastersamplingframe usingthe PPSnethodology

A The secondstage involved the systematicrandom samplingof 10
householdsper EA(village)

At most, 250 householdswere interviewed per district, bringing the total

sampledhouseholdgo 2250

Out of the 2250 sampledhouseholds,2244 householdswere interviewed
householdsgivinga 99.7 %responserate.

TwelveFGDsand one Keylnformant Interview (Kll)on irrigation and grazing

were held per district.

District Number of Sampled Households
Chikomba 245
Goromonzi 250
Hwedza 250
Marondera 250
Mudzi 250
Murehwa 250
Seke 249
UzumbaMaramba

Pfungwe 250
Provincial 2244
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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
w Datacleaningandanalysisvere done usingSPSSTATAENA Microsoft Exceland GlSpackages

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

internationalframeworks,wherethey exist

w Genderasa crosscuttingissue wasrecognisedhroughoutthe analysis



Technical Scope

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 livelihoodsactivities T Crosscuttingissuessuchasgender.disability

1 Foodsecurity

M Resilience



Assessment Findings



Demographics Description of the Sample



Household Head Characteristics

Female headed Male headed household] Child headed household Elderly headed

District households (%) (%) (%) households (% )
Chikomba 39.2 60.8 3.3 32.8
Goromonzi 35.2 64.8 0.4 20.4
Hwedza 44.0 56.0 0.0 42.4
Marondera 27.6 72.4 1.6 23.2
Mudzi 35.6 64.4 2.8 30.4
Murehwa 28.0 72.0 1.2 30.0
Mutoko 30.8 69.2 0.8 31.0
Seke 31.7 68.3 2.4 18.5
UMP 33.6 66.4 0.8 33.2
Mash East 34.0 66.0 1.5 29.1

A Theprovincial proportion of femaleheadedhouseholdsvas34%with Hwedzadistrict (44%) recordingthe highestproportion.

A Elderlyheaded householdswere highestin Hwedza(42.4%) and child-headed householdswere at 3.3% in Chikombadistrict. This

potentially increases/ulnerabilityin terms of food and nutrition securityin thesehouseholds

32



Characteristics of Household Heaklllarital
Status

Proportion of Household Heads (%)

100 pgyas 20 1.2 1.6 0.8 24 1.2 36 0.4 1.8

(o]
o

21.6 21.6 20.1 25.3
28.2 36.0 27.2 25.0

20.4 24.8
80 7.6

Chikomba Goromonzi Hwedza Marondera  Mudzi Murehwa Mutoko Seke UMP Mash East
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m Married living together  m Married living apart = Divorced/seperated Widow/widower  m Never married

A About59.9%o0f the householdheadswere marriedand livingtogether

A Hwedzadistrict (35.6%9 hadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho were widowed
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Characteristics of Household Headducation
Level Attained
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m None Primary level = ZJC level = O'level mA'level Above A' level

A Atleast33%of the householdheadsin MashonalancEasthad attained Primaryleveleducation

A Marondera(46%9 hadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho hadattainedh @vel



Household Head Religion
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Sects Churches Churches Catholic  Christian religion

Proportion of Household Heads (%)

A Thehighestproportion of householdheads in MashonalandEastwere from the Apostolicsects(38.6%).
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Household Head Religion by District

Roman | Protestant [Pentecosta| Apostolic Other Other
Catholic | Churches| Churches Sects Zion Christian Islam | Traditional| religion | No religion
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%0) (%) (%) (%)
Chikomba 9.8 35.9 11.4 35.9 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 4.9
Goromonazi 12.4 9.6 20.4 31.2 0.8 4.4 0.8 0.8 1.2 18.4
Hwedza 12.0 15.2 5.6 43.2 2.8 12.8 0.0 2.4 0.0 6.0
Marondera 9.2 23.2 10.4 38.0 2.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 16.4
Mudzi 7.2 4.8 6.0 37.6 3.2 12.0 0.0 8.4 0.8 20.0
Murehwa 8.4 23.6 7.2 35.6 2.4 5.6 0.0 1.2 0.0 16.0
Mutoko 14.4 14.8 4.8 40.4 1.2 6.4 0.0 1.2 0.4 16.4
Seke 10.8 6.8 14.9 36.5 0.8 12.9 0.0 0.4 1.2 15.7
UMP 1.2 8.8 8.4 48.6 2.8 0.8 0.0 4.4 0.0 24.9
Mash East 9.5 15.8 9.9 38.6 2.0 6.2 0.1 2.1 0.4 15.4

A Thehighestproportion of householdsheads who were of the apostolicsectswasrecordedin Uzumba Maramba Pfungwe(48.6%).

