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Foreword

TheZimbabweVulnerabilityAssessmenCommittee(ZimVACUndertookthe 2022RuralLivelihoodsAssessmentRLA)n fulfilment of Commitment6 of the
Food and Nutrition SecurityPolicy (FNSP)Throughits integrated Food and Nutrition Security Information System,Governmentthrough the ZimVAC
remainscommittedto collecting,collatingand disseminatingup to date, accurateand disaggregatedood and nutrition securityinformation for informing
policy, programmingand trackingof national, regionaland globalfood and nutrition targetsin a timely manner ZimVAGs a technicaladvisorycommittee
comprisedof representativesrom GovernmentDevelopmentPartners UN,NGOs TechnicaAgencieandthe Academia

The2022RLAthe 221d sinceinception, was motivated by the desireto monitor progressof commitmentsin the National DevelopmentStrategyl, the
Food and Nutrition SecurityPolicy, SustainableDevelopmentGoalsand planningfor targeted interventionsto help the vulnerable people, given the
prevailingdroughtsituationin the country.

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

We are grateful for the financialand technicalsupportwhich we receivedfrom the ZimVAGind our strategicpartners We applaudthe food and nutrition
securitystructuresat national, provincial,district and ward levelsfor successfullgarryingout the survey We alsoextendour appreciationto Government
and DevelopmentPartnersfor the financial support and technical leadershipwhich made the assessmenta success We are indebted to the rural
communitiesof Zimbabweand all the rural localauthoritiesfor their collaborationduringthe survey Theleadership coordinationand managemenbof the
whole assessmendisplayedby the staff at the Foodand Nutrition CouncilFNC)s alsogreatlyappreciated

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



Introduction

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

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

urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced

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

nutrition securitysituationandthe effectivenesof programmesandinformsdecisionY | 1 A y 3 €

A 1t hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCto coordinate annuallivelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupport of
ZImVAC



Zimbabwe Vulnerablility Assessment Committee
(ZImMVAC)

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

everyZimbabweans free from hungerandall forms of malnutrition.
ZimVAGupportsGovernmentparticularlyFNdn:

A Conveningand coordinatingnationalfood and nutrition securityissuesn Zimbabwe

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

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

A Supportingand buildingnational capacityfor food and nutrition securityincludingat sub-nationallevels



Assessment Rationale

Theassessmentesultswill be usedto:

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

term vulnerabilitycontext
A Inform short, mediumandlongterm interventionsthat addressmmediateandlongterm needsaswell asbuildingresilientlivelihoods

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

amongthem the NationalDevelopmentStrategyl, the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicyandthe ZeroHungerStrategy

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

committeditself to, whichincludethe ComprehensivéfricanAgricultureDevelopmentProgrammgCAADPandthe SDGs

A Guideearlywarningfor earlyaction



Purpose

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

appropriateinterventions



ODbjectives

Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentvere:

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

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

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

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

8. Toidentify developmentpriorities for communities



Background

Thecontinuousshocksandhazardsaffectingthe rural communitiescallfor ongoingmonitoringasthe food andnutrition situationcontinuesto evolve

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

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

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

The 2021/ 2022 seasonstarted late in the secondand third dekad of December2021 in most parts of the country. The seasonwas characterisedby poor rainfall
distribution in both spaceandtime acrossthe country. Therewere incessantainsin Januaryfollowed by a prolongeddry spellin the first week of Februaryto the end of
March. Thepassagef TropicalStormAnaat the end of January2022helpedto reducerainfall deficitsin parts of the country,but the tropical storm wascharacterisedy

heavyrains,which causedwater loggingandleaching

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

produce

Accordingto the Ministry of | 3 NJ&A O d2t! Rodzrd& @pand LivestockAssessmentthe estimatedmaizeproduction for the 2021/ 2022 seasonstandsat 1 557 914 Mt
whichis a 43% decreasefrom the 2 717 171Mt producedin the 20202021 season Traditionalgrainsproductionfor the 2021/ 2022 seasonis estimatedat 194 100MT
representinga 44% decreasefrom 347 968Mt in 20202021 Thetotal cerealproductionis 1 752 014Mt againsta national cerealrequirementof 2 267 599Mt (1 817
599Mit for humanconsumptionand 350 000Mt for livestock)



Background

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

related shockshaveimplicationson accesgo food andthe nutrition statusof households

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

amongpoor households

A Thehealth pandemic,due to COVIBLY, continuesto be the biggesthealth and humancrisisthreateningfood securityand nutrition among
the Zimbabweanpopulation The impact of the pandemicis being felt in all sectorsof the economy,including health, education and
agriculture The COVIDL9 pandemic,whoseeffectsand devastationhave beenfelt acrossall parts of the world, hasmagnifiedpre-existing

differencesin economicand socialconditionsof the vulnerablepopulations



Contextual AnalysisBackground

Thelivelihoodsof rural householdscontinueto be affected by both systemicand idiosyncraticshockswhich includebut are

not limited to the following:

SystemicShocks

A ClimaticshocksDroughtand prolongedmid-seasordry spells floods, water logging crop andlivestockpests,hailstorms)
A Economicshocks(sharpchangeof cerealsandlivestockprices)

A Cropandlivestockdiseases

ldiosyncraticshocks
A Healthrelated shockgCOVIELY, chronicillness)

A Deathof breadwinner



GovernmentMitigatory Measures

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

proactiveand implementinga numberof mitigatory measures

A Governmentremainedcommitted to ensuringthat every Zimbabwearis free from hungerand malnutrition

andled the implementationof the following measuregdo ensurefood securityfor all people

a) COVIBP19 Vaccination Campaign The campaignhas seen eligible membersof the population receiving
dosesof the COVIB19 vaccine Asof the 10" of June2022 6.24 million people (55.6%) had receivedtheir
first dose and 4.6 million (40.7%) were fully vaccinated Furthermore,838 292 people had receivedthe

third dose(boosterdose)

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

transferfor cereals harmonizedsocialcashtransfers



f)

9)

GovernmentMitigatory Measures

Food Subsidieghrough continuedimplementationof socialprotection measureso improve food 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 Headworkdor livestockwater troughs

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

Councilorsand Chiefs)



Assessment Methodology



Methodology ¢ Assessment Design

Improved Development and
Proguctivity and Economic
Growth

Reduced morbdidity and Improved
mortality Nutritional
Status

intake and Health Status
Utilization inc HIV/AIDS

Strategieas: Household Food

Production, Cash Earning ,

Gifts, Exchange, Loans and
Romittances

Natural, physical, Human , Economic and Social
Capital/Assets Source: FNC

Figure 1. Food and Nutrition Conceptual Framework

A

The assessmentwas a crosssectional study whose
design was guided and informed by the Food and
Nutrition Security Conceptual Framework (Figure 1),

which Zimbabweadoptedin the FNSRGoZ 2012, and

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

The assessmentvas also guided and informed by the

resilienceframework (Figure2) so as to influencethe

earlyrecoveryof householdsaffectedby variousshocks

Theassessmentibokedat food availabilityand accessas
pillarsthat have confoundingeffectson food securityas
definedin the FNSRGo0Z 2012.

Accordinglythe assessmenmeasuredthe amount of

energy availableto a householdfrom all its potential

sources hence the primary sampling unit for the

assessmenivasthe household
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Livelihoods

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

* Malnutrition

L J = J
Resilience through Resilience so * Environmental
Nha What? Degradation

esilience fo‘ 7
Whom?

Figure 2Zimbabwe Resilience Framework (UNDP Zimbabwe, 2015
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A ZimVACthrough multi-stakeholderconsultations developedan appropriateassessmentiesignconceptnote and data collectiontools

informed by the assessmenbbjectives

A The primary data collection tools used in the assessmenivere the android;based structured householdquestionnaireand the

communityFocusGroupDiscussiorfFGDyuide

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

aspectf the assessmentn orderto minimisethe riskof spreadingCOVIBLY, trainingfor enumeratorswasdoneat districtlevel

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

guidelineswhich guidedall processed$rom surveyplanningto datacollection

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

wasresponsibldor takinganthropometricmeasurements



Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

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

approachesvere usedto collectvital information without causingany harm.

A The RLAwas guidedby globaland country specificrecommendationsand all necessaryprecautions
were taken to avoid potential transmissionof COVIBL9 between enumeratorsand community

members

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

andfield observationsvere usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

A Enumeratortraining was held from 9 to 10 May 2022 Primary data collection took place from 11 to 23 May 2022 In
recognisinghe risk of spreadingCOVIBL9 duringdatacollection,innovativeapproachesvere usedto collectvital information
without causingany harm. TheRLAwasguidedby globaland country specificrecommendationsandall necessaryrecautions

were takento avoidpotential transmissiorof COVIBL9 betweenenumeratorsand communitymembers

A Dataanalysisand report writing ran from 4 Juneto 12 June2022 Varioussecondarydata sourcesand field observationsvere

usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.



Methodology- Sampling and Sample Size

A

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

Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof;

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

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

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

sampledhouseholdgo 1750

Out of the 1750 sampledhouseholds, 1739 householdswere interviewed
householdsgivinga 99.4%responseaate.

