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Foreword
TheZimbabweVulnerabilityAssessmentCommittee(ZimVAC)undertook the 2022RuralLivelihoodsAssessment(RLA)in fulfilment of Commitment6 of
the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy(FNSP). Throughits integratedFoodand Nutrition SecurityInformation System,Governmentthrough the ZimVAC
remainscommittedto collecting,collatinganddisseminatingup to date,accurateanddisaggregatedfood andnutrition securityinformation for informing
policy,programmingandtrackingof national,regionalandglobalfood andnutrition targetsin a timely manner. ZimVACis a technicaladvisorycommittee
comprisedof representativesfrom Government,DevelopmentPartners,UN,NGOs,TechnicalAgenciesandthe Academia.

The2022RLA,the 22nd sinceinception,wasmotivated by the desireto monitor progressof commitmentsin the NationalDevelopmentStrategy1, the
Food and Nutrition SecurityPolicy,SustainableDevelopmentGoalsand planning for targeted interventions to help the vulnerablepeople, given the
prevailingdroughtsituationin the country.

In order to ensurethat we leaveno-oneandno placebehindin all our programming,this report coversthe following thematicareas: education,food and
incomesources,incomelevels,expenditurepatterns,food security,COVID-19, WASH,socialprotection, youth and GenderBasedViolence,amongother
issues. Hence,the findingsfrom this assessmentwill inform the developmentof holisticandmulti-sectoralresponsestrategies.

We aregrateful for the financialandtechnicalsupportwhichwe receivedfrom the ZimVACandour strategicpartners. We applaudthe food andnutrition
securitystructuresat national,provincial,district andward levelsfor successfullycarryingout the survey. Wealsoextendour appreciationto Government
and DevelopmentPartnersfor the financial support and technical leadershipwhich made the assessmenta success. We are indebted to the rural
communitiesof Zimbabweandall the rural localauthoritiesfor their collaborationduringthe survey. Theleadership,coordinationandmanagementof the
wholeassessmentdisplayedby the staff at the FoodandNutrition Council(FNC)isalsogreatlyappreciated.

We submit this report to you for your useandreferencein your invaluablework aswe striveto ensurethat everyZimbabweanis free from hungerandall
formsof malnutrition.

GeorgeD. Kembo (Dr.)

DIRECTORGENERALa.i./ ZIMVACCHAIRPERSON
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Introduction 

ÅZimVAClivelihoodsŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘǎΩresultscontinueto be an important tool for informingandguidingpolicies

andprogrammesthat respondto the prevailingfood andnutrition securitysituation. Todate,22 rural and9

urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced.

ÅZimVACplaysa significantrole in fulfilling CommitmentSixof the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy(GoZ,

2012), in which the άDƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘof Zimbabweis committed to ensuringa national integrated Foodand

Nutrition Security Information Systemthat provides timely and reliable information on the food and

nutrition securitysituationandthe effectivenessof programmesandinformsdecision-ƳŀƪƛƴƎέ.

Å It hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCto coordinateannual livelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupport of

ZimVAC.
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Zimbabwe Vulnerability Assessment Committee 
(ZimVAC) 

ZimVACis a consortiumof Government,DevelopmentPartners,UN,NGOs,TechnicalAgenciesandthe Academia. It wasestablished

in 2002and is led and regulated by Government. It is chaired by FNC,a departmentin the Officeof the President and Cabinet

whosemandateis to promote a multi-sectoralresponseto food insecurityand nutrition problemsin a manner that ensuresthat

everyZimbabweanis free from hungerandall formsof malnutrition.

ZimVACsupportsGovernment,particularlyFNCin:

Å Conveningandcoordinatingnationalfood andnutrition securityissuesin Zimbabwe.

Å Mappinga practicalwayforwardfor fulfilling legalandexistingpolicycommitmentsin food andnutrition security.

Å AdvisingGovernmenton the strategicdirectionin food andnutrition security.