A Chikombadistrict (35.9%9, hadthe highestproportion of householdsheads who attendedprotestantchurches
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OrphanedChildren
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A Theproportion of householdswith at leastone orphanin the provincewasat 17%

A Mudzidistrict (24%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith at leastone orphan
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Education
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School Attendance
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Chikomba Goromonzi Hwedza Marondera Mudzi Murehwa  Mutoko Seke Mash East
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A Schoolattendancein the provinceimprovedfrom 79%in 2021to 87%in 2022 Thiscould be attributed to the relaxationof the COVIBL9

regulations
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Children Sent Away from School

Proportion of Children Sent Away (%)
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m 2021 m 2022

A Theproportion of childrenever sentawayfrom school during the first term of 2022 becauseof non-paymentof feesrose from 32%in
2021to 54%in 2022
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COVID19 Vaccinations



Household Head COVHD9 Vaccination Status

Prportion of Household Heads (%)
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m Not vaccinated Vaccinated - 1st Dose Vaccinated - 2nd Dose (Fully vaccinated)

Thegreatestproportion of householdheadswere fully vaccinatedagainstthe COVIBL9 virus.

Meanwhile,Goromonzi(26%) hadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho hadnot beenvaccinated
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COVIDBP19 Vaccinations by Sex and Age
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0
Not vaccinated Vaccinated - 1st Vaccinated - 2nd Not vaccinated Vaccinated - 1st Vaccinated -
Dose Dose (Fully Dose 2nd Dose (Fully
vaccinated) vaccinated)
m Male mFemale m 12 to 15 years m 16+ years

A Bothmalesandfemalesin Mashonaland=asthaveequallytakenup vaccinationagainstCOVIBL.

A Thegreatestproportion of householdmemberswho were fully vaccinatedvasin the abovel6 yearsagecategory(71%).
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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 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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Main Drinking Water Services
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m Basic water services m Limited water services

= Unimproved water servicet Surface water services

A Theproportion of householdsaccessindpasicwater serviceslecreasedo 69%from 77%in 2021

A In Mudzi, householdsaccessingimited water servicesincreasedto 58% from 32% in 2021Thiscan potentially increasediarrheal disease

outbreaksin the district.
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Access to Adequate Domestic Water
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A Eightyfour percentof the householdsreported havingadequatewater for personalhygieneand other domesticneedswith Hwedza

(74% andMudzi (58%) andhavingthe lowestproportion.
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Households Using Surface Water as Main

> =

[] District Boundary
I Water Bodies

<< Protected Areas

Rely on Surface Water (%)
[ None

[ Low

100

Drinking Water Source

A The proportion of households
using surface water as main
drinking source was high in UMP
(8.8%) followed by Mutoko (7.2%)
andMudzi(6.8%).
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Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
District Boundary
Protected Areas
Ward Boundary
Violence at Water Point (%)
[ Low

]

[

[ |

I High

Violence at Water Sources

A Incidentsof violenceat water points were
generallylow acrossall districts exceptin

Mudzi and Goromonz(10%).
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Ladder for Sanitation

Servicelevel Definition

BasicSanitationFacilities  Useof improvedfacilitieswhichare not sharedwith other households

Limited SanitationFacilities Useof improvedfacilitiessharedbetweentwo or more households

Unimproved Sanitation Facilitiesthat do not ensue hygienic sepaation of human excreta from human contact Unimproved

Facilities facilitiesincludepit latrines without a slabor platform, hanginglatrines and budket latrines.

