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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 representativefrom 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 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 assessment successWe are indebted to the rural
communitiesof Zimbabweandall the rural localauthoritiesfor their collaborationduringthe survey Theleadership coordinationand managemenbf the
whole assessmendisplayedby the staff at the Foodand Nutrition CouncillFNC)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 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 accesqe.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 Headworksfor 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,
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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.



Methodology- Sampling and Sample Size

A

T

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,250householdsvere interviewedper district.
Thetotal householdganterviewedin the provincewere 1752
TwelveFGDsand one Keylnformant Interview (Kil)on irrigation and grazing

were held per district.

District Number of Sampled Households
Chegutu 250
Hurungwe 251
Makonde 250
Kariba 250
Zvimba 254
Mhondoro Ngezi 249
Sanyati 248
Provincial 1752
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Assessment Findings



Demographic Description



Household Characteristics

District Sex Age group
Male Female 0-4 years 5-17 years| 18-59 years | 60+ years

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chegutu 51.6 48.4 13.2 31.7 44.9 10.2
Hurungwe 49.4 50.6 12.4 31.0 48.7 7.9
Kariba 51.0 49.0 10.3 34.5 48.0 7.2
Makonde 50.0 50.0 13.0 32.6 47.3 7.1
Zvimba 43.9 56.1 14.7 32.7 43.5 9.1
Mhondoro-Ngezi 50.0 50.0 11.5 33.6 43.1 11.8
Mash West 51.8 48.2 13.0 28.9 49.1 9.1

A Of the sampled population, 51.8% were male and 48.2% were females.

A The majority were in the 189 years age group.
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Household Characteristics

District AverageHousehold | AverageHouseholdHead | Male Headed Household Female Headed
Size Age (Years) Households
(%) (%)

Chegutu 4.4 50.6 73 27
Hurungwe 3.7 45.2 75 25
Kariba 4.4 44.9 75 22
Makonde 4 46.9 78 22
Zvimba 4 48.5 62 38
Mhondoro-Ngezi 4.6 52 69 31
Sanyati 4.3 48.2 78 22
MashWest 4.2 48 73 27

A Theaveragehouseholdsizefor the provincewas4.2 members

A Mhondoro- Ngezihadthe biggesthouseholdsizeof 4.6 and Hurungwethe leastwith 3.7 members

A Theaverageageof householdheadsin the provincewas48 years

A Theproportion of maleheadedhouseholdsvas73%

28



Characteristics of Household Head: Sex

o O

Proportion of Household Heads (%)
a1
o

o

= 75 75 /8
70
62
60
40 38
3 27
25 25 -
2
1

Chegutu Hurungwe Kariba Makonde Zvimba

o

m Male m Female

78

73
69
31
27
I 22 I

Mhondoro-Ngezi

Sanyati

Mash West

A Themajority of householdsn the provincewere maleheaded (73%).

A zvimba(38%), hadthe highestproportion of femalehouseholdheads
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Household Head Characteristics: Marital status
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m Married living together  m Married living apart = Divorced/seperated Widow/widower  m Never married

A Themajority of the householdheadsin the provincewere marriedandlivingtogether (68%9), 19%were widowedand 2%were nevermarried

A Thepattern wasthe sameacrosgdistricts 0



Household Head Characteristics: Religion

District Roman | Protestant | Pentecostal Apostolic Zion Other Islam Traditional Other No religion
Catholic | Churches| Churches Sects Christian religion

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chegutu 6.4 10.4 15.2 28.4 2.0 0.4 1.6 1.2 0.8 33.6
Hurungwe 6.8 0.4 21.5 22.7 5.2 0.8 0.4 2.8 10.4 29.1
Kariba 4.0 3.6 11.6 36.4 9.2 0.4 0.0 11.2 0.0 23.6
Makonde 2.8 6.4 10.8 39.6 4.4 2.4 2.0 3.6 1.6 26.4
Zvimba 6.3 17.0 11.9 34.4 2.8 0.8 2.8 1.2 0.8 22.1
Mhondoro- 10.1 20.2 9.3 36.3 2.4 0.8 0.4 2.8 0.0 17.7
Ngezi
Sanyati 7.7 5.3 10.1 34.0 10.1 3.6 0.0 0.4 0.0 28.7
Mash West 6.3 9.0 12.9 33.1 5.1 1.3 1.0 3.3 1.9 25.9

A Themajority of the householdheadsin the provincewere of the Apostolicsect(33.1%) and 25.9%had no religion
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Household Head Characteristics: Educational Level

District None Primary level ZJC level O' level A' level Diploma/Certifica Diploma/Certifica
te after primary [te after secondar)
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chegutu 4.0 46.0 14.8 31.6 0.8 1.2 0.8
Hurungwe 10.8 30.3 13.1 42.2 2.0 0.8 0.4
Kariba 19.3 27.3 19.7 30.9 1.6 0.4 0.8
Makonde 15.6 50.0 13.2 20.4 0.8 0.0 0.0
Zvimba 15.4 35.6 9.1 37.5 1.2 0.0 0.4
Mhondoro-Ngezi 3.2 38.6 12.0 41.0 0.8 0.4 3.6
Sanyati 6.5 21.9 24.3 44.5 1.2 1.6 0.0
Mash West 10.7 35.7 15.2 35.4 1.2 0.6 0.9

A Themajority of the householdheadsin the province(35.7%) completedonly primarylevel,followed by 35.4%that completedordinarylevel

A Thepattern wasthe sameacrosgdistricts
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Household Head Characteristics: COMI®

Vaccination Status
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Kariba Makonde Zvimba Mhondoro-Ngezi Sanyati

m Vaccinated - 1st Dose m Vaccinated - 2nd Dose (Fully vaccinated)

70

Mash West

A The majority of household heads in the province (70%), were fully vaccinated.

A Kariba had the highest proportion of household=sads whawvere fully vaccinated against COMI®.
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Vulnerabllity Attributes in the Province

District Household Heade Household Household Head |Household Head witl Households with ar
by a Child |[Headed by an Elder; whoisMentally | a Chronic Condition Orphan P q Li
(%) (%) Challenged (%) grent oes not Liv
0 0 in the Household
(%) (%)

(%)
Chegutu 2.4 22.8 1.6 3.6 9.6 45.3
Hurungwe 3.2 18.3 2 5.2 17.4 29.4
Kariba 2.4 16.7 0.8 4.3 11.3 20.9
Makonde 0.8 30.6 0.8 1.2 9 23.7
Zvimba 0.8 26.9 0.8 8.4 12 39.6
Mhondoro-Ngezi 1.2 30.6 0.4 6.2 16.1 40.9
Sanyati 3.6 29.6 2.8 7.7 12.1 22.8
Provincial 2.1 25 1.3 5.2 12.4 32.1

A Theprovincehada significantproportion of elderlyheadedhouseholdg25%), and 12.4%of householdswith orphans

A About5.2%o0f the householdnheadswere chronicallyill.
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Households Vulnerability Attributes

District With at least 1 member whdas chroniaondition With at least 1 mentally challengediousehold
(%) members
(%)
Chegutu 4 7.6
Hurungwe 3.2 5.2
Kariba 7.2 7.6
Makonde 2 4.8
Zvimba 6.3 6.7
Mhondoro-Ngezi 16.5 2.8
Sanyati 7.7 9.7
Provincial 6.7 6.3

A The province had 6.7% of householdswith at least one member that was chronicallyill and 6.3% of householdsthat had at least one

householdmemberwho wasmentallychallenged
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School Attendance
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m Going to school at the time of survey

m Ever sent away for to non- payment of fees

81
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Mashonaland
West

A In the province, 81% of children were going to school at the time of the survey.

A Sixty percent of the children were turned away from school due topayment of school fees.

A Sanyati (82%) had the highest proportion of children that were sent away from school due-fgayoment of school fees.

37



Forms of Schooling

District Home Physical Radio lessons TV lessons Online lessonsd.g. WhatsApp
Learning passport
Educonnect
Zimbabwe)
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chegutu 1.9 97.8 0.3 0 0 0
Hurungwe 9.4 83.5 4.3 0 0.8 2
Kariba 21.2 52.4 19.4 2.9 0 4.2
Makonde 0 99.7 0.3 0 0 0
Zvimba 1.6 97.7 0.7 0 0 0
Mhondoro-Ngezi 0.4 99.6 0 0 0 0
Sanyati 0 100 0 0 0 0
Chegutu 1.9 97.8 0.3 0 0 0
Mash West 5.6 88.5 4.3 0.5 0.1 1

A The most common form of schooling in the province was physical attendance acrdissiats(88.54%).
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Households with Members with Chronic

Conditions
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A About1.9%o0f householdsn the province hadat leastone memberwith a chroniccondition

A Thehighestproportion (5% wasin Mhondoro-Ngeziand the leastproportion wasin Makonde(0.5%).