Å UndertakingaάǿŀǘŎƘŘƻƎǊƻƭŜέand supportingand facilitating action to ensuresector commitmentsin food and nutrition are

kept on trackthrougha numberof corefunctionssuchas:

Á Undertakingfood andnutrition assessments,analysisandresearch;

Á Promotingmulti-sectoralandinnovativeapproachesfor addressingfood andnutrition insecurity,and:

Á Supportingandbuildingnationalcapacityfor food andnutrition securityincludingat sub-nationallevels.

9



Assessment Rationale

Theassessmentresultswill be usedto:

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

term vulnerabilitycontext.

Å Inform short,mediumandlongterm interventionsthat addressimmediateandlongterm needsaswell asbuildingresilientlivelihoods.

Å Monitor and report towardscommitmentswithin the guidingframeworksof existingnational food and nutrition policiesand strategies

amongthem the NationalDevelopmentStrategy1, the FoodandNutrition SecurityPolicyandthe ZeroHungerStrategy.

Å Monitor interventionsto ensureadherenceto the principlesspelt out in regionaland international frameworkswhich Zimbabwehas

committeditself to, whichincludethe ComprehensiveAfricanAgricultureDevelopmentProgramme(CAADP)andthe SDGs.

Å Guideearlywarningfor earlyaction.
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Purpose

The overall purpose of the assessmentwas to provide an annual update on livelihoods in

½ƛƳōŀōǿŜΩǎrural areas, for the purpose of informing policy formulation and programming

appropriateinterventions.
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Objectives
Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentwere:

1. To estimate the population that is likely to be food insecure in the 2022/23 consumption year, their geographic

distributionandthe severityof their food insecurity.

2. Toassessthe nutrition statusof childrenof 6ς59 months.

3. Todescribethe socio-economicprofilesof rural householdsin termsof characteristicssuchastheir demographics,access

to basicservices(education,health servicesand water and sanitation facilities),assets,income sources,incomesand

expenditurepatterns,food consumptionpatternsandconsumptioncopingstrategies.

4. Todeterminethe coverageof humanitariananddevelopmentalinterventionsin the country.

5. Todeterminethe effectsof shocksexperiencedby communitieson food andnutrition security.

6. Tomeasurehouseholdresilienceandidentify constraintsto improvingtheir resilience.

7. Toidentify earlyrecoveryneedsin order to determineshort to longterm recoverystrategies.

8. Toidentify developmentpriorities for communities.
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Background
Å Thecontinuousshocksandhazardsaffectingthe rural communitiescall for ongoingmonitoringasthe food andnutrition situationcontinuesto evolve.

Å The Governmentcameup with the National DevelopmentStrategy1:2021-2025 (NDS1) towards the end of 2020. The overarchinggoal of NDS1 is to ensurehigh,

accelerated,inclusiveandsustainableeconomicgrowth aswell associo-economictransformationanddevelopmentaswe movetowardsanuppermiddle-incomesociety

by2030.

Å Oneof the priority areasfor the NDS1 is FoodandNutrition Security. NDS1 seeksto improvefood self-sufficiencyandto retain the regionalbreadbasketstatus. Themain

objectiveis to increasefood self-sufficiencyfrom the current levelof 45%to 100%andreducefood insecurityfrom the 59%recordedin 2019to lessthan10%by2025.

Å 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 incessantrainsin Januaryfollowedby a prolongeddry spellin the first weekof Februaryto the endof

March. Thepassageof TropicalStormAnaat the endof January2022helpedto reducerainfalldeficitsin partsof the country,but the tropicalstormwascharacterisedby

heavyrains,whichcausedwater loggingandleaching.

Å Thefalsestart of the seasonresultedin failed crop establishment,forcingmost farmersto replant severaltimes. Thelate onsetcausedlate plantingswhich were later

affected by the prolongeddry spell at the reproductivestagecausingwrite offs especiallyin the central and southern parts of the country. The rainfall seasonalso

affectedlivelihoodsstrategieswhich includeseasonalon-farm labour, livestocksales,vegetableproductionand sales,harvesting,and the saleand consumptionof wild

produce.