OpenDefecation Disposabf humanfaecesin fields, forest, bushesopen bodiesof water, beachesor other openspaces

or with solidwaste

Note: Improvedsanitationfacilities Facilitiesthat ensure hygienicseparationof human excretafrom human contact Theyinclude

b dzarpourb dzdoHKet/latrine, Blairventilatedimprovedpit (BVIP)pit latrine with slabandupgradeableBlairlatrine.
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Access to Improved Sanitation

Proportion of Households (%)

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

Chikomba Goromonzi Hwedza Marondera Mudzi Murehwa  Mutoko Seke Mash East

m Open defecation m Unimproved = Limited m Basic

Sixtyone percentof householdshad accesdo basicsanitation,16% had accesdgo limited sanitationand 14% were practising
opendefaecation
Mudzi (24% and Chikomba(22%) had the highestproportion of householdspractisingopen defaecation Opendefaecation

predisposexommunitiesto diarrhealdiseases
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Access to Improved Sanitation
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Open defecation = Unimproved Improved Open defecation = Unimproved Improved

A Accesgo improvedsanitationfacilitiesremainedat 77% whilst householdsractisingopen defecationdecreasedrom 18% in 2021to 14%in
2022

A Therehasbeenanincreasein the proportion of householdsaccessingmprovedsanitationin UMP,from 69%(2021) to 82%in 2022



Households Practising Open Defaecation

defaecationwashighin Mudzi (24%).

Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
District Boundary
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Ward Boundary

Open Defaecation (%)
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A The proportion of householdspractisingopen
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Ladder for Hygiene

Servicdevel Definition

Limited Avalilabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswithout soapandwater.

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

designatedfor hand washing Soapincludesbar soap,liquid soap,powdereddetergentsand soapywater but doesnot include sand,

soil,ashandother handwashingagents

54



Access to Hand Washing Facilities
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A Handwashing facilities were not available at the majority of the households (94%).

A Handwashing is a central component of personal hygiene especially in prevention of communicable diseases.
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Households with no Hand Washing Facilities by
District

N A The proportion of households with no
A handwashingfacilities was high across all

districtsin the province
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Access to Critical Inf

rastructure
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Distance to the Nearest Health Facility
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A Only8%of householdseportedthat their nearesthealth facility wasmorethan 10km away
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Access to HealtiRelated Information
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A ProvinciallyB0%of the householdshad accesgo health-related information.
A Mudzidistrict (91%) had the highestproportion of householdshat had accesgo health-related information whilst Marondera(62%) had

the least
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Access to the Services of a Village Health Worker
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A Accesgo the servicef a VillageHealthWorkerwashighestin UzumbaMaranbaPfungwe(98%) and Mutoko (96%).
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Access to Nutrition Education and/Training
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A Theproportion of householdsvhichreceivededucation/trainingon nutrition was (42%) at the provinciallevel
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Police Services Reachable within One Hour
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Proportion of households (%)

A Mudzi (68%), had the highestproportion of householdshat had accesgo police serviceswithin one hour of travel. Hwedza (26%9
hadthe least
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Access to Victim Friendly Services
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A Atthe provinciallevel, at least47%of the householdshad accesgo Victim FriendlyUnit Services

A Mutoko (71%) hadthe greatestproportion of householdghat had accesgo victim friendly services
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Approximate Distance of the Nearest Primary School
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A Twentysevenpercent of householdgeportedto haveaschoolthat waswithin 5-kilometerradius
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Social Protection



Combined Social Protection Recelved

100 0

(1 District Boundary
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A Alldistrictsacrossthe provincereceivedsome
form of support

A Goromonzi (58%) and Seke (52%) had the
least proportion of householdsthat received

socialprotection support
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Households which Received Any Form of
Support in the Province
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A Theproportion of householdghat receivedanyform of supportroseto 80%from 70% in 2021
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Sources of Support

District Government | UN/NGO | Churches| Rural relatives Rural [Non-relative§ Urban Rural Rural non Rural
(%) (%) (%) and/or non- relatives within relatives relatives relatives relatives
relatives (%) within community | and/or outside the | outside the| outside
community (%) nonrelatives| community | community [ Zimbabwe
(%) within (including | or in urban (%)
community | urban) (%)| areas (%)
(%)
Chikomba 89.3 11.5 2.1 5.3 5.0 1.3 26.1 24.3 3.8 5.5
Goromonzi 25.6 2.8 3.2 29.6 21.2 15.6 24.4 21.2 5.6 7.6
Hwedza 90.8 2.8 1.6 32.8 31.2 3.6 50.8 49.2 2.0 15.6
Marondera 66.4 0.0 0.8 5.6 3.6 3.2 27.6 27.2 0.4 13.2
Mudzi 73.2 45.2 0.0 29.6 29.2 3.6 26.0 25.6 0.4 2.4
Murehwa 71.6 1.2 3.2 8.0 7.6 0.8 32.8 32.8 0.4 11.2
Mutoko 78.8 12.0 0.4 28.4 28.4 0.0 22.8 22.4 2.0 6.4
Seke 33.7 1.6 2.0 9.6 5.2 5.6 21.3 21.1 0.4 10.5
UMP 90.4 4.0 0.4 16.8 16.4 4.0 15.6 15.6 0.0 2.0
Mash East 68.8 9.0 1.5 18.4 16.5 4.2 27.5 26.6 1.7 8.3