ChronicConditions (1.9%)

District HIV | Heart | Diabetes,| Asthm | Hyperte | Arthritis, | Epilepsy| Stroke | Cancer| Tubercul| Liver | Kidney | Ulcer, | Other
infec | disease| high a nsion, chronic | /seizure osis diseas| disease| chroni
tion, blood High body pain | s/fits es S C
AIDS sugar blood stoma
pressur ch
(%) | (%) (%) e (%) (%) (%) | (%) (%) (%) pain (%)
(%) (%) (%) | (%)
Chegutu | 33.6| 2.6 6.9 5.2 36.2 4.3 1.7 0.9 0.0 4.3 0 0 1.7 2.6
Hurungwe | 41.3 0 19.6 13.0 15.2 4.3 0 2.2 2.2 0.0 0 0 0.0 2.2
Kariba 17.7| 3.8 0 15.2 7.6 17.7 3.8 3.8 0.0 1.3 0 6.3 3.8 19
Makonde | 27.5 0 16.7 14.7 31.4 1 2 0 2 1 0 2 1 1
Zvimba 359| 0.9 18.8 5.1 13.7 7.7 2.6 4.3 0.9 0 0 0 4.3 6
Mhodoro- | 9.8 4.7 6.1 7.0 25.2 16.8 2.8 1.4 2.3 0.5 0 1.4 7.5 14.5
Ngezi
Sanyati 11.3| 5.6 21.1 9.9 35.2 0.7 2.8 2.8 0 2.1 0.7 0.7 4.2 2.8
Mash 219 | 3.1 12.1 9.1 25.4 8.3 2.5 2.1 1.1 1.3 0.1 1.3 4.0 7.6
West

A Themostcommonchronicconditionin the provincewashypertension(25.4%), followed by HIV(21.9%) andthe leastwasliver disease

at0.1%
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene
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Ladder for Drinking Water Services

ServicelLevel Definition

SafelyManaged Drinkingwater from an improved water sourcethat is located on premises,available
when neededandfree from faecaland priority chemicalcontamination

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

Limited DrinkingWater Services Limited water servicesare defined as drinking water from an improved source,where
collectiontime exceeds30 minutesfor a roundtrip 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.



Access to Improved Water Sources
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A At provincial level the proportion of households which had access to impnoaéer was 77%.

A Chegutu (84%) and Zvimba (84%) had the highest proportion of households which accessed improved water sources.
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Main Drinking Water Services
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Proportion of Households (%)

m Basic water services m Limited water services Unimproved water services Surface water services

A The proportion of households accessing basic water services in the province was 64% and there was no improvement from 2021.

A Kariba (20%) had the highest proportion of households which used unimproved seatéces.
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Households Drinking Surface Water
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A Sanyat(16%) had the highest proportion of

households using surface water for drinking

purposes.
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Distance Travelled to Main Water Source
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m Less than 500m m More than 500m but less than 1 klm  ® 1km and above

A In the province, 60% of households travelled a distance of less than 500m to get to a water source.

A Hurungwe and Sanyati (2¢) had the highest proportion of households travellimg kilometre and aboveo get to a water source
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Time Spent Queuing at Water Source and
Violence at Water Source
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Violence At Water Source
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A The proportion of households which spent less than 15 minutes queuing at a water source or had water within premises was 59%.

A Hurungwe (6%) and Makonde (6%) had the highest proportions of households queuing for more than an hour at a water source.

A Mhondoro Ngezi (5.6%) recorded the highest proportion of households reporting violence at a water source.
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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, hangingrines and
budket latrines.

Note: Improved sanitation facilities: Facilities that ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human contact.
tKSe Ay OfdzRS bdzAK 2NJ LJ2dzNJ bdzaK G2Af Skt GNAYST . f
upgradeable Blair latrine.
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A

Access to Improved Sanitation Services

2021

2022
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Inthe province,opendefecationslightlyreducedfrom 37%in 2021to 34%in 2022

A Atprovinciallevel,8%of the householdsvere usingunimprovedsanitationfacilities,an increasefrom 6%in 2021
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Open Defecation

A
100 0
e e A Makonde (48%) followed by Kariba (46%) had the

highest proportions of households practising open

defecation.
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Households Sharing Tollets
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A Therewere 20%o0f householdssharingtoilets in the provinceandthe highestproportion wasin Chegutu(43%).

A About66%of householdssharedtoilets with two householdsvhile 3%sharedwith more than five households



Ladder for Hygiene

Servicdevel Definition

Limited Availabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswithout soapand water.

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

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

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

agents
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Access to Hand Washing Facilities
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A Therewere no handwashindacilitiesat mosthouseholdg94.3%) acrosshe province

A zvimba(4.3%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat had basichandwashindacilities
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Non-availability of Handwashing Facilities

N
100 0 A There were no handwashing facilities at most

households sampled during the survey
A Makonde (99%) and Hurungwe (98%) had the highest
proportions of households that had no handwashing

facilities at their toilets.

I Water Bodies
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Access tdCritical Infrastructure



Access to Weather an@limate Information
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m Weather & climate  m Satisfied with extension support

A About30%of the householdsn the provinceaccesseaveatherand climateinformation from extensionworkers

A Seventyfive percentwere satisfiedwith the extensionsupport



Access tdearly Warning Information
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m Early warning information  m Used information for planning

A About 75%of the householdsn the provinceaccesseaarlywarninginformation and 76%usedthe information for planningpurposes
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Access to Information on January Disease
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A Mhondoro- Ngezi(60%) and Kariba(55%) hadthe highestproportionsof householdghat accessednformation on Januarydisease
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Access to Victim Friendly Unit
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A Kariba (46%) and Sanyati (44%) had the highest proportions of houseltotttshad access tie victim friendly unit.
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Police Services Reachable within One Hour
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A Only28% of households in the province reporttgit police services were reachable within one hour.
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Approximate Distance of the Nearest Primary
School
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A Sixtyfive percent of households reported to have their nearest school within a distance of the less than 5km
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Approximate Distance of the Nearest Health
Facility/Clinic
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m Less than 5kmm 5 to 10km m More than 10km

A About 47% of householdswere within a 5km radiusto the nearesthealth facility, while 15% were more than 10km from their nearest

health facility/clinic 65



Social Protection



Combined Social Protection Assistance
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A Mhondoro Ngezi(83%) had the highestproportion of

householdghat receivedsocialprotectionassistance
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Households Which Recelved any Form of

Support
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70

The proportion of households which received any form of support in the province was 70%, a 10% increase from 2021.

Mhondoro Ngezi (83%) had the highest proportion whilst Hurungwe (55%) had the lowest proportion of households which sepeored 66



Sources of Any Form of Support

District Government| UN/NGO Churches | Relatives Non Relatives Non- Diaspora Other
within Relatives Outside Relatives Support
Community within Community [ Outside Groups
Community Community
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chegutu 58.4 2.4 1.6 14.8 8 17.2 1.6 7.6 2.8
Hurungwe 53.8 0.8 0 .8 0.4 4 0.8 0.4 0
Kariba 57.2 50.8 4.8 2 2.4 1.6 0.8 0 0
Makonde 77.2 0.4 1.2 8.8 1.6 12 0 0.8 0
Zvimba 62.8 0 0.8 8.8 1.6 12 0 0.8 0
Mhondoro Ngezi 79.1 3.6 4.8 4 2.8 10.8 1.2 6.9 0
Sanyati 57 2 0 16 10.2 11.9 1.6 2.9 0
Mash West 63.7 8.6 1.9 7.2 3.8 9.5 0.9 2.9 0.6

A Theprovincereceivedsupportfrom all sourceswith Governmentbeingthe main source(63.7%).
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Forms of Support from Governmen68.7%)

Weather and Climate ' 0.1
Small livestock support | 0.1
Livestock support, large livestock pass-on0.1
Other livestock support | 0.3
Water,Sanitation and Hygiene inputs| 0.3
Cash m 1.4
COVID-19 Assistancem 2.0
Livestock Support: Teak greasemm 3.7
Food Assistance

Crop Inputs

21.9

10 20

30

70.1

40 50 60 70
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A Cropinputs (70.1%) andfood (21.9%) were the major formsof supportreceivedfrom Government




Forms of Support from UN/NGO (8.6%)

Livestock support, pass onl 0.5
Livestock support:Teak greasd 0.6
Other livestock support B 1.3
Small livestock support @ 1.7
Weather and Climate B 2.5
Cash W 3.0
COVID-19 Assistancem 3.7
Water,Sanitation and Hygiene inputsi@@ 5.5
Crop Inputs e 16.2
Food Assistance I 66.7

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

A Food(66.7%) and cropinputs (16.29%9 were the major forms of supportreceivedfrom UN/NGOsn the all the sevendistricts
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Food Assistance

N
100 0
I TN

A There were no food assistance programmes from
both Governmentand NGOs in Makonde and
Zvimba districts.