TwelveFGDsand one Keylnformant Interview (Kll)on irrigation and grazing

were held per district.

District Number of Sampled Households
Binga 248
Bubi 250
Hwange 250
Lupane 237
Nkayi 251
Tsholotsho 249
Umguza 254
Provincial 1739
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Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

[ | District Boundary 2

<< Protected Areas

Not Sampled
Il Sampled
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Assessment Findings



Demographic Description of the Sample



Household Characteristics

Mentally
challenged Chronically ill
Average Males Females Child headed | Elderly headed Headed headed
Household size (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Binga 3.4 45.8 54.2 0.4 26.6 0.8 5.2
|Bubi 4.0 50.5 49.5 1.2 29.3 1.2 2.4
|Hwange 4.2 49.3 50.7 1.2 30.1 0.8 4.4
Lupane 5.2 45.0 55.0 1.3 30.8 0.8 1.7
Nkayi 4.1 48.5 51.5 1.2 30.3 0.4 4.8
Tsholotsho 4.8 47.0 53.0 1.6 33.3 0.0 2.4
Umguza 4.0 47.8 52.2 2.0 26.8 2.4 9.1
Mat North 4.2 47.6 52.4 1.3 29.6 0.9 4.3

A Of the sampled population 47.6% were males and 52.4% were females.

A The average household size for Matabeleland North was 4.2.

A Lupane district had the highest average household size at 5.2
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Characteristics of Respondents : Age and Sex

Respondent's Sefb) Respondent's Average Age (years)
District Male Female Average
Binga 34.7 65.3 45.9
Bubi 29.6 70.0 48.9
Hwange 31.6 68.4 49.1
Lupane 25.3 4.7 47.7
Nkayi 34.7 65.3 50.0
Tsholotsho 24.9 75.1 48.1
Umguza 29.5 70.5 47.0
Mat North 30.1 69.9 48.1

A Theaverageage of respondentswas 48.1. Thus,interaction was with the reproductive group responsiblefor householdand economic
development

A About69.9%o0f the respondentswvere female
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Characteristics of Household Head: Sex and Age

Household Head Average Ag{

\U

Household Head sex (%) (years)

District Male Female Average
Binga 61.7 38.3 49.5
|Bubi 70.0 30.0 55.8
|Hwange 63.9 36.1 54.6
Lupane 60.3 39.7 55.1
Nkayi 65.3 34.7 54.6
Tsholotsho 53.0 47.0 56.8
Umguza 59.8 40.2 52.8
Mat North 62.0 38.0 4.2

A In MatabelelandNorth Province,most of the householdswere headedby males (6299 as comparedto females

(38%).

A Theaverageageof householdheadwas54.2 yearswhichis within the productiveagegroup
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Characteristics of Household Head: Marital
Status
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m Married living together ~ m Married living apart = Divorced/seperated Widow/widower  ® Never married

A Agreaterproportion of householdheads(54%) were married and living together while the least proportion of householdheadswere

nevermarried(4%).
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Characteristics of Householdead: Education
Level attained

Primary level ZJC level O' level Y [ SPST
None (%0) (%) (%0) (%0) (%0)
Binga 23 38 17 20 5
Bubi 9 63 14 13 0
Hwange 18 48 13 21 1
Lupane 12 47 19 21 0
NKkayi 10 63 11 15 )
Tsholotsho 9 57 19 14 1
Umguza 10 55 8 23 5
Mat North 13 53 14 18 )

A Binga(23%) hadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho had not attained anylevelof Education
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Characteristics of Household Head: Religion

Roman Pentecostalf Apostolic
Catholic| Protestant | Churches | Sects Zion | Other Christian Traditional | No religion
District (%) |Churches (9 (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Binga 8 8 24 19 8 2 5 24
Bubi 1 15 6 27 14 0 0 36
Hwange 23 4 28 18 12 2 0 12
Lupane 14 5 12 32 19 2 0 16
Nkayi 6 18 10 27 21 0 8 9
Tsholotsho 4 14 8 18 27 7 2 18
Umguza 7 20 16 16 18 3 1 19
Mat North 9 12 15 23 17 3 2 19

A Themajority of householdheads(79%) were of Christianreligionwith most beingof the ApostolicSects23%).
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Orphaned Children
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A In MatabelelandNorth, 19%the childrenfrom the sampledhouseholdsvere orphans

A Thehighestproportion wasin Lupane(29%9 and Umguza23%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: Covud
Vaccination Status
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m Not vaccinated = Vaccinated - 1st Dose m® Vaccinated - 2nd Dose (Fully vaccinated)

A Agreaterproportion of householdheadswere fully vaccinatedacrossall districts

A OnaverageB0%were fully vaccinated




Covid19 Vaccination Status: All Household

Members

Mat North

Umguza

Tsholotsho

Nkayi

Lupane

Hwange
Buboi | G =
Binga | L G S =

Proportion of households (%)

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

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

A In Matabeleland North the proportion householdswith membersfully vaccinatedvas71%

A Hwange(82%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith fully vaccinatedmemberswhilst Bubi(61%9) hadthe least
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Household Vulnerability Attributes

Households with at leas
1 parent of the children| Households with at leas Households with at leas
Households with at leas who does not live in thig 1 member who is 1 mentally challenged
1 orphan household chronically ill Households members
District (%) (%) (%) (%)
Binga 15 26 8 10
Bubi 16 40 4 5
Hwange 17 47 7 9
Lupane 35 51 4 9
Nkayi 22 56 8 7
Tsholotsho 29 66 4 5
Umguza 24 49 16 9
Mat North 23 48 7 8

A Matabeleland North province had a high proportion of households(48%) with at least 1 parent of the children in the

householdwho did not live in the householdat the time of the survey
A About23%of householdshad at least1 orphan
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Education



School Attendance

Proportion of Children (%)
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m Currently going to school m Ever sent away from school due to non- payment of fees

About81%of the childrenof schoolgoingagewere goingto schoolduringthe time of the survey

Umguzahadthe highestproportion of childreneversentawayduringthe first term due to non-paymentof fees(54%.
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Forms of schooling

Online lessons (e.
Learningpassport,
Educonnect
Home Physical Radio lessons TV lessons Zimbabwe) WhatsApp
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Binga 16 81 1 0 0 1
|Bubi 0 100 0 0 0 0
|Hwange 2 50 2 0 0 46
Lupane 17 80 0 0 0 2
Nkayi 34 62 0 0 1 3
Tsholotsho 0 99 0 0 0 0
Umguza 30 64 3 0 0 3
Mat North 11 85 1 0 0 3

A In MatabelelandNorth provincemostthe childrenat the time of the surveyattended schoolphysically(85%) and the leastthrough Radio

Lessong1%9).
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Chronic Conditions



Households with Members that had Confirmed

Chronic Conditions
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A Atleast 2%of householdsn MatabelelandNorth had memberswith confirmed chronicconditions

A Umguza7%) hadthe highestproportion.
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Household Members who had a Chrortondition
(2%)

Hyperten
Diabetes sion, |Arthritis Ulcer.
HIV [Heart| , high High |, chroniq Epilepsy chronic
infection,|diseaq blood blood | body |Seizures Tuberculq Liver | Kidney | stomach
AIDS e sugar |[Asthma pressurg pain fits Stroke | Cancer sis | diseaseq disease§ pain Other
District | (%) | (&) | (%) | 6) | %) | @) | ©6) | @) | ) | ) | ) | () | %) | (%)
Binga 39.0 | 1.2 6.1 25.6 17.1 0.0 4.9 1.2 1.2 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.2
|Bubi 373 | 1.7 | 21.2 3.4 25.4 1.7 0.8 3.4 0.0 1.7 0.8 0.8 0.0 1.7
|Hwange 219 | 14| 157 | 105 | 257 9.0 1.4 1.9 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 3.3 8.1
Lupane 459 | 0.9 8.1 5.4 18.9 6.3 1.8 2.7 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.1
Nkayi 299 | 0.0 9.2 3.4 27.6 4.6 6.9 0.0 1.1 2.3 0.0 1.1 8.0 5.7
Tsholotsho| 47.3 | 0.0 4.9 8.4 21.7 10.8 3.9 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 1.0
Umguza 36.0 | 28 | 10.7 6.7 24.2 2.2 2.2 0.0 1.7 0.6 0.0 1.7 4.5 6.7
Mat North| 36.3 | 1.2 | 11.0 8.6 23.3 5.9 2.8 1.3 0.5 0.9 0.1 0.6 2.6 4.9

A In MatabelelandNorth the highestproportion of householdmemberswith chronic conditions had HIV/AIDs(36.3%) followed by hypertension
(23.3%) and diabetes(11%).
A Thehighestproportion of householdmemberswho had HIV/AIDSinfection wasin Tsholotsha47.3%).
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Water, Sanitation andHygiene WASH)



Ladder for Drinking Water Services

ServicelLevel Definition

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

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

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

G L Y 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.