Å Accordingto the Ministry of!ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜΩǎ2nd RoundCropand LivestockAssessment,the estimatedmaizeproductionfor the 2021/2022seasonstandsat 1 557914Mt

which is a 43%decreasefrom the 2 717 171Mt producedin the 2020/2021season. Traditionalgrainsproductionfor the 2021/2022seasonis estimatedat 194 100MT

representinga 44%decreasefrom 347 968Mt in 2020/2021. Thetotal cerealproduction is 1 752 014Mt againsta national cerealrequirementof 2 267 599Mt (1 817

599Mt for humanconsumptionand350000Mt for livestock).
13



ÅWith the majority of the ruralǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΩǎlivelihoodsmostly influencedby agriculture(both cropsand livestock),the experiencedclimate

relatedshockshaveimplicationson accessto food andthe nutrition statusof households.

Å Povertycontinuesto be oneof the major underlyingcausesof vulnerabilityto food andnutrition insecurityaswell asprecariouslivelihoods

in Zimbabwe. Accordingto the ZIMSTATPoverty,Income,Consumptionand ExpenditureSurvey2017Report,70.5%of the populationwere

poor whilst 29.3%were deemedextremelypoor. Themacroeconomicsituation remainsvolatile due to parallelmarket exchangerates that

are the main driversof ZWLprice increasesin both formal and informal sectors. Thisis impactinglivelihoodsand accessto food, especially

amongpoor households.

Å Thehealthpandemic,due to COVID-19, continuesto be the biggesthealthandhumancrisisthreateningfood securityand nutrition among

the Zimbabweanpopulation. The impact of the pandemicis being felt in all sectorsof the economy,including health, education and

agriculture. TheCOVID19 pandemic,whoseeffectsand devastationhavebeenfelt acrossall parts of the world, hasmagnifiedpre-existing

differencesin economicandsocialconditionsof the vulnerablepopulations.

Background
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Thelivelihoodsof rural householdscontinueto be affectedby both systemicand idiosyncraticshockswhich includebut are

not limited to the following:

SystemicShocks

ÅClimaticshocks(Droughtandprolongedmid-seasondry spells,floods,water logging,cropandlivestockpests,hailstorms)

ÅEconomicshocks(sharpchangesof cerealsandlivestockprices)

ÅCropandlivestockdiseases

Idiosyncraticshocks

ÅHealthrelatedshocks(COVID-19, chronicillness)

ÅDeathof breadwinner

Contextual Analysis- Background
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Government Mitigatory Measures

ÅDespitethe environmentalchallengesfor the period under review, the Governmentis applaudedfor being

proactiveandimplementinga numberof mitigatorymeasures.

ÅGovernmentremainedcommitted to ensuringthat everyZimbabweanis free from hungerand malnutrition

andled the implementationof the followingmeasuresto ensurefood securityfor all people:

a) COVID-19 VaccinationCampaign- The campaignhas seeneligible membersof the population receiving

dosesof the COVID-19 vaccine. Asof the 10th 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.
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Government Mitigatory Measures

c) FoodSubsidiesthrough continuedimplementationof socialprotection measuresto improve food access(e.g. maize

mealsubsidies).

d) Enablingenvironment- Governmentalsoopenedup spacefor developmentpartnersto contributeandassist.

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

other basiccommodities,to ensureaffordabilityof essentialfoodstuffsandto mitigatethe effectsof the drought.

f) Pfumvudza/Intwasa Programme, through programmes which farmers are supported with seed, fertiliser and

herbicides.

g) EmergencyRoad Rehabilitation Programmeςthe Governmentof Zimbabwedeclaredall roads to be a state of

nationaldisasteron 9 February2021. Shortlyafter, a secondEmergencyRoadRehabilitationProgramme(ERRPII) was

launchedand the objectivesof the programmeare to improve the road network, which was extensivelydamaged

duringthe rainyseason,andto harnessthe potentialof the transportsystemin promotingeconomicgrowth.