A The highest proportion of households which
received food assistance were in Mhonddvigezi
(100%) and Hurungwe (100%).
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Loans



Households which Recelved Loans
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A About2.41%of the householdsn the provincereceivedioans
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Types of Loans (2.41%)
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About 60% of households in the province received cash loans
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Sources of Loans
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A The most common source of loans was ISMUBandd Ukucgogelela
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Shocks and Hazards



Shocks Experienced by Households

Loss of employment by key household member 1

Death of main income earner l 3
Hailstorms B 3
Sharp drop in livestock pricesi 3
Veld fires Bl 3

Waterlogging s 12
Human wildlife conflict s 13
Sharp increases in cereal price changesimmm 24

Being charged more for using mobile money or swipelmmm. 37

Drought or Prolonged mid-season dry spell S 58

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

A The most experienced shocks in the province were drought/prolongeeseadon dry spell (58%), being charged more for usinglenobi
money/swipe (37%) and sharp increases in cereal price (24%).

76




Average Shocks per Household.
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A Makonde (3) experienced the highest number of shocks whilst Hurungwe (1) had the lowest number of shocks.
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Average Shock Exposure Index
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A Shockexposureindexwas calculatedoy multiplying the number of shocksexperiencedwith the impact severityof the shockon the
household
A Karibaand Mhondoro-Ngezi(9) hadthe highestwhile MatabelelandNorth (6) hadthe lowest
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Households Affected by Drought/Mibeason Dry

Spell

I Water Bodies
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A Onaverage58%of householdsn the provincewere

affectedby drought/mid seasordry spell

A Chegutu(83%), Kariba(79%) and Mhondoro-Ngezi
(75%) had highestproportions of householdswhich
were affectedby drought
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Households

Affected by Waterlogging
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households which were

waterlogging

A Makonde(39%) had the highestproportion of

affected by
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Householdswvhich Reported Sharp CereBrice
Increase

A A Makonde(39%) had the highest proportion of

households which were affected sharp cereal

price increase.

A Hurungwe (4%) had the lowest proportion of

households which were affected harp cereal

I Water Bodies
|| District Boundary
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price increase.

Cereal Price Increase Affected Households (%)
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Householdswvhich Reported Experiencing/ild
Life Conflict

,AN\
A Kariba (72% had the highest proportion of
— householdsthat reported experiencinghuman wild

life conflict

Il Water Bodies
District Boundary
<< Protected Areas

Human Wildlife Conflict Affected Households (%)
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Status of Irrigation Schemes
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m Functional Partially functional = Non functional Total

A There are a total of 41 irrigation schemes in the province and only 10 are functional while 15 are partially functional.
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Non-Functional lrrigation Schemes

N
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A Chegutu(6) hadthe highest number of non

functional irrigation schemes.
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Reasons for Noitrunctionality of Irrigation

Schemes
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pump water bills rehabilitation installation of theft
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m Partially Functional = Non Functional

A Most irrigation schemeshat were not functioninghad incompleteinstallation of infrastructure or equipment(64%) and neededrehabilitation works
(64%).

A Thosewhichwere partially functionalwere mainly becauseof inadequatewater (100%4). 86



Crops Grown at the Irrigation Schemes
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Cereals Irish potatoes Sweet potatoes Other tubers Sugar beans Bio fortified Other legumesOrange fleshed Green leafy Other
sugar beans & nuts vegetables  vegetables  vegetables
(vegetables rich
in Vitamin A)

A Themostgrowncropsat the irrigation schemeswvere cereals(100%) followed by sugarbeans(53%).

A Orangefleshedvegetableghat arerichin Vitamin A were the leastgrowncrops
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Agriculture Extension Services




Households which Recelved Agricultural

Extension Services
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About55%of householdgeported receivingsomeform of agriculturalextensionservicessupportin the pastyeat
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Households which Recelved Agricultural
Extension Visits
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A Theproportion of householdsvhichwere visitedby agriculturalextensionworkersin the provincewas49%%
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Satisfaction with Agriculture Extension Visits
Recelved
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m Satisfied Somewhat satisfied ® Not satisfied at all

A Ofthe 49%o0f householdswhichreceivedagriculturalextensionvisitsin the province,85% reportedthat they were satisfiedwith the serviceghey

received 92



Households which Recelved Agricultural Training
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A About52%of householdsn the provincereceivedagriculturaltraining on croppingand livestock

A Mhondoro-Ngezihadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedagriculturaltrainingin the pastyear 93



Satisfaction with Agricultural Training Received
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A Of the 52% of households which received agriculttreahing, 82% reported that they were satisfied with the training received.
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Households which Recelved Extension Services
on January Disease
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A Inthe province,35%o0f householdgeceivedextensionserviceson Januarydisease

A MhondoroNgezi(60%), hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedextensionserviceson Januarydisease
95



Satisfaction with Extension Services on January
Disease
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Of the 35% which received extension services on January disease, 74% of households were satisfied with the service.
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Households which Received Extension Services
on Fall Army Worm
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About41%of the householdsn the provincereceivedextensionserviceson fall armyworm.

Hurungwe(16%), hadthe leastproportion of householdsvhichreceivedextensionserviceson fall armyworm. 97



Satisfaction with Extension Services on Fall Army
Worm
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m Satisfied Somewhat satisfied = Not satisfied at all

A Of those households which received extension services on fall army worm, 79% reported that the services were satisfactory.
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Livestock Production
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Households which Owned Cattle
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A The proportion of households whictid not own cattle was high at 73%.

A The highest proportion of households which owned more than five (5) cattle was in Sanyati (30%).
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Households which Owned Draught Power
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A Inthe province,17%of householdowneddraughtcattle, while 4%owneddonkeys

A Makonde(38%9, hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichowneddraughtcattle.

A Mhondoro-Ngezi(11%), had the highestproportion of householdsvhichowneddonkeys
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Households which Owned Goats
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A Inthe province, the proportion of households that did not own goats was 72%

A The highest proportion of households that owned 5 or more goats was in Kariba (36%).
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Households which Owned Poultry

Proportion of households (%)
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o

About 60% of households in the province owned poultry.

Makonde (786),had the highest proportion of households which owned poultry.
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Average Livestock Numbers per Household
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A The average cattle herd size per household was 4 , the average flock sizes were 4 goats and 2 sheep per household.
A Makonde had the highest average holding for cattle (6), goats (7) and poultry (13).
A Sanyati (7, had the highest holding for pigs while Chegut) k&d the highest holding for sheep.

A Mhondoro-Ngezi had the least average holding for all livestock classes. 104



Average Number of Cattle Deaths and Causes of
Deaths

Number of Cattle Deaths
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A Onaveragea householdost one beast Thehighestnumberof cattle deathswere recordedin Zvimba(5.7), while the least

wasin Hurungwe(0.4).



Average Number of Goat Deaths and Causes of

Deaths
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A Theprovincialaveragenumberof goatdeathsper householdwasone.
A Themajor causeof goatdeathswasdiseasesaffecting85%of the households

A Thehighestnumberof goatdeathswasrecordedin Mhondoro-Ngezi(1.4).
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Improved Livestock Breeds
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A In the province, 10% of the househololsnedimproved livestock breeds.