A Government(68.8%) shouldbe commendedfor beingthe main socialprotection cushionfor rural communitieswith Hwedza(90.8%) receivingthe

mostsupport
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Forms of Support
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Food Cash Crop inputs  Livestock Small livestock Livestock Other livestock Water, Weather and  Covid-19
support -largesupport (goats,support: Tick  support  Sanitation and climate support
stock (pass on)chicken, fish, grease Hygiene inputs
etc)
m Government = UN/NGOS

A Duringthe consumptionperiod 2021/ 22, householdsreceivedmore crop input support from the Government(75%) while food support (74%)

camefrom UN/NGOs
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Forms of Support by Governm

e168.8%)

Small
livestock
support Water,
(goats, Livestock Other Sanitation
chicken, fish|support: Tick livestock |and Hygiengd Weather and COVID19
Food Cash Crop inputs etc) grease support inputs climate support
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chikomba 23.8 1.1 74.7 0.4
Goromonazi 21.1 2.8 73.2 1.4 1.4
Hwedza 31.9 1.5 64.6 0.3 1.5 0.3
Marondera 0.5 86.5 8.9 0.5 3.6
Mudzi 4.8 1.9 86.1 5.8 1.4
Murehwa 1.8 1.8 72.9 0.9 22.6
Mutoko 15.7 1.2 72.4 10.6
Seke 3.4 4.5 92.0
UMP 28.7 70.7 0.7
Mash East 17.1 1.3 74.9 0.1 3.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 3.1

A Themajorform of supportreceivedfrom the governmentwasin the form of cropinputs.

A Almost17% of supportreceivedirom the Governmentwasin the form of food.
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Forms of Support by UN/NGOs (9%)

Livestock Water,
support- Livestock Other Sanitation
large stock |support: Tick livestock |and HygiendWeather ang
Food Cash Crop inputs| (pass on) grease support inputs climate COVIP19
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) support
Chikomba 92.9 3.6 3.6
Goromonzi 50.0 16.7 33.3
Hwedza 42.9 57.1
Mudzi 88.0 3.2 4.8 3.2
Murehwa 33.3 33.3
Mutoko 31.8 9.1 25.0 6.8 2.3 9.1 13.6
Seke 80.0 20.0
UMP 90.0 10.0
Mash East 74.1 5.3 11.4 1.3 1.8 0.4 1.8 2.6

A Themainform of supportfrom UN/NGOsvasfood (74.1%).
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ISALS and Loans



Sources of Loans

UN/NGOs 0
Government/Rural Credit fund m 1
Micro finance institutions m 2
Other mm 3
Local trader/ shopkeeper mm 3
Money lender mmm 4
Farmer's organization mmssm 7
Banks mmmmm 7
Friend/relative s 35
ISAL/Mukando/Ukugogelela mmmmmssmsses 37
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A Themainsourceof loanreceivedwas from anISALsMukando (37%).
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Shocks and Hazards
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Households Experiencing Shocks

Livestock deaths 1 0.2
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A Themostprevalentshockthat wasexperiencedy householdsncludeddroughtor prolongedmid-seasordry spells(77%).
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Households which Reported Drought as a

Shock
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A Most districts reported drought as a
shock Mudzi and Hwedza(98%) had
the greatest  proportion  of
households  that experienced

droughtasashock
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Households which Reported Water Logging as a

Shock
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A In MashonalandEast,Murewa (31%9 had
the highest proportion of households

whichreportedwater loggingasa shock
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Households that Reported Cereal Price increase
as a Shock

A A Hwedza (44%) and Goromonzi (41%)
had the highest proportion of
0 100 householdsvhichreported cerealprices

increaseasashock
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Households which Reported being Charged More
for Mobile Money/Swipe as a Shock