Main Water Sources

Piped intg Surface
Piped |Piped intg a public water Sand
into yard or | tap or Protected|Unprotect| Protected|Unprotect| (river/da [Rain wate| Water |abstractio
dwelling| plot |standpipel Borehole| well ed well | spring [ed springlm/stream)| harvester| trucking n Other
District | (%) (%) (%0) (%0) (€0)) (%0) (%) (%) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%) (%)
Binga 0.4 2.0 18.5 35.5 1.2 4.0 1.2 0.8 36.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Bubi 1.6 2.4 14.9 59.4 13.7 2.8 0.0 1.2 2.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.2
IHwange 3.2 1.2 18.0 60.4 0.0 4.4 0.4 0.8 8.4 0.0 0.8 0.0 2.4
Lupane 0.4 0.0 14.8 39.8 33.5 3.4 0.8 0.0 5.9 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0
Nkayi 0.8 0.0 0.0 62.8 18.4 4.0 0.8 0.0 13.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Tsholotsho| 1.2 2.4 9.2 72.3 5.6 2.8 0.0 0.0 5.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2
Umguza 6.7 12.2 11.4 58.3 3.5 2.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 0.4 2.4 0.8
Mat North 2.1 2.9 12.4 55.6 10.7 3.3 0.5 0.4 10.5 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.8

A Thehighestproportion of householdg55.6%) accesseavater from boreholes

A Binga(36%) followed by Nkayi(13.299 hadthe highestproportion of householdsusingsurfacewater asthe mainwater source
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Access to Improved Water
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m 2021 m 2022

Governments applaudedon ensuringhighaccesdo improvedwater in the rural areasof Zimbabwe
Therewasa slightincreasen the proportion of householdausingimprovedwater sourcesrom 83%in 2021to 84%in 2022
In 2022 Umguza(93%), Bubi (92%) and Tsholotsho(91%) had the highestproportion of householdswith accessmprovedwater, while Binga

(59%) hadthe leastproportion. 49



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

A At Provinciallevel anincreasein the proportion of householdsaccessingdpasicdrinkingwater servicesvasrecordedfrom 64%in 2021to 66%
in 2022

A Umguza(79%) in 2022hadthe highestproportion of householdswith accesgo basicwater services
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Access to Adequate Domestic Water

Proportion of Households (%)

Binga Bubi Hwange Lupane Nkayi Tsholotsho Umguza Mat North

ENo mYes

A Atprovinciallevel,about 83%of the householdseported havingaccesso adequatedomesticwater.

A Lupane89%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith accesgo adequatedomesticwater while Hwange(72%) hadthe least
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Households using Unimproved Water Sources
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T

At provinciallevela slightdecreasdn the proportion of householdsusingunimprovedwater sourcesvasobservedfrom 17%in 2021to 16%
in 2022

In 2022Binga(41%) hadthe highestproportion of householdusingunimprovedwater sources
Tsholotshaecordedthe greatestincreasen the proportion of householdsusingunimprovedwater sourcesdrom 1%in 2021to 9%in 2022
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Households Drinking Surface Water by District

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

|| District Boundary

=< Protected Areas

I Ward Boundary

Rely on Surface Water (%)

I None

[ Low

(I

[
[
\il
[

High

5 i,
Tsholotshe

A Surfacewater is describedas drinking
water directly from a river, dam, lake,
pond, stream, canal or irrigation

channel

A BingaDistrict (36%9 followed by Nkayi
(13%) had the highest proportion of
households drinking surface water

whichis not safe
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Water Treatment Methods (4.2%)

= Boil
= Add bleach/chlorine [jik or water guard]
m Strain it through cloth
Use a water filter (ceramic,sand,composite,etc]

m Solar disinfection

é

= Let it stand and settle

m Add water treatment tablet

m Other

A At provinciallevel 4.2%of householdsndicatedthat they usedsomeform of treatment for their drinkingwater.

A Boiling(59.6%9 wasthe mostcommonlyusedtreatment method.
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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 kmm m 1km and above

A Themajority of Household£75%) travelledlessthan 1kmto accessvater.



Time Spent travelling to and from Main Water
Source

Binga Bubi Hwange Lupane Nkayi Tsholotsho Umguza Mat North
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m Less than 30 minutes (or within premises) = 30 minutes to 1 hour = More than 1 hour

A Thegreatestproportion of householdsn MatabelelandNorth (75%) spentlessthan 30 minutestravellingto mainwater source

A Nkayihadthe highestproportion of householdg40%gtravellingfor 30 minutesto 1 hour to the mainwater sources

A Tsholotshchadthe highestproportion of householdg11%) spendingmore than an hour to getto a water source 96



Time Spent Queuing at Water Source and Violence
Water Source

Time Spent at Water Source Violence at Water Source
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A About96%of householdsspentlessthan 1 hour queuingfor water with the highestproportion (83%) accessingheir water in lessthan 30 minutes
A Tsholotshchadthe highestproportion (11%) of householdsjueuingfor more than an hour to accessvater at mainwater source

A In2022at least5%of householdseported havingexperiencedviolenceat a water source
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Proportion of Households that changed main

Water Source

91 92
89 89
83 88 84
17 16
9 11 12 o 11
B B 2 i m []

Binga Bubi Hwange Lupane Nkayi Tsholotsho Umguza Mat North

100

Proportion of Households (%)
R N W D O O N 00O ©
o O O O o o o o o

()

m did not change water source m changed water source

Over8%%of householdgeportedthat they did not changetheir water sourcein the three monthsprecedingthe surveyperiod.
Bubi(17%) followed by Tsholotshq16%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgeporting havingchangedheir water source
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Reasons for Changing Water Source
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H Availability of alternative water sources close by (natural springs, shallow well, streams, etc)

Main water source has dried up

Main water source has broken down/not functional
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A Themajorreasonfor changingmainwater sourcewasbreakdownor non functionality of the water source
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Ladder for Sanitation

Service level Definition

Safely Managed Use of improved facilities that are not shared with otl@useholds and where excreta a
safely disposed of isitu or transported and treated offsite.

Basic Sanitation Use of improved facilities which are not shared with other households.

Facilities

Limited Sanitation Use of improved facilities shared between two or more households.

Facilities

Unimproved Sanitation Facilities that do not ensue hygienic sepgation of humanexcreta from humancontact.
Facilities Unimproved facilities include pitdtrines without a slab oplatform, hanging détrines and
budket latrines.

Open Defecation Disposal of human faecesfields, forest, bushes, opdrodies ofwater, beaches or other
open spaces or with solid waste.

Note: Improved sanitation facilities: Facilities that ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human contact.
¢tKSe& AYyOf dzRS b dzaldrine Bldir LSatitad irbpdaded pit (BR)IMit 1&8tine with slab and
upgradeable Blair latrine.



Access to Improved Sanitation
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A Inthe province,48%of householdshad accesgo improvedsanitationfacilitieswhile 50% practisedopen defecation,increasinghe risk of water

borne diseasesBinga(6 7% followed by Lupane(61%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgpractisingopendefecation
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Household Sanitation Services
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A Inthe province,42%o0f householdshad accesgo basicsanitationservicesf%to limited water services 2%to unimprovedsanitationservices

and50%practisedopendefaecation

A Umguza(13%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsusingimprovedfacilities
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Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
District Boundary
Protected Areas
Ward Boundary

h Defaecation (%)
Low

High

Open Defecation by District

A Most of the districtsin MatabelelandNorth had
more than 40% of the householdspractising

opendefecation

A Binga(67%) followed by Lupane(61%) had the

highestopendefecationrate.

A Umguza(34%) had the lowest open defecation

rate.
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Sharing of Toilet Facllities
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m Not Sharing = Sharing

A Theproportion of householdghat sharedtoilet facilitieswas12%

A Binga(31%) followed by Umguza(21%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdssharingtoilet facilities



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 and Hand
Washing at Critical Times

Access to Hand Washing Facilities Hand Washing at Critical Times
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A In generalmostof the householdsn MatabelelandNorth (86%) did not havea handwashingfacility.
A Umguza18%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith basichandwashingfacilities

A Thehighestproportion of householdsn MatabelelandNorth (78%) reported washinghandsbefore handlingfood.
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Access to Hand Washing Services
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m No service mLimited m Basic

A In general most of the households in Matabeleland North (86%) did not have a hand washing facility.

A Umguza (18%) had the highest proportion of households with basic hand washing facilities.




Access to Information Services



Access to Police Services within One Hour

81
77
72
66 67
59
55 58
45 42 41
34 33
28
23

19 I I

Binga Bubi Hwange Lupane Nkayi Tsholotsho Umguza Mat North

100
90
80
70
6

o

5

o

4

o

3

o

Proportion of Households (%)

2

o

1

o O

ENo mYes

A Only33%of householdgeportedto haveaccesdo policeserviceswithin one hour.
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Access to Victim Friendly Services
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A Accesdo Victim FriendlyServicesvashighacrossall districts

A Onaverages5%of householdsn the Provincereported havingaccesgo the victim friendly unit.
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Approximate Distance of the Nearest Primary
School
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H Less than 5km m5 to 10km More than 10km

A Most of the householdg67%) hadtheir nearestprimary schoolwithin a distanceof lessthan 5km whereas5%reported havingthe nearest

primaryschoolmore than 10km away
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Approximate Distance of the Nearest Health
Faclility/Clinic
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Proportion of Households (%)

m Less than 5km m 5 to 10km More than 10km

A About 46% of householdswere within a 5km radiusfrom the nearesthealth facility whilst 18% were more than 10km from their nearest

facility.