A The highest proportion of households with improved livestock breeds was in Kariba (20.2%).
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Livestock Vaccinations
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Routine vaccinations by Veterinary Officer or Paravet Home vaccinations (Farmer administered)

A Farmersin the provincewere mainly administeringvaccinationgo their livestockat home (11%), while 2% of the householdshad routine
livestockvaccinationdy VeterinaryOfficer or Paravet
A zvimba(18%9, had the highestproportion of householdswhich administeredvaccinationsat home while Kariba(5%) and Makonde (5%)

hadthe leastproportionsof householdsvhichdid so.



Livestock Deworming and Dipping

Deworming Dipping
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Inthe province,26%o0f the householdgpractiseddewormingwhile 10%dippedtheir livestock

Zvimba(38%), hadthe highestproportion of householdswvhich practiseddewormingwhile Sanyat(19%) recordedthe lowestproportion.

The highestproportion of householdswhich dipped their cattle wasin Sanyati(21%) while the least proportion of householdswasin

Zvimba(2%).




Agriculture Marketing

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Access Agriculture inputsm Receiving market information = Use of formal organised marketing systems: Marketing produce through groups

About 17%of the householdsn the provincehadaccesgo agricultureinputs and 6% receivedmarketinformation.
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Crops Grown and\verage Household Cereal
Production
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A Themostcommonlygrowncropin the provincewasmaize(87%) , followed by groundnuts(29%.
A Theaveragehouseholdcerealproductionfor the provincewas548kgs

A Thehighestproduction wasrecordedin Makonde(113&gs) andlowestin Chegutu(193kgs) .



Household Cereal Stocks as at 1 April 2022

District
Cereals Shelled Unshelled Shelled Unshelled Cowpeas Beans Other Stocks 0
groundnuts groundnuts roundnuts roundnuts cereals/pulses
(kg) (kg9 (kg9 (kg9 (kg9 (kg9 (kg9 (kg9
Chegutu 0.1 4.2 0 0.2 0.6 04 0
77.7
Hurungwe 3.1 14.6 0.1 0.5 0.9 3 0
72.5
Kariba 4.5 20.5 4.9 3.2 3.9 0.1 0.1
136.4
Makonde 7.2 6 0 0.4 1.3 1.7 0
118.3
Zvimba 0 0.6 0.1 0 0.4 0 0
17.1
Mhondoro- 0.7 5.8 0.4 0.1 15 0.5 0
Ngezi 44.5
Sanyati 2.3 17.1 1.9 1.3 4.1 0.4 0
134.8

A The average household ceresaibcksin the provincewere 85.8kg.
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Average Cerealccessed froniRemittances and
Casual Labour

District Cereal from remittances | Cereal from Casual
(k) labour (kg)
Chegutu 84.3 4.7
Hurungwe 108.6 17.8
Kariba 34.1 2.4
Makonde 53.1 2.7
Zvimba 34.8 0.2
Mhondoro-Ngezi 18.6 1.7
Sanyati 17.8 3.2
Mash West 50.3 4.7

A Theaveragecerealfrom remittances were 50.3kg with

Hurungwe having the largest at 108.6kgs.

A Cereal accessed frooasual labour were limited with

Hurungwe having the largest of 17.8kgs



Cereal Self Sufficiency

Household Cereal Self Sufficiency o .
(Zimbabwe Vulnerability Assessment District Cereal Self Sufficiency

Proportion of Households (%)

Period District
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Over 12 months | Cheguty Hurungwe, Kariba, Makonde,
m 0 to 3 months ®m 4 to 6 months = 7 to 9 months Mhondoro-Ngezi, Zvimba

9 to 11 monthsm 12 and above

On average, 26% of the households in the province had more than 12 months supply of cereals from own production whifeide.5% o
households had cereals from own production sufficient #&n@onths only.
According tahe second round Cropend LivestockAssessment, most districts in the province produced cereals enough for more than 12

months, except for Sanyati with cereal sufficient fldto 12 months 115



Structures Used to Store Grain

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Ordinary room m Traditional granary = Ordinary granary Improved granary mBin/drum ®mCrib ®Hermatic bags

A Themostcommonstructuresusedto store grainwere ordinaryrooms(49%), followed by traditional granary(21%).

A Ofconcernwasthe low usageof improvedgranaries(6%) and hermaticbags(6%). 116



Climate Smart Agriculture



Households whicHPractisedClimate Smart

Agriculture

Proportion of Households (%)
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A About77%of householdsgn the provincepractisedclimatesmartagriculture

A Chegutu(93%), reported the highestproportion of householdswvhich practisedclimate smart agriculturewhilst Zvimba(50%) hadthe least

proportion.
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Use of Quality Certified Seeds
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A Only20%of the householdsusedquality certified seedsin the province
A Chegutu and Mhondoro-Ngezi(26%9, had the highestproportion of householdswhich used quality certified seedswhile Hurungwe

(1% hadthe leastproportion.
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Households which Adopted Improve@rop Varieties

100
90
80
70
60
50
40

30

Proportion of Households (%)

20
10

3
(|

Chegutu

v

Hurungwe

18

Kariba

8
=

Makonde

1

Zvimba

6

Mhondoro-Ngezi

16

Sanyati

9
|

Mash west

A Adoptionof improvedcrop varietieswasverylow in the provinceat 9%

A Kariba(18%), reported the highestproportion of householdsvhichadoptedimprovedcropvarieties
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Households Growing Small Grains
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A Growing of small grains was very low in the province with only 3% of the households practising it.

A The highest proportion of households which grew small grains was in Kariba (8%).




Crop Rotation
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A Inthe province,10%o0f householdgractisedcroprotation.

A Thehighestproportion of householdsvhich practisedcrop rotation wasin Mhondoro-Ngezi(16%).
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Use of Organic Fertilizer
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A Only 6% of the households in the province used organic fertilizer.
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Intercropping Practice
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A The province had only 5% of the househagddsctisingintercropping.




Mulching
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A Only 8% of households in the province used mulch in their crop fields.

125




Integrated Pest Management (IPM)
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A Integrated Pest Management wasactisedby a very small proportion of households in the province, 4%.




Soll and Water Conservation Technigques
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Minimum tillage Use of contour ridges
Planting of fodder trees Management or protection of the watershed

m Sustainable harvesting of forest products

A The main soil and water conservation techniques implemented in the province were minimum tillage (26%) and use of contour
ridges (12%).

A Makonde (65%) had the highest proportion of households wpielstisedminimumsoil and water conservation techniques.



Agricultural Produce Markets



District Average Maize Grain Prices (USD)

N
A A Averagemaize grain prices were ranging from USDO0.14 to
100—:—:-0 ........... USDO0.33 per kg.

A The lowest maize grain price was in Hurungwe (USIp0.14

while MhondoreNgezirecorded the highesprice
(USDO0.33).
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District Maize Meal Prices (USD)

N
il A The average maize meal price in the province W&®
100 0
- . 0.30per kg.
A The highest maize meal price was recorded in Kariba
(USD 0.41).
A Hurungwe (USDO.)5ecorded the lowest maize meal
price.
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District Cattle Prices (USD)

>

A Theaverage cattle price in the province was
USD339,

0 100

A The highest cattle price was recorded in
Chegutu(USD 40D

A Makonde had the lowest cattle pridéSD
260).
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District Goat Prices (USD)

N
100 0 S A Thehighestgoatprice was
N N
recorded in MhondoreNgezi(USD
36).
A Hurungwe had the lowest goat
Il Water Bodies price usbD 23
| District Boundary
<< Protected Areas

Ward Boundary
Goat Prices (USD)
o5
[]5.1-10
[110.1-15
[J15.1-20
[120.1-25
[ 25.1 - 30
[ 30.1-35
B 35.1 - 40
Il 40.1 - 45
Il 45.1-50

132



Assets



ICT Asset Ownership
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A The most commonly owned ICT asset by households across the province was telephones (89%) (including mobile phones).
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Productive Asset Ownership