N A The highest proportion of
A householdswhich reported being
charged more for  mobile
0 100
|

money/swipe as a shock was in

Murewa (75%).
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Households which Reported COVID as a
Shock

>z

A Seke district (27%) had the highest proportion of
householdghat cited COVID19 asashock
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Number of Shocks Experienced by Households
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Number of Shocks

A Generally,the numberof shockshat were experiencedat provinciallevelremainedalmostthe sameasin the previousyeat



Severity of Shocks/Stressors
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A Deathof the mainincomeearner (929, drought and prolongedmid seasondry spell (87%) and sharpincreasesn cerealprices(82%)

werereportedto havehad severeimpacton households

82



Average Shock Exposure Index
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A Shoclexposurendexwascalculatedoy multiplyingthe numberof shocksexperiencedwith impactseverityof the shockto the household

A Shockexposureindexdecreasedascomparedto 2021
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Comparison Between Shock Exposure and Ability to
Cope Indices
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Index

m Shock exposure index m Ability to cope in future index

A Shockexposureindex(8) washigherthan the ability to cope(4) meaninghouseholdswvere lessableto copeon their own.
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Irrigation Infrastructure



Functional Irrigation Schemes by District

Il water Bodies
Pravincial Boundary

__ District Boundary

<+ Protected Areas

Total Number of Irrigation Schemes

I o irrigation scheme

1-5

[]5-10

[CJ10-15

[C]15-20

B 20-22

A The number of functional irrigation schemesacross
the districts rangedfrom 4 to 17, with UMP having
the lowest(4) and Hwedza(17) havingthe highest
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Irrigation Scheme Functionality Status
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A Ofthe seventyirrigation schemesn the province,32 were functional, 16 were partially functionaland 22 were non functional
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Non-Functional Irrigation Schemes by District

;\ A Hwedza (8) had the highest number of non-

functional irrigationschemes
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Reasons for Non Functionality of Irrigation Schemes

seasonality of water SOUrCe m——— 1

lack of capital E— 2

Vandalism and theft F 7
incomplete installation IEEEEGGGG_G_G_——— S

need for rehabilitation works I 7
Silted dam/weir | e — 2

Zesa/Zinwa Bills I )

inadequate watel m— ————

broken down pump _ 6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Number of Irrigation Schemes

m non functional = partially functional

A Of the twenty two non-functional irrigation schemesthe main reasonsfor not functioning reported were need for rehabilitation

works(7), vandalism(7) and brokendown pumps(6).
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Agriculture Production
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Access to Agriculture Services



Households that Received Any Agricultural Extension
Services
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A At the provinciallevel, the proportion of householdsthat receivedany agriculturalextensionservicesin 2022 increasedto 69% when
comparedto 53%recordedin 2021

A Hwedza(91%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat receivedextensionservices
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Householdsvhich Received Agriculture Advice from
Extension Officers

100
90
S 80
3
5 70
e
@ 60
(@)
L 50
©
.5 40
S 30
o
a 20
10
0
Chikomba Goromonzi Hwedza Marondera  Mudzi Murehwa  Mutoko Seke Mash East

A The proportion of householdswhich receivedagricultural advice from ExtensionOfficerswas greatestin Hwedza(89%) followed by
Chikomb&78%) and Mutoko (77%) respectively

A Thelowestwasrecordedin Goromonzi(42%).
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Households which Received Extension Support
On Weather and Climate

100

N W b O O N & ©
O O O O o o o o

Proportion of households (%)

[H
o

Chikomba Goromonzi Hwedza Marondera Mudzi Murehwa  Mutoko Seke Mash East

o

A Provincially45%of the sampledhouseholdsndicatedthat they had receivedextensionsupporton weatherand climate
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Households which Received Early Warning
Information
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m Received Early Warning Information m Used information

A Mutoko (96%) had the highest proportion of householdswhich used early warning information on weather, climate and season

performance
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Agriculture Crop Production



Area Under Crop Production

2021/22 2020/21
Cereal Area (Ha) Yield/Ha Production (Mt) Area (Ha) Yield/Ha Production (Mt)
Maize 190048 0.73 139169 219610 1.86 408880
Orange Maize 138 0.2 69 288 1.67 481
Sorghum 19528 0.46 9077 19459 0.75 14637
Pearl Millet 2616 0.33 850 2520 0.44 1105
Groundnut 57670 0.43 25012 45828 0.93 42639
Roundnuts 9515 0.32 3047 6957 0.61 4250
Sugar Beans 9377 0.53 4929 6383 1.04 6615
Biofortified Beans 177 0.6 88 207 0.43 89
SunFlower 6671 0.37 2435 5037 0.8 4018
Tobacco 16887 1.68 28034 26769 1.97 52175
Cotton 6189 0.17 1033 50329 0.76 38492
Soya Beans 2784 1.7 37115 14159 1.62 22917