A Bubi (35%9, Hwange(28%) and Umguza(28%) had the highestproportion of householddocated more than 10km from the nearestheal;g
facility.



Social Protection



Combined Social Protection Programmes

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

___ District Boundary

= Protected Areas

Social ProtectionCoverage (%)
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[CI60-80

I 80 - 100

I 100 - 200

B >200

69 %,
Tsholotshe

60

Umguza

All districts in MatabelelandNorth received

someform of supportfrom different sources

Thehighestcoveragewasin Nkayi(80%) and

the lowestcoveragewasin Binga(58%).
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Households Which Recelved any Form of

Support
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A Government is commended for maintaining consistency in its support for the vulnerable population.

A Therewasa decrease in the proportion of households that received any form of support from 78% in 2021 to 67% in 2022.
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Sources of Any Form of Support

Government
Support UN/NGO Suppor| Churches Suppo| Rural relatives |Urban Relatives Diaspora |Charitable groups
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (% (%)

2021 | 2022 | 2021 | 2022 | 2021 | 2022 | 2021 | 2022 | 2021 | 2022 | 2021 |2022| 2021 | 2022
Binga 44 21 41 45 16 0 11 1 6 0 2 0 26 0
Bubi 57 61 5 6 2 1 19 13 20 17 15 10 0 0
Hwange 50 38 49 41 2 1 16 4 12 4 5 3 24 0
Lupane 46 53 15 35 2 0 4 0 3 5 8 9 0 0
Nkayi 53 60 44 34 1 1 12 4 10 16 7 18 2 0
Tsholotsho 55 31 47 40 15 3 31 18 27 4 47 31 7 6
Umguza 58 53 21 3 4 1 24 7 20 5 19 6 1 1
Mat North 52 45 32 29 6 1 17 7 14 8 15 11 9 1

A Government(45%) remainsthe major sourceof supportin all the rural districtsfollowed by UN/NGO29%) duringthe period April 2021to March2022
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Forms of Support from Government (45%)

Livestock
Livestock| support -
support- |large stock Small | Livestock| Other
large stock (non-pass| livestock | support: | livestock Weather | COVIP19
Food Cash Crop (pass on) on) support |Tick greas| support WASH and Support
District (%) (%) |inputs (% (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) climate (%] (%)
Binga 32 0 45 0 0 0 22 0 1 0 0
Bubi 43 1 50 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 1
Hwange 22 0 77 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Lupane 42 3 54 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
Nkayi 2 91 0 0 0 1 0 0 2
Tsholotsho 9 0 66 0 0 0 13 0 1 0 11
Umguza 42 5 48 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
Mat North 31 2 61 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

A Cropinputs (61%) andfood (31%) were the mainformsof Governmentassistanceeceivedacrossall districts

A Nkayi(91%) hadthe highestproportion of householdshat receivedcropinputs.
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Forms of Support from UN/NGOs (29%)

Livestock
Livestock| support-
support- |large stocK Small | Livestock| Other
large stocK (non-pass| livestock | support: | livestock | WASH | Weather
Food Cash |Crop inputy (pass on) on) support |Tick greas{ support inputs |and climatg COVIB19
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)  [Support (%
Binga 89 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bubi 9 0 27 0 0 0 18 9 18 0 18
Hwange 89 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lupane 85 3 9 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
Nkayi 71 3 10 3 0 0 4 7 2 0 1
Tsholotsho 89 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Umguza 54 15 15 0 0 8 0 0 8 0 0
Mat North 83 2 11 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1

A UN/NGOsupportwaslargelyin the form of food acrossmostdistricts
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Household which Received Income Savings Share
Out and Loans
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21

Proportion of Households (%)

m Income savings and landing (ISAL/Mukando/Ukuqogelela) Received a loan/credit

A About1%of householdsn the provincereceivedioans

A Incomesavingsandlandingshareouts were receivedby 10%of the interviewedhouseholds
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Assets



Productive Assets

Water pump I 1
Cultivator, ridger, planter I 2
Pruning/cutting shears - 4

Knapsack sprayer

Wheel barrow

w
(62}

Pick-axe

w
»

Scotch cart

w
(0]
NN
N

Plough oxen pulled

Sickle

N
[ep)

Spade or shovel

Axe

Hoe

94

o

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

A Themajority of householdsgnterviewedown hoes(94%), axes(86%) anda spadeor shovel(63%).

82




Entrepreneurial Assets

Stamp mill J 1
Maputi gun [l 4
Freezeit making machine [l 4
Peanut butter producing machine [l 5

Welding machine [l 5

Grain Mill/shop I 20
Sewing machine [ 70

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Proportion of Households (%)
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A Of the entrepreneurial assets. the greatest proportion of households (70%) had a sewing machine.
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ICT and Other Assets
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Telephone
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Television
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Solar system  Bicycle
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A Almostall householdsnterviewedhad a telephone(93%) at homeandthat includesmobile phones
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Shocks and Hazards



Proportion of Households which Experienced Shocks

Veld fires 1 1
Hailstorms 1 1
Loss of employment by key household membel 1
Waterlogging m 1
Death of main income earner | 2
Other Health related (diarrheal, malaria, etc.)m 2
Sharp drop in livestock pricesm 2
COVID-19 Pandemicummmm 8
Chronic iliness (e.g., HIV/AIDS, Cancer, TB, BP, cichmmm 10
Human wildlife conflict mmmmm—— 10
Sharp increases in cereal price changaSIIEEEGG_—_—__—__ 23
Cash shortage (include being charged more for using mobile money or swipe) . 34
Drought or Prolonged mid-season dry spellSum. 75

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

A Thehighestproportion of householdsn MatabelelandNorth were affectedby drought/ prolongedmid seasondry spells(75%) duringthe

2021/2022farmingseason
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Proportion of Households which Reported

Drought as a Shock

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

| | District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Drought Affected Households (%)
Elo-10

[ 10- 20

[ 120-30

[ 130-40

[140-50

[150-60

[160-70

[ 70 - 80

B 30 - 100

A Bubi (93%), Lupane(86%) and
Nkayi (82%) had the highest
proportion of households

affectedby drought

87



Number of Shocks Experienced by Households
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A Theaveragenumberof shocksexperiencedor MatabelelandNorth was?2.

A Hwange(2.3), Nkayi(2.3) andBubi(2.2) hadthe highestaveragenumberof shocks -



Severity of Shocks on Households

Proportion of Households (%)
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Cash shortage COVID-19 Pandemi€hronic iliness (e.g.Other Health related Sharp increases in livestock price drop Drought or Human wildlife
(include being HIV/AIDS, Cancer, (diarrheal, malaria, cereal price changes Prolonged mid- conflict
charged more for TB, BP, etc.) etc.) season dry spells
using mobile money
or swipe)

m Severe m Moderate = Minor/Mild

A Drought(91%9, a sharpincreasein cerealprices(82%), cashshortages82%) and humanwildlife conflict (65%) hadthe mostsevereimpact

on households
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Average Shock Exposure Index

50
45
40
35

Index

30
25
20

15 115

11.9 10.7
10

10.1
7.6 7.2 7.8 7.2
52 6.1 50 6.0 6.0 6.6 6
Hm Hn EN H=m HEx E; HN HE=
0

Binga Bubi Hwange Lupane Nkayi Tsholotsho Umguza Mat North

m 2021 m 2022

A Shockexposurendexwascalculatedoy multiplyingthe numberof shocksexperiencedwith impactseverityof the shockto the household

A Comparedo 2021, the averageshockexposurendexdroppedfrom 10.1to 6 in 2022
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| 2 dza S K 2 f R &COpe Ability fo Recadver (i 2
and Ability to Cope In Future Indices
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H

m Ability to cope index  m Ability to recover index = Ability to cope in future index

A Theaverageability to copeindexwas3.9, averageability to recoverindex 4.3 and averageability to copeindex3.8
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Households Perception on their Ability to Cope
with Shocks In the Future
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Drought  Cash ShortageSharp Increaséluman Wildlife ~ Chronic Covid 19  Sharp drop in Other Health
in prices conflicts llinesses livestock prices Related

Proportion of Households (%)

m Unable to cope Able to cope with difficulty ~ m Able to cope without difficulty

A Themajority of householderceivedinability to copewith sharpdropsin livestockprices(51%9, drought (4799, cashshortages46%) and

humanwildlife conflict (46%). o



Infrastructure-Irrigation Schemes



Irrigation Schemes
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m functional m partially functional non functional Total
A Theprovincehasatotal of 27 irrigation schemes7 functional,6 partially functionaland 4 non functional
94

A Tsholotshowvasthe only district without anirrigation scheme




Total Irrigation Schemes

N
0 100
L

Il Water Bodies

[ Provincial Boundary
[ | District Boundary
<< Protected Areas
Total Number of Irrigation Schemes
I No irrigation scheme
Bli-5