District Plough [Scotch car  Sickle | Pickaxe Axe Hoe Spade or| Knapsack Cultivator,, Wheel

oxen shovel | sprayer | ridger, barrow

pulled planter

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

Chegutu 23 21.2 42.9 31 87.6 96 47.8 20.4 6.6 34.5
Hurungwe 55.8 38.1 40 32.6 80 97.2 49.3 28.8 6 19.5
Kariba 29.8 25.5 51.5 44.3 88.1 95.3 33.2 20.9 3.4 17.4
Makonde 49.8 37.2 38.9 14.2 64.4 93.9 34.4 36.8 6.5 15.8
Zvimba 4.9 9.5 28 9.5 46.9 91.4 16.9 6.6 0.8 17.7
Mhondoro-Ngezi 60.3 43.9 61.1 59.4 85.4 98.3 68.6 32.6 12.1 42.7
Sanyati 37.1 31.9 52 50.7 92.1 97.4 50.2 29.3 4.8 41.9
Mash West 37.1 29.6 44.9 34.3 77.4 95.6 42.7 25 5.8 27

A The most common productiv@ssetsowned by householdaere hoeg95.6%),followed byaxes(77.4%).
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Entrepreneurial Assets Ownership

i Grain Mill/shop | Freezit making| Peanut butter |Welding maching Maputi gun Sewing machine
machine producing machin

(%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0)
Chegutu 14.3 0 0 0 7.1 78.6
Hurungwe 85.7 0 0 14.3 0 14.3
Kariba 47.4 0 0 10.5 0 42.1
Makonde 23.5 0 5.9 0.0 0 64.7
Zvimba 0 7.1 7.1 0 0 100
Mhondoro-Ngezi 30.8 0 7.7 7.7 0 69.2
Sanyati 33.3 0 12.5 0 0 70.8
Mash West 30.6 0.9 5.6 3.7 0.9 65.7

A The majority of households in the province owned sewiraghines (65.%).
A Zvimbahad100% of households with sewingachines
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Income and Expenditure



Most Important Sources of Income
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A The most important sources of incorirethe province were food crop production/sales (16%) and casual labour (16%).




Average Household Monthly Income (USD)
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A Theaveragehouseholdmonthly incomefor the provincewasUSIY 1, a decreasefrom USDO8 reported lastyear

A Thehighestaveragencomewasreportedin Sanyat{USD141).

A Thelowestwasreportedin Hurungwe(USDB5).
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Average Household Monthly Income for April
2022
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A Sanyati had the highest average household income for the month of April 2022 (ZWL48,942).
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Main Income Contributor
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A Fathers 29.7%)were reported as the main income contributors for the province
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure for
April 2022

18000 17171
16000 50 46
14000 13911
40 4
12000 10457 A 39
= 10000 9424 D 30 26
N 7919 23
8000 6700 20
5860 20 18
6000 4749
4000 0
2000
0 0
N 4 ~0 4 (2 D QO X KN Q S 2 > N N X
& & {3}& & &éo ﬁqu 55& S S & ,@& & 4\‘60 e‘gy o*& &
C & @"\'l. v © < & [N @5{' 0% O ® B
? obo @ﬁ Q (\6 @0
& &

A Sanyati had the highest average monthly expenditure in the province (ZWL )_7,171
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Average Household 6 Month Expenditure
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A The highest average household 6 months expenditure was reportetdlkonde USD 15)% and the least was reported in Zvimba (USD 12).
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure
(USD)
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A Theaveragehouseholdexpenditurefor the provincewasUSDB2.
A Thehighestaverageexpenditurewasreportedin Sanyat{USD57).

A Thelowesthouseholdaverageexpenditurewasreportedin Hurungwe(USDL8).
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Average Household 6 Month Expenditure by Use
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A Agriculture(USD47.8), hadthe largestproportionof the K 2 dz& S iéindwidst taxesexpensesctivities(USLL.5) hadthe least
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Food Expenditure Ratio

Food Expenditure ratio (%)
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A The food expenditure ratio decreased from 52% reported in 2021 to 46% in 2022.

A This implies that households had a little more to spend on other essential services such as health and education.
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Nutrition and Diets



Household Consumption Patterns



Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS)

A

Householddietary diversity is the number of food groups consumedby a householdwith a given
referenceperiod and is an important indicator of food security A more diversifiedhouseholddiet is
correlated with caloric and protein adequacy, percentage of protein from animal sources, and
householdincome

The HDDSindicator provides a glimpse of a K 2 dza S KaBilityRd dccessfood as well as its
socioeconomistatusbasedon the previous24hours

Thefollowing 12 food groupswere usedto calculatethe HDDSndicator. A. CerealdB. Rootsandtubers
C. Vegetabled. FruitsE Meat, poultry, offal F EggsG. Fishand seafood H. PulsesJegumes,nuts I.
Milk and milk productsJ QOil/fats K Sugar/honey. Miscellaneous

Eachfood groupwasassigneda scoreof 1 (if consumed)or O (if not consumed) Thehouseholdscore
rangedfrom O to 12 andis equalto the total numberof food groupsconsumedoy the household

Dietarydiversitybasedon HDDSategorizednto three categories,

4-5 Moderate Dietary Diversity




Household Dietary Diversity Score

Average Score
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In the province, consumptionof a diversifieddiet decreasedrom 6in 2021to 5 in 2022
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Household Hunger Scale

100 0 3 0 ; 3 . 3 o
90 - e - 14 14 13

Proportion of Households(%)

Chegutu Hurungwe Kariba Makonde Mhondoro-Ngezi Sanyati Zvimba Mash West

m Little to no hunger Moderate hunger = Severe hunger

A The majorityof households (86%) reported experiencing little to no hunger irBdays prior to the assessment.

A Amongst those that experienced moderate to severe hunger, Ka2iad)and Chegutu30%)had the highest proportions.
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Household Food Consumption Patterns
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mpoor @ borderline macceptable

A At provincial level 31% of the households had poor consumption patterns with Hurungwe (65%) having the highest proportion.

A Makonde (6%),had the highest proportion of households with acceptable diets.
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Household Consumption of Protein, Vitamin A and
lIron Rich Foods

A Proteinwhich playsa keyrole in growth, is crucialfor the preventionof wastingaswell as

stunting which takesplacelargelywithin the first 1000days Vitamin A andIron deficienciesf‘\' :
are someof the major contributorsof mortality and morbiditiesamongchildrenandwomen |
in developingcountries Iron deficiency,contributes to anemia mainly among preschool
childrenandwomen

A Anaemiacontributesto the reducedproductivity and quality of life in adulthood Themajor
contributors of anaemiaand Vitamin A deficiencyare low consumptionof a diet rich in |

micronutrientsand macronutrientssuchasprotein, Vitamin A and lron. If tackledbefore the

measlesdiarrhoeaand malariaby about a third.

A Proteinrich foods include Pulses Dairy, Fleshmeat, Organmeat, Fishand EggsVitamin A [§

rich foodsincludeDairy,Organmeat, EggsQOrangevegetablesGreenvegetablesand Orange

fruits while iron rich foodsincludeFleshmeat, Organmeat, and Fish



Average Numbepof DaysHouseholds Consumed
Protein RichFoods

Proportion of Households (%)

Chegutu Hurungwe Kariba Makonde Mhondoro-Ngezi Sanyati Zvimba Mash West

m Never consumed = Consumed 1 to 6 days m Consumed more than 6 days

To o Io Do

Approximately one in three households in the province consumed protein rich foods for 7days proceeding the survey.

A quarter of the households never consumed any protein rich foods.

Zvimba (49%) and Hurungwe (39%) had the highest proportion of households that never consumed protein rich foods.

Kariba (4%),had the highest proportion of households that consumed protein rich foods on daily basis while Makonde (64%) had thprbpmgrésen of

those that consumed for-6 days.
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Average Numbept DaysHousenholas Consumed
Vitamin A Rich Foods
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m Never consumed  Consumed 1 to 6 days B Consumed more than 6 days

T

The majorityof households in th@rovince (62%);onsumed Vitamin A rich foods 7 dgyecedingthe survey, witl28%consuming for 1 to 6 days.
Hurungwe(31%),had the highest proportion of households which never consumed Vitamin A rich foods.

Sanyat(4(%0),had the lowest proportion of households consuming Vitamin A rich foods daily basig/hile Zvimba (89%) had the highest.
155




T

Average Numbepf Days Households Consumed Iron
Rich Foods

Proportion of Households (%)

Chegutu Hurungwe Kariba Makonde Mhondoro-Ngezi Sanyati Zvimba Mash West

m Never consumed Consumed 1 to 6 days m Consumed more than 6 days

Less than half (39%) of the households in the province never consumed iron rich foods with almost half (49%) consutoi6gléysland 12% consuming
daily.