Source (Crop and Livestock Assessment 2)

A Generally the area under production was lower as compared to the 2020/21 agricultural season.
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Households which Planted Crops
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A Maizeremainsthe mostcommonlygrowncropin the province,with 87.9%of the householdshavinggrownit followed by groundnuts(50%).
A Therewasa reductionin the proportion of householdshat grewthe traditional grains(sorghumfrom 26%to 14%and pearlmillet from 10%to

2.3%) comparedto the 20202021 season
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Cereal Stocks as at 1 April 2022

Stocks of sorghun

Stocks of finger millet

Stocks of pearl

Stocks of wheat

District Stocks of maize (kg (kgs) (kgs) millets (kgs) (kgs) Total (kgs)
Chikomba 40.6 0.1 0.7 41.4
Goromonzi 53.3 0.2 0.4 0.1 54.0
Hwedza 59.4 2.9 0.8 0.1 0.4 63.5
Marondera 124.4 0.4 0.7 0.8 126.3
Mudzi 28.5 11.8 40.3
Murehwa 105.0 1.7 0.9 0.1 0.6 108.3
Mutoko 90.1 3.6 0.7 0.9 0.1 954
Seke 55.5 0.1 0.2 55.8
UMP 66.8 4.4 0.5 0.6 0.3 72.5
Mash East

69.4 2.8 0.5 0.2 0.3 73.1

A Theaveragehouseholdcerealstockasof 1 April 2022was73.1kgs
A Maronderahadthe highestaveragestocks(126.3kgs)whilst Mudzihad the lowest(40.3kgs)
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Cereals from Casual Labour and Remittances

District Cereals from casual labour (kgs) Cereals from remittances (kgs)
Chikomba 41.5 2.3
Goromonazi 54.6 2.1
Hwedza 71.7 13.3
Marondera 35.0 4.2
Mudzi 68.0 24.3
Murehwa 40.6 6.5
Mutoko 20.3 14.7
Seke 19.7 7.7
UMP 29.0 3.8
Mash East 42.3 8.8

A Householdsn the provincehadacquiredon average42.3kg of cerealsfrom casualabourand 8.8kgsfrom remittances

A Hwedza (71.7%) had the highest average cereals from casual labour.
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Households that Grew Cereals
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B Maize m Sorghum mFinger Millet m Pearl Millet

A Maize(87.9%) wasthe mostcommonlygrown cerealacrossall districtsin the provincefollowed by sorghum(14%).
A The production of traditional grains remains low with sorghum at 14% finger millet (5.2%), and pearl millet 2.3%
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Cereal Sufficiency

Months of cereal supply

Household cerea

(kgs) Oto3months | 4to 6 months | 7to 9 months | 9to 11 months | 12 and above
Chikomba 217.4 61.6 14.3 8.6 4.1 11.4
Goromonzi 189.2 68.8 14.0 5.2 2.4 9.6
Hwedza 114.1 74.4 14.0 5.2 1.2 5.2
Marondera 439.8 41.2 14.8 12.4 5.2 26.4
|Mudzi 129.7 71.2 18.4 5.2 2.0 3.2
|Murehwa 468.3 34.0 16.8 12.8 4.8 31.6
Mutoko 228.2 54.8 21.6 9.2 4.0 10.4
Seke 219.3 63.1 16.1 9.2 0.8 10.8
UMP 201.0 45.2 28.8 15.2 2.4 8.4
Mashonaland East 245.3 57.1 17.6 9.2 3.0 13.0

A Theproportion of householdghat havesufficientcerealto cover12 monthswasonly 13%.
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Average Household Cereal Production