[J5-10

[]10-15
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Bl 20-22

A Theprovincehad a total

of 27irrigationschemes

A Tsholotsho district did
not have any irrigation

schemes
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Functionality of Irrigation Schemes

N A Ofthe 5irrigation schemesn Bubj 2
A were non-functional
0 100 A Binga and Lupane each had 1
|

irrigation scheme that was not

functional

Il Water Bodies
[ Provincial Boundary
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Reasons for Non Functionality
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Broken down pump Need for rehabilitation works ZINWA |/ ZESA bills Inadequate water

A Themajority of non functionalirrigation schemesequire rehabilitationand havepumpsrepairedor replaced

A Somewerereportedto be not functioningbecauseof unpaid ZINWA/ZEShills (50%9) and inadequatewater supply(33%9).
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Crops Grown In lrrigation Schemes

Orange fleshed vegetables (vegetables rich in Vitamin &)1.4
Other legumes & nuts Bl 1.4
Orange fleshed fruit (fruits rich in Vitamin A)R 1.4
Sweet potato [N 14.3
Other vegetables N 14.3
Green leafy vegetables N 17.1
Sugar beans N 17.1
Cereals I 32.9

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

A Cerealg32.9%), sugarbeans(17.1%9 andgreenleafyvegetableg17.1%) werethe mostlygrowncropsin the irrigationschemes
A Orangefleshedfruits and vegetableq1.4%), aswell asother legumesand nuts (1.4%) were the leastgrownin irrigation schemes
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Agricultural Production
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A Throughoutthe province,the proportion of householdshat were reachedwith extensionservicesvas49%

A Tsholotsha57%) and Hwange(56%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgeached 100



Household Access to Agricultural Training
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A Tsholotsha55%) and Hwange(54%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith accesgo agriculturaltraining.
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Satisfaction with the Agricultural Training
Received
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m Not satisfied at all = Somewhat satisfied m Satisfied

A Anaverageof 85%o0f householdgeported beingsatisfiedwith the agriculturaladvicereceived
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Households which Recelved Agriculture Extension Visits f
Extension Officers
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A Only44%of householdgeceivedagriculturalextensionvisitsfrom ExtensiorOfficers
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Livestock



Access to Animal Health Centres
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A About42%of householdshad accesdo animalhealth centres

A Nkayi(68%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith accesgo animalhealth centreswhile Lupane(24%) hadthe least
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Households which Owned Cattle
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A Theproportion of householdsvhichdid not own cattle remainedhigh (62%).
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Households which Owned Sheep
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A Theproportion of householdghat did not own sheepin the provincewas(99%).
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Households which Owned Donkeys
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A The highest proportion of households in thevince 85%) did not own donkeys.
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Households which Owned Goats

Prportion of Households (%)
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A The proportion of households that did not own goats in the province was 53%.
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Households which Owned Poultry

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Theproportion of householdswhich owned poultry in the MatabelelandNorth was 73% with Tsholotshohavingthe highest(82%)

and Binga(56%) havingthe lowest
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Livestock Mortality Rates
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Mortality refersto the frequencyof deathovera specifiedtime interval.

Thenationaltargetisto lowerthe mortality rate to 5%for cattle and 8%for goats

Mortality ratesfor both cattle and goatswere generallyhighacrossall districts,abovethe nationaltargets
Theprovincialcattle mortality rate was8% while goatmortality rate was10%

Hwangehadthe highestcattle mortality rates(13%) aswell asthe highestgoatmortality rates(23%) 111



Cattle Mortality by District

B Water Bodies
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A Cattlemortality wasgenerallyhighin
the province ranging from 3% in

Nkayito 13%in Hwange
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Goat Mortality by District

N A Goat mortality was generally high in

the province ranging from 6% in

Tsholotshao 23%in Hwange
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Improved Livestock Breeding Practices

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Only8%of householdgndicatedthat they usedimproved livestockbreeds

A Nkayi(16%) and Hwange(12%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsusingimprovedbreedingpractices
114



Water Infrastructure for Livestock

Improved Animal Housing
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A About5%of householdshadimprovedhousingwhilst only 1%had water infrastructurefor livestock
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Routine Vaccinations (by Veterinary

Livestock Vaccinations

officer or Paravet)
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Home Vaccinations (Farmer
administered vaccinations)
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A Only 2%o0f householdsaccessedoutine vaccinationsvhilst about 8%carriedout homevaccinations
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Deworming

Livestock Deworming and D
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Use of Locally Available Ingredients of Make
Homemade Animal Feeds
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A Only0.4%o0f householdsn MatabelelandNorth usedlocallyavailableingredientsto makehome madeanimalfeeds



Supplementary Animal Feeding
Using Commercial Stock Feeds

Survival Feeding of Productive
Livestock During Lean Season
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A Only0.1% of householdshad giventheir animalssupplementaryfeedsin the form of commercialstockfeeds and only 0.5% had

giventheir productivelivestocksurvivalfeedingduringthe leanseason



Crops



Households Which Grew Different Crops

Other crops 1 0.3
Sesame 1 0.3
Soya beans1 0.4
Cotton 1 1.0
Finger Millet (Rapoko, rukweza/Uphoko)s 1.2
Sugar beans s 1.2
Orange maize n 1.3
Sunflowers mm 3.7
Tubers (sweet potatoes, potatoes, cassava, yamsim 4.4
Round nuts mssssss 135
Groundnuts ms——— 17.1
Cowpeas mmmmssssssmmm 26.0
Sorghum (Mapfunde/Amabele) meeeeesssss—————— 23.3

Maize s 7 4.0
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Proportion of Households (%)

A Maize(74%) wasthe mostgrowncropin the provincefollowed by sorghum(28.8%9, cowpeag26%) and groundnuts(17.1%).
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Average Cereal Production

Cereal Production
(kg)
District 2020/21 2021/22

Binga 428 313
Bubi 711.5 98

Hwange 332.1 148
Lupane 949.7 156
Nkayi 405.7 174
Tsholotsho 444.5 185
Umguza 667.1 103
Mat North 562.8 168

A Theprovincialaveragecerealproductiondecreasedrom 562.8kgin the 202021 seasorto 168kgin the 2021/ 22 season

A Inthe 2021/ 2022seasorthe highestproductionwasreportedin Binga(313g)andthe lowestin Bubi(98%).
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Cereal Sufficiency

District Months of cereal supply
0 to 3 months 4 to 6 months 7 to 9 months |9 to 11 monthy 12 and above
Binga 48 18 13 4 17
Bubi 74 16 0 4
Hwange 73 16 4 2 )
Lupane 72 13 2 )
Nkayi 55 26 13 3 2
Tsholotsho 65 20 1 7
Umguza 86 6 4 0 4
Mat North 68 16 2 6

A Only 6% of households are projected to have cereal supply that will last 12 months and above.
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Cereals from Casual Labour and Remittances

District Casual.abour(Kgs) RemittanceqKgs)

Binga 26.8 11.0
Bubi 24.3 10.0
Hwange 29.7 6.4

Lupane 9.4 10.6
Nkayi 33.6 3.8

Tsholotsho 18.8 40.2
Umguza 62.6 27.2
Mat North 29.5 15.6

A In MatabelelandNorth most householdsreported that they had about 29.5 kgsof cerealsreceivedfrom casuallabour and about 15.6 kgs

from remittances
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Average Household Stocks

: Finger Pearl Shelled | Unshelled| Shelled | Unshelled
. Maize | Sorghum : : Wheat Cowpeag Beans
District (kgs) (kgs) millets millets (kgs) groundnuigroundnuty roundnuts | roundnuts (kgs) (kas)
(kgs) (kgs) s (kgs) | (kgs) (kgs) (kgs)

Binga 67.5 17.7 2.3 20.5 0.4 2.0 2.8 1.2 0.8 0.4 0.3
Bubi 29.3 2.7 0.1 1.2 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1
Hwange 23.1 19.5 0.0 29.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Lupane 50.9 5.6 0.2 10.5 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 2.1 0.0
Nkayi 92.3 7.9 0.0 5.6 0.0 0.3 6.1 0.1 0.5 3.3 0.1
Tsholotsho 53.2 24.0 2.6 38.1 0.2 3.7 1.2 10.9 0.6 2.9 0.0
Umguza 55.7 6.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Mat North 53.2 12.0 0.7 15.1 0.1 0.9 1.7 1.8 0.3 1.3 0.1

A Thehighesthouseholdcerealstockswere maize53.2kgsper household followed by pearl millet 15.1kgs Tsholotshq38.1kgs)had the highest
averagepearlmillet whilstUmguza0.1kgs)hadthe least
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Structures Used to Store Grain

Ordinary Ordinary Improved
Room |Traditional Granary  Granary Granary Bin/Drum Crib Hermetic Bagy Metal Silos
(%) (%) (%0) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Binga 41 33 13 1 11 0 0 0
Bubi 51 38 4 7 0 0 0 0
Hwange 23 49 9 0 18 0 0 1
Lupane 4 64 8 4 4 16 0 0
Nkayi 31 43 9 1 8 0 8 0
Tsholotsho 44 47 1 3 1 0 4 0
Umguza 18 39 23 0 18 1 1 0
Mat North 32 44 9 2 9 2 2 0

A Themost commonstructuresusedto store grain at householdlevel were traditional granaries(44%) followed by ordinary rooms

(329%).