Zvimba (6%),had the highest proportion of households which never consumed any iron rich foods while Sanyati (11%) had the lowest.

Sanyati (7%0),had the highest proportion of households which consumed iron rich foods for 1 to 6 days.

Hurungwe (200),had the highest proportion of households which consumed ironfaoks.
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Minimum Dietary Diversity for Women (MDDW)

A Womenof reproductiveage (WRA)are often nutritionally vulnerablebecauseof the physiologicatlemandsof pregnancyand
lactation MDD-W is anindicator of whether or not women 15¢49 yearsof agehaveconsumedat leastfive out of ten defined
food groupsthe previousdayor night.

A Theten food groupsare: 1. Grains,white roots and tubers, and plantains2. Pulsegbeans peasand lentils) 3. Nuts and seeds
4.Dairy 5.Meat, poultry and fish 6.Eggs7.Dark green leafy vegetables8.0Other vitamin A-rich fruits and vegetables9.0Other
vegetablesl0.Other fruits. Theproportion of women 15¢49 yearsof agewho reachthis minimumin a populationis usedasa

proxyindicatorfor highermicronutrientadequacypne important dimensionof diet quality.



Minimum Dietary Diversityfor Women ofChild
BearingAge
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Proportion of Women (%)

A Only 1 in 3 women athild bearingage in the province met the recommended minimum dietary diversity for women of at least 5 food groups per day.

A Kariba (4%),had the highest proportion offlomenconsuming at least five food groupgile Makonde (16%) had the lowest proportion
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Consumption of Protein, Iron and VitandA Rich
Foods byWoman ofChild BearingAge
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m lron-rich foods Vitamin A-rich foods m Protein-rich foods

A In the province 81% of women of child bearing age had consumed iron rich foods, 81% consumed Vitamin A rich foods eunserézebprotein

rich foods a day preceding the survey. 159



Household Consumption and Livelihoods

Based Coping Strategies



The Coping Strategies Index (CSl)

A Householdsengagein various methods of coping when faced with food accesschallenges The household
consumptionstrategiesare food consumptionbehavioursthat householdsadopt when faced with challengesn
accessindood.

A TheReducedCopingStrategiedndex(RCSlis a proxyindicatorof householdfood insecurity

A It considersboth the frequencyand severityof pre-selectedcopingstrategiesthat a householdusedin the seven
daysprior to the survey

A Reducedopingstrategiesndexcanbe classifiednto three categoriesdependingon the severityasshownbelow.
CSI Category CSI Score

Medium Coping 4-9
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Reduced Consumption Coping Strategy Index (rCS
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A Approximately27% ofhouseholds in the province reported an extensive use of negative food consumption coping strategies.
A Chegutu (40%) and Mhondotigezi (39%) reported the highest proportion of households embarking on extensive use of negativerfsemption
coping strategies.
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Livelihood Coping Strategies

A Livelihood Coping Strategies are behaviours employed by households whemifitedcrisisand measures longderm coping
capacity of households.

A The livelihoodsopingstrategies have been classified into three categories namely stress, crisis and emergency as indicated in the
table below.

Category Coping Strategy

Stress Borrowing money

Spending savings

Selling more nonproductive livestock than usual
Selling household assets

Selling productive assets
Withdrawing children from school
Reducing notiood expenditure

Selling land
Begging for food
Selling the last breeding stock to buy food
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Households Maximum Livelihoods Coping Strategies
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m Not coping  Stress m Crisis ®m Emergency

A In theprovince,81% of the surveyed households did not use any coping strategies to maintain their access to food and other basic genitseand s

A Hurungwe (9%),had thehighest proportion ohouseholds that did not engage in any livelihood coping strategies
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Households Engaging in Livelihoods Coping Strate:
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o

stress M crisis ®Wemergency

A At provincial level, 3% of the households resorted to emergency coping mechanisms.

A The proportion of households that resorted to emergency coping mechanisms was high in Mhofgzi8%).
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Households Engaging in Livelihood Based Coping Strateg
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A There was a general decrease in the proportion of households engaging in livelihood based coping strategies over thgetast fou
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Households Engaging in Livelihood Coping Strategie:

A
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A The most common livelihoods coping strategies engagetbbgeholds were reducingon-food expenses on health¥6) and sellingnore non

productive animals than usual%d).



Child Nutrition
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Infant and Young Child Feeding Practices

Infant and young child feeding is a key area to improve child survival and promote
healthy growth and development. The indicators for assessing feeding practices in
children 623 months of age includ@inimum dietary diversity, minimum meal
frequency and minimum acceptabldiet amongothers.

Minimum dietary diversity Is the proportion of children-23 months of age who

receive foods from 4 or more food groups. The 7 foods groups used for this indicator
grains, roots and tubers legumes and nuts dairy prod(yagurt cheese) flesh foods
(fish, poultry and liver/organ meats) eggs vitamin A rich fruits and vegetables other fr
and vegetables.

A Minimum Meal Frequencyls the proportion of breastfed and non breastfed childreB3months of age who receive solid, semi
solid, or soft foods (but also including milk feeds for non breastfed children) the minimum number of times or more. Minimum
number of times refers to 2 times for breastfed infant8 énonths, 3 times for breastfed childre”23 months and 4 times foram
breastfed children €3 months.

A Minimum Acceptable Dietls the proportion of children-@3 months of age who receive a minimum acceptable diet apart from

breast milk
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Early Initiation of Breastfeeding
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A Provincially83%of new-born babieswere breastfedwithin the recommendedirst hoursof birth.

A Hurungwe(100%9, had all their new-born babiesbreastfedwithin the recommendedfirst hour whilst Sanyati(35%) had the least proportion of babies

breastfedwithin the recommendedime. 170



Continued Breastfeeding Beyond 1 Year
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A Provincially4%of the childrencontinuedto be breastfedbeyond1 year
A Sanyat(93%), hadthe highestproportion of childrenbreastfedbeyond1 yearwhilst Chegutu(56%9 hadthe lowest
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Bottle Feeding
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A Provincially, 10% of children were fed milk using feeding bottles during their breastfeeding period.

A Kariba (286),had the highest proportion of children who were fed milk using feeding bottles.
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Prevalence ofslobal Acute Malnutrition (GAM) In
Children 659 Months of Age

Proportion of Children (%)
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A Provincially7%of childrenwere acutelymalnourished
A Kariba(18%), hadthe highestproportion of acutelymalnourishedchildrenwhilst Makonde(2%9) hadthe lowest

A Kariba(18%), Hurungwe(11%), Chegutu(9%) and Sanyati(6%) had acutemalnutrition ratesabovethe emergencycut-off point of 5%
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Prevalenceof Underweight in Children €9 Months of
Age
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Proportion of Children (%)

A Inthe province,9%of childrenwere underweight

A Chegutu(14%9, hadthe highestproportion of underweightchildrenwhilst Makonde(4%9) hadthe lowest
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Prevalence ofstunting in Children €9 Months of Age
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A Provincially, 25% of children were stunted or chronically malnourished.
A Sanyati (366),had the highest proportion of stunted children whilst Kariba (19%) had the lowest.
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lliness Iin Children 9 Months
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m Diarrhoea m Cough © Fever

T

Chegutureportedthe highestproportion of childrenwho had cough(58%) in the two weeksprecedingthe survey
Kariba(26%), hadthe highestproportion of childrenwho haddiarrhea

Chegutu(41%), hadthe highestproportion of childrenwho hadfever.
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Vitamin A Supplementation



Vitamin A Supplementation in Children-89 Months
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Provincially, 88% of childrer®® months received the recommended dose of Vitamin A in the past 12 months.