District Harvested orange| Harvested maize | Harvested sorghun| Harvested finger | Harvested pearl Total
maize (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) millet (kgs) millet (kgs) (kgs)
Chikomba 0.6 215.8 1.4 0.2 218.0
Goromonzl 2.0 187.8 1.4 191.2
Hwedza 3.2 100.9 8.9 3.4 0.9 117.3
Marondera 1.1 439.1 0.1 0.6 440.9
Mudzi 0.5 70.0 55.3 0.3 4.0 130.2
Murehwa 3.5 461.0 1.8 5.2 0.4 471.8
Mutoko 2.0 212.0 11.1 2.2 3.0 230.2
Seke 216.2 1.3 1.0 0.9 219.3
UMP 1.6 169.4 24.8 5.5 1.3 202.6
Mash East
1.6 230.3 11.5 2.3 1.2 246.9
A Theprovincialaveragehouseholdcereal(maizeandtraditional grains)productionwas246.9kgs
A Maize(230.3kgs)followed by sorghum(11.5kgs)hadthe highestharvest
103

A Thehighestcerealproductionwasreportedin Murewa (4718kgs)andthe lowestwasin Hwedza(117.3kg)




Structures Used to Store Grain

Ordinary room | Traditional granary  Ordinary Improved Hermetic bags
District (%) (%) granary (%) | granary (%) | Bin/drum (%) Crib (%) (%)
Chikomba 73 7 9 11
Goromonzi 87 6 3 2 2
Hwedza 84 13 1 3
Marondera 72 20 1 3 4
Mudzi 98 1 1
Murehwa 90 6 1 1
Mutoko 95 3 1
Seke 90 3 4
UMP 95 4
Mash East 89 6 2 2 1 0

A The most common structures used to store grain at the householdlevel were ordinary rooms (89%) followed by traditional
granarieg6%).
A Of concernwasthe low usageof improvedgranaries(2%) and hermetic bagswhich are recommendedmethodsthat reduce post

harvestlosses
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Climate Smart Agriculture



Households Practising Climate Smart Agriculture

Adapted,

suitable Integrated

Improved Pest Compost/Orgg Community Quiality Growing

Crop rotation| Intercropping| Mulching Varieties | Management| nic fertilizer | Seed Banks|Certified Seed traditional

District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) graing%)
Chikomba 17 3 18 8 1 16 3 23 3
Goromonzi 7 2 5 13 2 5 1 11 2
Hwedza 8 7 13 4 1 18 5 36 3
Marondera 10 3 25 5 1 7 1 32 1
Mudzi 15 5 16 9 3 8 1 9 21
Murewa 17 10 14 4 5 21 1 18 2
Mutoko 2 2 3 15 1 3 0 58 9
Seke 1 1 1 15 0 2 2 40 1
UMP 10 4 8 3 3 0 26 13
Mash East 11 5 12 8 2 11 2 26 7

A Theproportion of householdghat practisedclimate-smartagriculturewasgenerallylow acrossall the districts

A Only26%of the householdusedquality certified seeds 12% practisedmulchingand crop rotation (11%9).
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Livestock
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Access to Animal Health Centres
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A Atleast48%of the sampledhouseholdsn the provincehadaccesgo animalhealth centres
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Households which Owned Cattle
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A Theproportion of householdsvhichdid not own cattle in the provincewashighat 67.5%

A Only12.7%of the householdshad more than 5 headof cattle per household

A Goromonzi(94.4%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichdid not own cattle followed by Seke(84.3%).
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Households Which Owned Draught Power

Proportion of Households (%)
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Theproportion of householdsvhichdid not own draughtpower in the provincewashighat 85%

Goromonzi(98%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichdid not own draughtfollowed by Hwedza(92%) .
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Households which Owned Goats
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A Theproportion of householdsvhichdid not own goatsin the provincewas60%
A Goromonz(88%) and Seke(80%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichdid not own goats

A Mutoko (59%9) and Mudzi(56%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichownedgoats
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Livestock Vaccinations

Routine vaccinations by Para Vet

Home Vaccinations
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A In MashonalandEast,only 2%of the householdgndicatedthat they had usedvaccinationsarriedout by a Paravet.