A Low usageof improved granaries(2%9) and hermetic bags (2% which are reliable methods that reduce post harvestlosseswas

reported.
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ValueAddition-Sorting, GradingDrying and
Packaging
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m Improved quality control technologies (sorting, grading) Drying, packaging, storage

Only 5% of householdswere usingquality control technologies(sorting, grading)whilst 21% were involvedin drying and packagingtheir

produce



Climate Smart Agriculture



Proportion of farmers practicing Climate Smairt
Agriculture

Did not practice

21
Community seed banksm 1
Integrated Pest Management | 2
Cover cropping I 2
Compost/Organic fertilizer mmm 4
Not aware of the practices I 5
Mulching — 7
Intercropping ——— 7
Adapted, suitable Improved Varieties i 8
Crop rotation IEE——__ 10
Quality certified seeds I——————— 13
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A Thehighestproportion of farmers(21%) were not practisingclimate smartagriculture However,most of them were usingquality certified
seeds(13%) anddoingcroprotation (10%).
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Access to Infrastructure and Services



Households which Receilved Extension Support
on Weather and Climate
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A Only34%of householdgeceivedextensionsupporton weatherand climatein the province

A Tsholotshq51%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedextensionsupport 121



Households which Recelved Extension Support
on Fall Army Worm
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A Throughout theprovince the proportion of households that were reached with extension support towards fall army worm was 33%.
A Tsholotsho (46%) and Nkayi (41%) had the highest proportion of households reached.
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Households which Received Extension Support on
January Disease
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A Onaverage 29%of householdowninglivestockhad receivedextensionsupporton Januarydisease 133



Extension Support on Weather and Climate
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m Not satisfied at all Somewhat satisfied m Satisfied

A Ahighproportion (8299 of the householdsn MatabelelandNorth reportedto be satisfiedby extensionsupportreceivedon weather and

climate 134




Households which Received Early Warning
Information
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A Hwange(90%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedearlywarninginformation,
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Sources of information on Early Warning

NeighbourgFriend Government
s/Other Print media Internet Extension
Radio Households |Television(Newspaper{Social medi§g browsing Workers UN/NGOs Other
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Binga 65 26 3 10 8 6 92 29 2
|Bubi 21 28 4 0 9 5 89 32 0
|Hwange 13 18 0 0 1 0 93 0 0
Lupane 40 2 0 4 20 4 89 7 0
Nkayi 21 3 0 0 6 1 99 10 0
Tsholotsho 17 33 0 0 4 0 79 3 0
Umguza 21 22 5 0 11 3 97 0 0
Mat North 26 20 1 2 7 3 90 10 0

A GovernmentExtensionWorkerswere the mostcommonsourceof information on earlywarning
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Households which used Early Warning Information to
Plan Response Mechanism
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A Acrossthe province 68 % of households useghrly warning information to plan response mechanisms.

137



Access to Grain Storage Facllity
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A Hwange (77%) had the highest proportion of households with access to a grain storage facility.

138



Agricultural Produce Markets



Cereal Markets

Proportion of Households (%)
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Thehighestproportion of householdsaccessederealsfrom within their wards
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Type of Market for Cereals

T —— =
12 I I

Maize grain Maize meal Sorghum Finger Millet Pearl Millet
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m Other households in the area m Private Traders m GMB Auction Floors mLocal Millers m Distant Markets

A Householdsaccessederealsmainly from other householdsin the areaexceptfor maizemeal which was also being accessedrom private

traders
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District Average Maize Grain Prices (USD)

N A The highest prices were reported in Hwange
(USDO0.33/kg) and the lowest were reported in
Binga(USD0.25/kg)

Bl Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
| District Boundary
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Maize Grain Prices (USD)
BN 0-0.01
[C10.01-0.2
CJ10.2-04
B 04-06

Bubi0.31

. Wi
0730,'
Tsholotsho
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District Maize Meal Prices (USD)

A Thelowest priceswere reported in Binga(USD
0.27) and the highest prices in Nkayi (USD
0.39).

B Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
[ | District Boundary
<< Protected Areas
Maize Meal Prices (USD)
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District Cattle Prices (USD)

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

___| District Boundary
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A Thehighestaveragecattle priceswere reported

in Lupane (USD442) and the lowest average

cattle priceswere reportedin Bubi(USCR94).
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District Goat Prices (USD)

N A The highest prices were reported in Umguza

(USD41) andthe lowestin Binga(USD23).
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Incomes and Expenditure



Current Most Important Sources of Income

Non-state social transferss 1
Vegetables fruits resale s 1
Brick & Durawall moulding = 1
Gathering natural products for sale e.g. firewoods 1
Skilled trade/artisan = 2
Government social transfersm 2
Vending m 2
Food crop resale m 2
Pension m 2
Small scale mining/mineral salesss 3
Gifts wm 3
Begging = 4
Petty trade w7
Livestock production/sales wess 7
Vegetables production/sales s 7
Remittance within e g
Remittances outside = O
Food crop production/sales me 10
Casual labour m—— 2]

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

A Most householdgelied on CasualLabour(21%) asthe mostimportant sourceof income 147



Average Household Monthly Income for April
2022
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A Averagemonthly Incomefor April 2022 was US$38. Bubi (USI$60) reported the highestmonthly averageincome whilst

TsholotshqUS¥27) reportedthe lowest ;
14



Average Household Monthexpenditurefor
April 2022
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A Theaveragemonthly expenditurefor April 2022wasUS$16. Umguza(US[$25) recordedthe highestexpenditurewhilst Binga(USE$10) and

Hwange(US310) recordedthe leastexpenditure
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Ratio
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A TheaverageFoodExpenditureratio for 2022was50% A decreasen the ratio acrossall districtswasrecorded
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Expenditure in USD

Average Household Six Months Expenditure

Expenditure in ZWL
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A Thehighestsixmonth expenditurewason Education(USDLO) followed by Agriculture(USDB) and Medical (USDR).
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Average Household 6 Month Expenditure

USD ZWL
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A Thehighestexpenditurewasin TsholotshqUSD19) followed by Umguza(USDL11).
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Nutrition and Diets



Household Access to HeaHRelated Information
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A Aproportion of 69%of householdsn the provincehad accesgo healthrelatedinformation.

A Tsholotsha86%) hadthe highestproportion while Lupane(36%) hadthe leastproportion.
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Households which Received Nutrition Education
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Only37%of householdgeceivednutrition educationin the past12 months
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Sources of Nutrition Education

District Govz/g)ment UNé(I;I(S;Os Carze0 /?)roup I'YCF su&o)ort grou Wo\r/lil(lgarlg(/(:{//glii!t?ers O(E)Zt)er
Binga 51 66 63 48 98 0
Bubi 28 14 18 1 53 4
Hwange 39 4 9 89 0
Lupane 25 8 6 12 83 4
Nkayi 24 5 5 3 94 1
Tsholotsho 20 27 8 3 78 1
Umguza 62 1 5 2 74 0
Mat North 34 20 17 10 82 1

A Themainsourcesof Nutrition Educationwere VillageHealthWorkers/Volunteerg82% followed by Government(34%).
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Access to Services of a Village Health Worker
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A Onaverage86%of householdsn the province had accesgo the servicef a VillageHealthworker:

A Tsholotsho(97%) and Hwange(97%) had the highestproportion of householdswith accesswhile Umguza(67%) reported the least

proportion of householdwith accesdo servicesof a VillageHealthWorker
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Household Food Consumption Patterns



Food Consumption Score

Food Consumption Score Groups Score Description

BORDERLINE 21.5-35 An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetables6-7 days,
sugar3-4 days,oil/fat 3 days,meat/fish/egg/pulses1-2 daysa week,
while dairy productsaretotally absent

ACCEPTABLE >35 As defined for the borderline group with more number of days a
week eating meat, fish, egg, oil and complementedby other foods
suchaspulses,fruits, milk
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Food Consumptions Patterns Trend

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Theproportion of householdswith poor food consumptionpatternsremainshighin the provinceat 53%
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Food Consumption Patterns

2021 2022
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A Theproportion of householdonsumingpoor diets decreasedslightlyfrom 56%in 2021to 53%in 2022

T

Hwange(92%0 hadthe highestproportion of householdswith poor consumptionpatterns

A Theproportion of householdswith poor consumptionpatternsin Nkayidecreasedsignificantlyfrom 75%in 2021to 17%in 2022
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Poor Food Consumption Patterns by District

A Hwange (9299 had the highest proportion of

householdsconsumingpoor diets.

I Water Bodies

|| Provincial Boundary
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<< Protected Areas
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Average Number of Days Households Consumed
Food from the Various Food Groups

Vegetables

Fruits _ %

Meat

5

Oils

ey [

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Number of days

I1

m 2022 m 2021 m 2020

A The diversity of diets consumed in the province remaipedr, with households consuming mosthgreals pilsand vegetables.
A Consumption ofmeat, dairyJegumesand fruits remained unchanged.