Kariba (990),had the highest proportion of childrenr® months who received the recommended Vitamin A doses whilst Chegutu (77%) haddke low
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Food Safety



Considerations when Purchasing Food
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m Price  mBrand/source m Expiry /Best before date m Nutritional content  m Just buy

A Inthe province,75%of householdgeported consideringprice when purchasingood for their families

A Hurungwe(35%), hadthe highestproportion of householdswvhich considerednutritional contentwhen purchasingood. 150



Ways to Keep Food Safe
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m Proper storage of food at correct temperaturem Avoid contamination of cooked food by keeping it closex Keeping cooked food separate from raw fooi! Other
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A Keeping food closed to avoid contamination (72%) was the frequently mentioned method of keeping food safe. 181



Safe Preparation of Food
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m Use of safe water for preparation/ cooking ® Washing of hands with soap before preparation and serving of food
Washing food utensils thoroughly with safe water and soap m Did nothing
m Cook food thoroughly m Thorough Pre-heating of cold food
B Washing fruit/foods before consumption

A About5%%of householdsreported that cookingfood thoroughlyand (58%) washingutensilsthoroughlywith safewater and soapwere important in

safefood preparation 182



Purchase of Expired or Spoiled Food
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A Themajority of householdsn the provincedid not purchaseexpiredor food undergoingspoilagedueto reducedprices
A Chegutu(12%9 and Sanyati(12%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhich purchasedexpiredor food undergoingspoilagedue to its reduced

price. 183



Food Safety Information and Sources

Food Safety Information

Sources of Information
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A FromMay 2021to April 2022 only 18%of the householdsn the provincereceivedinformation on food safetyissues

A Karibadistrict (54%), hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedinformation on food safetyissues

A About64%of householdgeceivedfood safetyinformationfrom healthworkers 184
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Food Security Dimensions
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available accessible || accessible || consume || acceplable || by HH individuals ||| by indvidual || e

T | T

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

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

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

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

Thestability of food availability,accessand utilization



Food Security Analytical Framework

A Householdcerealsecuritywasdetermineby measuringa K 2 dza S KdtehitiRl Bcesgo enoughcerealto giveeach

member2100kilocaloriesper dayin the consumptionperiod 1 April 2022to 31 March2023

A Eachof the surveyedK 2 dza S f@dntiRIZoacquire cerealswas computed by estimatingthe household'slikely

disposableincome (both cashand non cash)in the 2022 23 consumptionyear from the following possibleincome

sources

A

o Do Do Do P>

Cerealstocksfrom the previousseason

Ownfood crop productionfrom the 2021 22 agriculturalseasorn
Potentialincomefrom own cashcrop production
Potentialincomefrom livestock

Potentialincomefrom casualabourandremittances and

Incomefrom other sourcessuchasgifts, pensionsgardeningformal andinformal employment



Food Security Analytical Framework

A Thetotal energythat could be acquiredby the householdfrom the cheapestenergysourceusingits
potential disposableincome was then computedand comparedto the K 2 dza S fhifnétreaergy

requirement

A When the potential energy that a householdcould acquire was greater than its minimum energy
requirements, the householdwas deemed to be food secure When the conversewas true, the

householdwasdefinedasfood insecure

A Theseverityof householdfood insecuritywascomputedby the marginwith whichits potential energy

acceswvasbelowits minimumenergyrequirements



Cereal Insecurity Progression by Quarter

100
90
80
70

60
51 51

> ® “ 40 39

40 - 34 37 37 35
30 29 28

26
30 22

22
20 20 16
10 9
10 6 6

0

Proportion of Household$%o)

13

Chegutu Hurungwe Kariba Makonde Zvimba Mhondoro-Ngezi Sanyati Mash West

Jul - Sept = Oct - Dec = Jan - Mar

A About35%of householdsn the provincewill be cerealinsecureduringthe peakhungerperiod (Januaryto March2023.
A zvimba(51%) and Kariba(51%) were projectedto havethe highestproportions of householdsfacing cerealinsecurity during the peak

hungerperiod.



Cereal Insecure Population by Quarter

District Food Insecure Population

Jul- Sept Oct- Dec Jan- Mar
Chegutu 33,932 45,704 56,091
Hurungwe 125,605 138,904 165,503
Kariba 17,339 20,322 23,678
Makonde 10,380 17,991 28,371
Zvimba 90,191 119,474 151,100
Mhondoro-Ngezi 25,495 34,466 45,797
Sanyati 7,181 11,284 16,413
Mash West 288,367 366,606 461,239

A During the peak hunger period (Januaryto March 2023 it is estimated that approximately 461,239 people in
MashonalandNestwill be cerealinsecure
A Hurungwe(165,503) was projectedto havethe highestpopulation of cerealinsecurepeople during the peak hunger

period. 191



Cereal Requirement (MT) by District by Quartet

District Apr - Jun Jul- Sept Oct- Dec Jan- Mar
Chegutu

820 1255 1691 2075
Hurungwe

4265 4647 5139 6124
Kariba

490 642 752 876
Makonde

205 384 666 1050
Zvimba

2687 3337 4421 5591
Mhondoro-Ngezi

559 943 1275 1694
Sanyati

152 266 418 607
Mash West

8023 10670 13564 17066

A Hurungwewill require 6,124MT of cerealduringthe peakhungerperiod.
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Gender Based Violence



Forms of Gender Based Violence

Province PhysicaViolence (%) Sexual Violence (%)
Yes Refused to answer Yes Refused to answer

Manicaland 1.9 0.4 0.7 0.4
Mash Central 5 0.2 0.8 0.2
Mash East 4.3 0.2 0.4 0.1
Mash West 2.9 0.3 1.0 0.2
Mat North 1.5 0.7 0.6 0.9
Mat South 2.4 0.7 0.4 0.7
Midlands 2.9 0.2 0.7 0.3
Masvingo 2.0 0.1 0.2 0.1
National 2.9 0.3 0.6 0.4

A Inthe province2.9%of the peopleinterviewedindicatedthat they experiencedbhysicalviolencewhilst 1%experiencedsexualviolence
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Victims of GBV who Reported
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A Only 38% of the victims of GBV in the province reported.
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Incidence of Spousal Violence
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About 7.6%o0f the respondentsexperiencecemotionalabuse
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Victims that Sought Counselling Services after
Spousal Violence

Province Physical violence | Sexual violence | Emotional violence| Economic violence
(%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 38.5 30.0 34.1 21.6
Mash Central 17.6 21.9 25.7 27.5
Mash East 25.0 29.3 25.5 21.7
Mash West 11.0 16.1 8.8 9.5
Mat North 12.5 4.5 5.0 5.6
Mat South 0 24.0 28.3 23.7
Midlands 22.7 22.0 15.3 20.8
Masvingo 37.5 21.4 15.6 10.7
National 19.3 22.2 19.4 10.3

A Inthe province,only 11% 16.1% 8.8% and 9.5% of the victims soughtcounsellingservicesafter facingphysical sexual,emotional and

economicviolencerespectively



Victimswho Reported to Relatives after Spousal
Violence

Province Physical violence Sexual violence | Emotional violence| Economic violence
(%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 0 20.0 50 55.6
Mash Central 40 50 36.8 50
Mash East 38.9 50 44.4 38.5
Mash West 40 66.7 42.9 0
Mat North 66.7 33.3 50 0
Mat South 33.3 50 53.3 58.3
Midlands 25 25 85 81.8
Masvingo 0 40 20 40
National 32.8 20 50 49.3

A Victimsof spousaliolencewere mainlyreportingto relatives

A

In the province, 40% 66.7% and 42.9% of the victims reported to relatives after facing physical,sexual,emotional and economic

violencerespectively
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Youth Challenges

Limited information communication servicess 1
Politics = 1
Limited access to recreational facilitiess 1
Shortages of clinics= 1
Shortages of schools= 1
Lack of school feesmm 3
Limited access to water for projectssss 3
Bad roads === 4
Drought/long dry spells == 4
Economic challenges/high cost of livingesss 6
Lack of capital s 7
Lack of life survival/entrepreneural skills s 7
School dropouts = 10
Drug and substance abusem— 10
Early marriages = 10
Lack of income generating projectSe—— 13
Unemployment s— ]7
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A Unemployment (17%) was reported as the main youth challenge in the province.
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Youth Development Priorities

Markets linkages

Piped water schemes

Youth friendly centres (Social centres
Borehole rehabilitation

Dam construction

Irrigation schemes

Livestock support programs
Education support (social assistanc
Access to land for agriculture
Vocational trainings (skills development)
Start-up capital/loans

Income generating activities

Job creation

19.3
19.7

20

30

40 50 60
Proportion of Households (%)

70
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90

100

A Job creation (19.7%) and income generating activities (19.3%) were mentioned by most households as the major youth déypeiogptiesn
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Developmental Issues



Community Development Challenges

Fewer or no vocational training centresmssm 4
Livestock theft mmm 5
Lack of life survival/entrepreneurial skills s 5
Inadequate markets m— G
Shortages of schools mmm G
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Lack of Irrigation infrastructure me——— ] 4
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High cost of Inputs and implements m———————— | S
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A Economic challengésigh cost of living/high food prices (52%) was the mominmon developmenthallenges mentioned by communities 203