A Onthe other hand,6%of the householdsndicatedthat they usedhomevaccinations
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Livestock Deworming and Dipping
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m Dipping m Deworming

A About 25% of the householdsin the provinceindicatedthat they had dewormedtheir livestock Goromonzi (46%) had the highest
proportion of householddewormingtheir livestock
A The proportion of households that had dipped their livestock in the province M8s.
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Livestock Mortality Rates

Cattle Mortality Rates Goat Mortality Rates
100 __100
S 90 S 90
% 80 é 80
< 70 £ 70
3 %
g 60 S 60
T 50 I 50
(@) @]
c 40 ” c 40
= 30 24 51 - = 30 19 20
Q. 20 o 20 1N
o o 9 - 10
fh g I | : SIS § > 2 B
0 - N o ™ . . A - L
.&o& o@o Q@“ oo & @ @6‘0 ® °® g,o“’ .&o& o&o Q\“‘ @o ¢ @ Q&O < °®’b,§"
(o) (,)O* @ @fb o 00‘ @'z’ \}

A Theprovincialcattle mortality rate was17%whilst for the goatmortality rate was10%
A Goromonz(37%) andHwedza(28%) hadthe highestcattle mortality rates while Mutoko (5%) hadthe lowest

114



Improved Livestock Breeds
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A Only14%of the householdsndicatedthat they were usingimprovedlivestockbreeds

A Hwedza(30%) hadthe highestproportion of householdusingimprovedlivestockbreedswhile Goromonz{4%y) hadthe lowest
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Improved Livestock Shelters
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A Theproportion of householdausingimprovedshelterfor livestockwasat 7%

A Mutoko (19%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsusingimprovedlivestockshelterwhile Goromonzi{1%9) hadthe lowest
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riculture Produce Markets
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Agricultural Produce Markets
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m Access Agriculture inputs through agro-dealers
m Received Market information through collection centers, traders
Used formal organised marketing systems
m Marketing produce through commodity associations/ farmer organisation

A About27%of the householdsn the provinceaccessedheir agricultureinputsthroughthe agro-dealers

A Theproportion of householdghat receivedmarketinformationthroughthe collectioncentreswas10%
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Maize Grain Prices (USD)
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A All the districts in the province had maize grain

pricesrangingfrom USM.21-US.38 per kg.
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Maize Meal Prices (USD)
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Cattle Prices (USD)
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100

lowestcattle pricesin the province

A Mudzi (USL79 and UMP (USD288) had the
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Goat Prices (USD)

A Mudzi (US22) and Mutoko (US27) had the leastpricesof

A goats
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Income and Expenditure



Current Most Important Source of Income

Livestock resale n 1
Own business = 1
Other 11
Brick & Durawall moulding = 1
Gathering natural products for sale e.g. firewood 1
Gifts 2
Pension 2
Vegetables fruits resale m 2
Food crop resale m 2
Vending 3
Skilled trade/artisan 3
Remittances outside 3
Cash crop production 4

Livestock production/sales 6
Petty trade 8
Remittance within 15
Casual labour 18
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

A Casualabour (18%) wasthe mostimportant sourceof income,followed by remittanceswithin country (15%).




Average Household Monthly Income (USD) for
April 2022
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A TheaveragehouseholdmonthlyincomewasUSD¥Y2 adrop from USY9in 2021
A Marondera(USI132) hadthe highestmonthly incomewhilst Mudzi (US29) hadthe least
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure (USD)
for April 2022
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A Theaverageexpenditure for the month of AprilwasUS[29, adecreaseérom US4 in 2021

A Hwedza(USI15) reportedthe lowestexpenditurewhilst Murewa (US30) hadthe highestexpenditure o6



Food Expenditure Ratio
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A Theshareof total householdexpenditureon food decreasedo 47%(2022) from 53%in 2021
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Average Household 6 Month Expenditure
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A Thehighesthouseholdsixmonth expenditurewason agricultureexpensegUSR29) followed by education(US24).
A Therewasa generaldecreaseon the averagenouseholdé-month expenditureon agricultureand educationin 2022ascomparedto 2021
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Nutrition and Diets



Food Consumption Score

Food consumption | Score Description
scoregroup

Borderline 215-35 An expectedconsumptionof staple 7 days,vegetabless-7 days,sugar3 - 4days,oil/fat 3

days,meat/ fish/ egg/ pulsesl-2 daysa week,while dairy productsare totally absent
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Average Household Dietary Diversity (HDDS)
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A Onaverageall districts were consumingb food groupsout of a possiblel2 food groupsat the time of the assessment
A The HDDShas not shown any improvementfrom the past year, an indication that householdfood accessand ability to

acquire sufficientquality and quantity of food, remainsa challengen the province 131