A Poor diets have a negative implication on the health and nutrition status of the vulnerable such as children and women. 163



Household Consumption of Protein. Iron and Vitamin
A Rich Foods

2021 2022
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A VitaminArich foods(90%) were the mostconsumedn the provincewhereasiron rich foods (44%) were the leastconsumed

A The proportion of households consumiimgn, protein and vitamin A rich foods increased in 2022 as compared to 2021.
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Households Consuming Iron Rich Foods
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= Never consumed Consumed 1 to 6 times m Consumed more than 6 times

A Ironis an essentialmineralwhich is required by the body during the formation of blood cells Iron deficiencycan causefatigue and reduced
ability by the bodyto fight infections

A In MatabelelandNorth 56%of householdseverconsumedron rich foodsin the sevendaysprecedingthe survey
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Households Consuming Protein Rich Foods
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® Never consumed Consumed 1 to 6 times m Consumed more than 6 times

A Inadequateprotein intake compromiseghe 6 2 R @biftyto build, repairworn-out tissuesandfight againstinfections

A In MatabelelandNorth 34%of householdsneverconsumedprotein rich foodsin the sevendaysprecedingthe survey
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Households Consuming Vitamin A rich Foods
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m Never consumed Consumed 1 to 6 times m Consumed more than 6 times

A Vitamin A is important for normal vision, the immune systemfunctions and reproduction Its deficiencycausesnight blindness harmsthe
iImmunesystemand may contribute to maternalmortality.

A In MatabelelandNorth Provincel0%of householdsieverconsumedvitamin A rich foodsin the sevendaysprecedingthe survey 167



Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS)

A Thehouseholddietary diversityscore(HDDSjs useda proxy measureof the quality of householdfood consumption
A HDDSneasureghe numberof uniquefoodsconsumedoy a householdovera 7 daywithout measuringhe quantity of food consumed
henceit reflectshouseholdaccesso a variety of foodsovera givenperiod

A Basedon the HDDSahouseholdmaybe classifiedasfollows

HDDS Classification

Medium
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Average Household Dietary Diversity

4 3.7

2019 2020 2021 2022
2019 m 2020 m 2021 = 2022

A Onaveragethe householdss MatabelelandNorth hada HDDSscoreof 4.6 whichis anindicationof limited accesso a varietyof foodsby households
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Average Household Dietary Diversity by District
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A Onaveragehouseholdsn MatabelelandNorth were consumings food groupsout of the expected12. Thismeansthat householdswere

consumingpoor lessvarieddiets whichis anindicationof reducedaccesgo food by households

A Nkayi(5.3) hadthe highestscorewhile Hwange(3.4) hadthe lowestscore 70



Women Dietary Diversity Score (WDDS)
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A WDDSsthe averagenumberof different food groupsconsumedby womenof reproductiveage(15 - 49 years)the previousdayand night.
A Thehighestproportion of womenconsumed3 out of 9 food groups Thelow WDDSndicatesmicronutrientinadequacyof diets consumed

A Thishasanimplicationon the productiveandreproductiveoutcomesof womenof child bearingage 171



Minimum Dietary Diversity of Women of Child

Bearing Age (MDEW)
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m Less than 5 food groups  m Greater than or equal to 5 food groups

A Atleast26%of womenof child bearingageconsumeda minimumdiversediet 24 hoursprior to the survey
A Hwange(2%) hadthe leastproportion of womenconsuminga diversediet.

A MDDW is a proxy indicator of micronutrient adequacyin the diet of a womanin the ages15-49. It is measuredthrough assessingwhether a

womanconsumedat least5 out of the 10 definedfood groupsthe previousdayandnight. 172



Consumption of Protein. Iron and VitamiA Rich
Foods by WCBA
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M lron-rich foods m Vitamin A-rich foods = Protein-rich foods

A Onaverage51%of womenof child bearingageconsumedron rich foods,83% consumedvitamin A rich foodsand 82%consumedron rich foods
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Household Hunger Score

Proportion of Households (%)
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m Little to no hunger m Moderate hunger = Severe hunger

A In MatabelelandNorth, 86%of the householdexperiencedittle to no hungerin the 30 daysprior to the assessment

A Amongstthosethat had experiencednoderateto severehunger,Umguza(28%), Hwange(24%) and Tsholotshq(19%) were the highest
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Household Consumption and Livelihoods Coping
Strategies



Household Consumption Coping Strategies

Send household members to eat elsewheresm 4
Send household members to begmm 4
Gather/hunt unusual types or amounts of wild food ms 8
Harvest immature crops mmsssss 10
Rely on casual labour for food mssss 10
Purchase/borrow food on credit m—— 12
Skip entire day/s without eating m—— 13
Reduce adult consumption so children can eat—— 16
Borrow food or rely on help from friends or relativessss———— 24
Limit/reduce portion size at mealtimes meesssss—————————— 31

Reduce number of meals eaten per dayesssssssssssm———" 3?2
Rely on less expensive or less preferred foodsemmeeeesssssssssssm— 35

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Proportion Households (%)

A Themain copingstrategiesincludedrelyingon lessexpensiveor lesspreferredfood (35%), reducingnumberof mealseaten per day (3294 and

reducingportion sizeat mealtimes (31%).

176



Household Reduced Consumption Coping
Strategy Index (r CSl)
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A In MatabelelandNorth provincethe proportion of householdsemployinghigh consumptioncopingstrategiesdecreasedrom 5%in 2021to
33%in 2022
A Copingremainedhighfor districtssuchasBubi(40%) and Hwange(69%). 177



Livelihoods Based Coping Strategies



Livelihoods Based Coping Strategies

A LivelihoodCopingStrategiesare behaviorsemployedby householdswhen facedwith crisisand measuredongerterm copingcapacityof

households

A ThelLivelihood<CopingStrategieshavebeeninto three categoriesnamely,StressCrisisand Emergencyasindicatedin the table below,

Category

Coping Strategy

Stress

Borrowing money
Spending savings
Selling more no#productive livestock than usual

Selling household assets

Selling productive assets
Withdrawing children from school

Reducing nofiood expenditure

Selling land
Begging for food
Selling the last breeding stock to buy food.
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Households Engaging in Livelihoods based Coping
Strategies

Sell house or land B 0.2
Borrow money from a formal lender/bank Il 0.3

Sell last female breeding livestock il 0.7

Withdraw children from school because of hunger or to hel
en N 10

sell productive assets or means of transportillli | 1.3

Spend savings I 1.7

Reduce non-food expenses on health (including drugs) alh

education activities 1.9

Begging N 3.1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Proportion of Households (%)

A Householdseportedto be engagingn mostlybegging(3.1%9, reducingnon-food expenseg1.9%) and spendingtheir savingg1.7%9).
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Households engaging in Livelihood Coping

Strategies
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B stress m crisis ® emergency

A At provinciallevel,5%of householdsesortedto emergencycopingmechanisms

A Theproportion of householdsemployingemergencycopingstrategieswas highestin Tsholotsh11%9 followed by Umguza(7%).



Households Engaging in Livelihoods Coping
Strategies
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A Therewasa generalincreasein the proportion of householdsengagingn all livelihoodcopingstrategies
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Households Maximum Livelihoods Coping Strategies
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m Not Coping = Stress m Crisis ® Emergency

A More than half of the householdgeportedto be not copingwith Lupanerecordingthe highestproportion at 93%

A Tsholotshg11%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat were employingemergencycopingstrategies 183



Child Nutrition



Infant and Young Child Feeding Practices



Breastfeeding Practices

=
\l

Bottle feeding

Continued Breastfeeding 75

Ever breastfed

(00)
(o]

Early Initiation of Breastfeeding

91
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Proportion of Children (%)

A Theproportion of childrenthat were initiated breastfeedingwithin one hour was91%and those ever breastfedwas 89% againsta target of 90%

for both indicators
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Early Initiation of Breastfeeding
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A Theproportion of childrenthat wereinitiated breastfeedingasper recommendedpracticeswas91%

A Almostall the districtsexceededhe 90%target exceptfor Tsholotshovhichrecordedan earlyinitiation rate of 75%

187



Bottle Feeding
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A About17%of childrenwere bottle-fed in MatabelelandNorth Province
A Thehighestproportionswere reported in Lupane(22%), Tsholotshq21%) and Hwange(20%).
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Ever Breastfed
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A Theproportion of childrenthat were ever breastfedwas89%

A Binga(97%) hadthe highestproportion of childreneverbreastfed
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Continued Breast Feeding at 1 Year
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A In MatabelelandNorth, 75%of childrenwere breastfedbeyond1 yeat
A Lupane(95%) hadthe highestproportion while Tsholotsha60%9) hadthe least
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Vitamin A Supplementation and Child
lliness



Children aged €9 Months who Recelved the
Recommended Dose of Vitamin A
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Em6-11 months = 12-59 months Target

A Theproportions of childrenwho receivedthe recommendeddosein the past 12 months were: 88% for 6-11 months and 65% for 12-59
monthsagegroup.