Community Development Priorities

Development Priority Chegutu Hurungwe Kariba Makonde Mhondoro- Sanyati Zvimba Mash West
(%) (%) (%) (%) Ngezi(%) (%) (%) (%)
Roadinfrastructure development 72.7 91.7 50 55.6 75 100 0 64.6
Health services infrastructure 54.5 50 50 44.4 58.3 50 0 44.3
Income generating projects
promotion 36.4 41.7 50 55.6 50 25 0 36.7
\Water supply, boreholes/piped
water schemes 94.5 41.7 0 44.4 25 75 18.2 36.7
Electricityinfrastructure
development 27.3 16.7 41.7 33.3 66.7 25 9.1 31.6
Dams/Waterreservoirs
construction 54.5 33.3 8.3 55.6 25 25 0 27.8
Employmentcreation 9.1 66.7 41.7 22.2 41.7 8.3 0 27.8
Livestockrestocking 45.5 16.7 25 0 75 0 0 24.1
Irrigation infrastructure 18.2 25 50 22.2 25 8.3 0 21.5
Educationinfrastructure 36.4 25 25 22.2 8.3 25 0 20.3
Incomegenerating activities 18.2 16.7 16.7 33.3 25 16.7 18.2 20.3
Wildlife control 0 16.7 75 0 0 16.7 0 16.5
Market Linkages 18.2 0 8.3 11.1 8.3 25 36.4 15.2

A Roadinfrastructure development,health servicesinfrastructure developmentand income generatingactivities were listed by householdsas the most

important developmentpriorities.
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Conclusions and Recommendations



Conclusions and Recommendations

A Foodaid (NGO$6.7%and Government21.9%) and crop inputs (Government70.1%and NGOs1 6.2%) remainthe mainform of anysupportin
the provinceand this is commendableconsideringdifferent challengesstill facingcommunitiesdue to the effectsof climate changeand the
COVIBEL9 pandemic Governmentand its partners should continue supporting this programmingensuringthat support is givenin time.
Howeverthere is needfor Governmentworkingwith its developmentpartnersto focuson strengtheningresiliencebuilding programmesto

ensurecommunitiesare selfreliant and cansustainthemselves

A The high levels of open defecationin Makonde (48%) and Kariba(46%) are a great causefor concern Governmentand its partners to
prioritise supportingidentified districtswith high levelsof open defaecation In Karibaall designatedishingcampsneedto havepermanent

sanitationfacilitiesto reducethe incidentsof opendefaecation

A Foodsafetyis animportant elementif food securityis to achieved Theproportion of householdshat receivedinformation on food safetyin
the provincewasonly 18% Consumereducationon food safetyis important in order for consumerdo demandsafefood and alsokeeptheir
food safe The Ministry of Health and Child Careand the Ministry responsiblefor Agriculture should scaleup food safety education for

communitiesaspart of their routine communitywork.



Conclusionsand Recommendations

A Theaveragecattle herd per householdwas4, the cattle mortality rate was8%and a householdlost one beaston average Themajor cause
of cattle deathwasdiseasesat 92.6% Thereis needfor Governmentand developmentpartnersto capacitatethe departmentof Veterinary
Serviceswith the required chemicalsand maintenanceof infrastructure The Governmentshould establishPublic Private Partnerships

(PPPs)hat facilitate availabilityof affordableanimalhealth chemicals

A Productionof improved livestockbreedsin the provinceis still very low (10%), artificial inseminationis one method that canbe usedto
improve the breeds Only 0.1% of householdsin Karibadistrict practiced artificial inseminationon their cattle. ChinhoyiUniversity of
Technologyis facilitating training of extensionpersonnelin Al, semen production and storage The current challengeis availability of

equipmentfor Al. Thereis needfor provisionof equipmentfor livestockofficersto start rolling out the programme

A Maize remainedthe most crop grown acrossthe province,the averagecereal production was 548kg per household The averagecereal
stocksasat 1 April was 85.8kg. Onthe contrary, with all this produce,the use of improvedgranariesand hermetic bagsis very low. The
majority of householdsare storinggrainin ordinaryrooms(49%) andtraditional granarieg21%). Thelimited useof improvedgranariescan
have a negativeeffect on post harvestmanagementand affect the quality of harvestreceivedthis season It is recommendedthat the

Ministry of Agriculturescaleup postharvestmanagementrainingsandtechnologytransferto farmerssoasto salvagehe harvest



Conclusionsand Recommendations

A Theprovince experienced drought (56%) and water loggin§«j1 I henain Climate SmarAgriculture Pfumvudza)technology being
implemented by the farmers is minimum tillage, the rest are not bé&mgemented. Theres need to scale up use of the CSA technologies

by farmers for the full benefits to be realized.

A There are 41 irrigation schemes in the province, only 8 are functional while 16 are partially functional. The main retisemofoand
partial functionality are incomplete installation of infrastructure and equipment (64%) and need for rehabilitation wé¥KsTbdre is
needfor capacitation of the Irrigation Department for rehabilitation and installation of the required infrastructure. In resfmpnsd
season dry spells and droughts being experienced in the province, while endowed with water resources, there is needparsgat®on

development through Public Private Partnerships.



Conclusionsand Recommendations

A The majority of the householdsacrossthe province did not consumea diversediet and this is a causefor concern In the
province, consumptionof a diversifieddiet decreasedrom 6 in 2021to 5 in 2022 At the sametime, the food consumption
profiles for 31% of householdsvaried from borderline to poor which might be an indication of food shortagein the affected
households

A Most women of child-bearingage failed to consume the recommendedminimum food groups Only 1 in 3 women of child-
bearingage in the province met the recommendedminimum dietary diversity for women of at least5 food groupsper day.
Maternalhealthandnutrition servicesshouldbe streamlinedinto Educatiorand Agriculture

A Thehighproportion of childrenwho were identified with wastingor acutemalnutrition (Province7%and highestin Kariba,18%),
Is a causeof concernin mostdistrictsin the province Therein needfor the Ministry of Healthand ChildCareto scaleup active
casefindingfor acutemalnutrition acrossall the districtsfor anearlydetectionandtreatment of thesechildren

A Thelow coverageof vitamin A Supplementatiorin the provinceespeciallyfor Chegutu(77%) and Mhondoro-Ngezi(77%) that are
below the national target of 80% are a causefor concern The Ministry of Healthand Child Careneedsto scaleup Vitamin A
supplementationthrough the VillageHealth Workersparticularly in districts suchas Chegutu,Makonde,Mhondoro-Ngeziand
Zvimba
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District
Chegutu

Hurungwe

Makonde

Kariba

Zvimba

Mhondoro Ngezi

Sanyati

Name
VimbaiNhamo
Millicent Chigombe
AuxilliaMatambanadzo
RudoChagombera
TafirenyikaMarowa
BeautyMakoshori
Kudakwashé&hoshore
RemigioMakuwere
LeahMutandiri
Reasor\yanzira
NdaiziveMwela
ChristopheiMarambe
RusseChipere
EvertonJaison
MaxwellMutumba
LameckMachaya
DianaMushayavanhu
GamuchiraBabvu
SibusisiweMadhiye
HughChikerema
ChiedzaleanChiwunda
Joachiniligere
TakundaDzawo
LindaZinahwa
PortiaNdhlovu
ChipiwaMusaka
DanielCholele
TonderaiChigora

Organisation

Agritex

Ministry of Health and Child Care

Ministry of Local Government and Public Works
CARE International

Agritex

Ministry of Health and Child Care

Ministry of Local Government and Public Works
HurungweRural District Council

Ministry of Public Service, Labour and Social Welfare
Ministry of Health and Care

Makonde Rural District Council

Agritex

Ministry of Health and Child Care

Agritex

Ministry of Public Service, Labour and Social Welfare
NyaminyamRural District Council

Zvimba Rural District Council

Ministry of Public Service, Labour and Social Welfare
Agritex

Ministry of Health and Child Care

Ministry of Health and Child Care

Ministry of Local Government and Public Works
Agritex

MhondoroNgeziRural District Council

Ministry of Public Service, Labour and Social Welfare
Ministry of Health and Child Care

Ministry of Women Affairs, Community, Small and Meditnterprises Development

Agritex
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