A Coveragédor both agegroupswasbelowthe nationaltarget of 90% with the 12-59 monthscoveragg65%) beingveryfar from the target
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Child Iliness in the Two Weeks Preceding the Survey
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m Diarrhoea m Cough m Fever

Nkayi(46%) hadthe highestproportion of childrenwith feverandthe highestwith coughat 30%
Binga(20%) hadthe highestproportion with diarrhoea
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Food Safety



Household Considerations when Purchasing
Food

100 94
90 85 83
80
70

73 72
68

41
37 36
31
23 oo | 26 26 B2/ 25 o5 | 27
19 20 20 1
1113 1 9
5 6 4

2 2 2 o 0 2 m 0 0 0 I 1

Binga Bubi Hwange Lupane Nkayi Tsholotsho Umguza Mat North

60
50
40
30
2

Proportion of Households (%)

o

1

o O

m Brand/source m Expiry /Best before date m Nutritional content Price mJust buy mOther

A Most peopleconsiderecdhe price (80%) when purchasingood.

: : : 195
A Howeverabout27%of householdslo not consideranythingbut the they just bought




Households that Purchased Expired Food

Proportion of Households (%)
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B No mYes

A Generallyacrossthe provincea high proportion (94%) of householdsdid not purchaseexpiredfood or food undergoingspoilagedue to its

reducedprice. 196




Ways to Keep Food Safe

Avoid contamination of
Proper storage of food at| cooked food by keeping it Keeping cooked food
District correct temperatures closed separate from raw food Other

(%) (%) (%) (%)
Binga 53 90 67 3
Bubi 50 72 49 7
Hwange 54 90 85 1
Lupane 53 68 55 19
Nkayi 71 74 45 2
Tsholotsho 43 68 47 3
Umguza 57 83 51 4
Mat North 55 79 58 5

A Keeping food closed to avoid contamination (79%) was the frequently mentioned method of keeping food safe
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Safe Preparation of Food

Use of pasteurised milk instead of raw milld 1
Do nothing I 3
Use of fresh ingredients without spoilagell 5
Washing fruit/foods before consumption IS 23
Thorough Pre-heating of cold food Iy 25
Use of safe water for preparation/ cooking I, 62
Cook food thoroughly I 62
Washing food utensils thoroughly with safe water and soa gl 71
Washing of hands with soap before preparation and serving of focallTTTT— 74
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A Provincially,74% of householdsreported that washinghands with soap before preparing and servingfood was important in safe food

preparation

A Only3%of householdglid nothingto ensurefood safetyduring preparationof food. 198



Household that Received Information on
Food Safety Issues
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A Only13%of householdgeceivedinformation on food safetyissues

A Nkayi(25%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdsthat receivedinformation on food safetyissueswhile Binga(5%) and Bubi(5%) both

hadthe leastproportion. 199



Source of Food Safety Information

Other 11
Newspaper n 1
Internet browsing m 2
Television == 3
Other household member mmm 4
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Social media m—— O
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Radio meessssssssssssssssssss 28
Health Promoters mmeesssssssssssssssssssss 00
Health WorkerS | 68

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

A Ofthe 13%of householdghat receivedfood safetyinformation the highestproportion receivedit from health workers (68%) followed by

health promoters(29%), radio (28%) and Governmentextensionworkers(28%.
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Child Nutrition Status



Prevalence of Underweight .Stunting and Wasting €Cut
off values

Indicator WHO Prevalence ctdff values for public health significance

Underweight < 10% Low Prevalence
10-19% Medium Prevalence
20-29 % High Prevalence

> 30% Very High Prevalence

Stunting <20% Low Prevalence
20-29% Medium Prevalence
30-39 % High Prevalence

> 40% Very High Prevalence

Wasting <5 % Acceptable
5-9% Poor

10-14 % Serious
> 15% Critical
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Child Nutrition Status
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A Prevalencef underweightfor MatabelelandNorth waslow at 9.8%

A Stunting(35.3%) washigherthat the nationalaverage Prevalences categorisedashighbasedon the WHOCcut offs.

A Wasting(5.1% waspoor basedon WHOcut off. 203



Acute Malnutrition byDistrict basedon Weight for
Height
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A GAM prevalence was 5%.
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Overweight and Obesity
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A Theprevalenceof overweightand obesityin the provincewere both 7%

205




Food Insecurity



Food Security Dimensions

Stability across time —>
Availability Access 4 ) Utilization
| | ‘ | Individual
Fhysically Physically || Economically || Safeto Culturally || Acquired Allocated to Consumed ||, e
available accassible accessible ‘ consume || acceplable by HH individuals by individual ||~ i
- =

T | T

barriers and promoters of food security: climate, policy, infrastructure, social 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 Food

A Foodsecurity existswhen all people at all times have physica) socialand economicaccessto 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 careallowingfor a healthyandactivelife (Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy,2012).

A Thefour dimensionsof food securityasgivein Figure3 are:

A Availabilityof food
A Accesgo food
A Thesafeand healthy utilization of food

A Thestability of food availability,accessand utilization



Food Security Analytical Framework

A Householdcereal security was determined by measuringa K 2 dza S fp@entRIQ@écessto enough cerealto give each member 2100

kilocaloriesper dayin the consumptionperiod 1 June2022to 31 May 2023
A Eachof the surveyedK 2 dza S ®ehtigl ¥o Qcquirecerealsvascomputedby estimatingthe household'dikely disposabléncomeincome
(both cashandnon cash)in the 2022 23 consumptionyearfrom the following possibleincomesources
A Cerealstocksfrom the previousseasor
Ownfood crop productionfrom the 2021/22 agriculturalseason
Potentialincomefrom own cashcrop production
Potentialincomefrom livestock

Potentialincomefrom casualabourandremittancesand

o o Po o Do

Incomefrom other sourcessuchasgifts, pensionsgardening formalandinformalemployment



Food Security Analytical Framework

A Thetotal energythat couldbe acquiredby the householdfrom the cheapestenergysourceusingits potential disposablédncomewasthen

computedandcomparedto the K 2 dza S KiRn@iergyrequirement

A Whenthe potential energythat a householdcouldacquirewasgreaterthan its minimumenergyrequirements the householdwasdeemed

to be food secure Whenthe conversewvastrue, the householdwasdefinedasfood insecure

A The severity of householdfood insecuritywas computed by the marginwith which its potential energyaccesswas below its minimum

energyrequirements



Food Security Status at Peak Hunger

A Duringthe peakhungerperiod (Januaryto March 2023 it wasestimatedthat approximately58% of MatabelelandNorth rural households

will be cerealinsecure

A The58%of the householddranslatedinto approximately439549individualsrequiring41300MT of cereal(MaizeGrain)from the National

StrategicdGrainReserves



Cereal Insecurity Progression by Quarter

Proportionof Households (%)
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Therewas anincreasen the proportion of householdsvhichwill be cerealinsecureby quarter.

Hwange(73%) and Binga(71%) were projected to have the highestproportions of householdswho will be cerealinsecurein the first

quarterof 2023 212




Cereal Insecurity (Peak Hunger Period)
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A Therewasanincreasen the proportion of householdshat will be cerealinsecureduringthe peakhungerperiod.
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Cereal Insecure Population by Quarter

District Jul- Sept Oct-Dec Jan- Mar
Binga 92259 97946 110584
Bubi 19244 25658 30957
Hwange 33045 43213 51404
Lupane 49521 60473 70948
Nkayi 49968 63195 74953
Tsholotsho 47402 57820 66154
Umguza 23870 33816 41375
Mat North 302547 374122 439549

A Binga(110584) and Nkayi(74 953) were projectedto have the highestpopulationthat will be cerealinsecureduringthe peakhunger

period.
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Cereal Requirement (MT) by Province Quarter

District Jul- Sept Oct-Dec Jan- Mar Cereal Requirement (M
Binga 3414 3624 4092 11129
Bubi 712 949 1145 2807
Hwange 1223 1599 1902 4724
Lupane 1832 2237 2625 6695
Nkayi 1849 2338 2773 6960
Tsholotsho 1754 2139 2448 6341
Umguza 883 1251 1531 3665
Mat North 11194 13842 16263 41300

A The cereal requirement for Matabeleland Noglovince is#1300MT. -



Cereal Insecurity by District
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A Hwange(73%) will havethe highestproportion of householdshat will be cerealinsecureand Umguza(41%9) will havethe leastproportion.
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GBV and Spousal Violence



Forms of Gender Based Violence

Physical Abuse Sexual Abuse
Yes Refuseg r;[;) V\z/:tenrswer/no Yes Refuseg r;[;) V\z/:tenrswer/no
0 (%) 0 (%)

Binga 1 2 1 5
Bubi 2 0 2 0
Hwange 0 0 0 0
Lupane 2 0 0 0
Nkayi 1 2 0 2
Tsholotsho 2 1 1 0
Umguza 1 0 0 0
Mat North 1 1 1 1

A About 1% of respondents reported having experienced physical abuse while 1% reported to have experienced sexual abuse.
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Youths