17



Government Mitigatory Measures

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

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

additionalraw water sourcesarebeingdeliveredto mitigatethe impactof climatechange.

i) Accessto consumptivewater through availing resourcestowards borehole drilling, rehabilitation and

constructionof Headworksfor livestockwater troughs.

j) Strengtheningof Multi -SectoralStructuresin order to operationalisea cohesiveresponseto the food and

nutrition challenges. The structures include the following: Inter-Ministerial CabinetCommitteefor Food

andNutrition Security,Inter-MinisterialGrainImportationCommittee,InternalLogisticsandDistributionof

GrainCommittee,WorkingParty of PermanentSecretaries,FoodAid Working Group,NationalFoodand

Nutrition SecurityCommittee,District Food and Nutrition SecurityCommittees,District Drought Relief

CommitteesandWardFoodandNutrition SecurityCommittees(inclusiveof localleadershipincludinglocal

CouncilorsandChiefs).
18



Assessment Methodology 
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Methodology ςAssessment Design
Å The assessmentwas a cross-sectional study whose

design was guided and informed by the Food and

Nutrition Security ConceptualFramework (Figure 1),

which Zimbabweadoptedin the FNSP(GoZ, 2012), and

the conceptualframeworkon food securitydimensions

propoundedby Joneset al. (2013).

Å The assessmentwas also guided and informed by the

resilienceframework (Figure2) so as to influence the

earlyrecoveryof householdsaffectedby variousshocks.

Å Theassessmentlookedat food availabilityandaccessas

pillarsthat haveconfoundingeffectson food securityas

definedin the FNSP(GoZ, 2012).

Å Accordingly,the assessmentmeasuredthe amount of

energy availableto a householdfrom all its potential

sources hence the primary sampling unit for the

assessmentwasthe household.

Figure 1: Food and Nutrition Conceptual Framework
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Figure 2: Zimbabwe Resilience Framework (UNDP Zimbabwe, 2015)
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Methodology ςAssessment Process
Å ZimVAC,throughmulti-stakeholderconsultations,developedan appropriateassessmentdesignconceptnote anddatacollectiontools

informedby the assessmentobjectives.

Å The primary data collection tools used in the assessmentwere the androidςbasedstructured householdquestionnaireand the

communityFocusGroupDiscussion(FGD)guide.

Å ZimVACnational supervisors(including ProvincialAgritex ExtensionOfficers and ProvincialNutritionists) and enumerators were

recruitedfrom Government,UnitedNations,TechnicalpartnersandNon-GovernmentalOrganisations. Theseunderwenttraining in all

aspectsof the assessment. In order to minimisethe riskof spreadingCOVID-19, trainingfor enumeratorswasdoneat district level.

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

guidelineswhichguidedall processesfrom surveyplanningto datacollection.

Å TheMinistry of LocalGovernmentcoordinatedthe recruitmentof district levelenumeratorsandmobilisationof provincialsupervision

and district enumerationvehicles. Threeenumeratorswere selectedfrom eachdistrict for data collectionand one anthropometrist

wasresponsiblefor takinganthropometricmeasurements.
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Methodology ςAssessment Process

ÅEnumeratortraining washeld from 9 to 10 May 2022. Primarydata collectiontook placefrom 11 to

23 May 2022. In recognisingthe risk of spreadingCOVID-19 during data collection, innovative

approacheswereusedto collectvital informationwithout causinganyharm.

ÅTheRLAwasguidedby globaland country specificrecommendationsand all necessaryprecautions

were taken to avoid potential transmissionof COVID-19 between enumeratorsand community

members.

ÅDataanalysisand report writing ran from 4 Juneto 12 June2022. Varioussecondarydata sources

andfield observationswereusedto contextualisethe analysisandreporting.

23



Methodology - Sampling and Sample Size 

District Number of Sampled Households

Chirumhanzu 249

GokweNorth 250

GokweSouth 252

Gweru 250

Kwekwe 244

Mberengwa 249

Shurugwi 250

Zvishavane 250

Midlands 1994

Å Householdfood insecurity prevalencewas used as the key indicator to

determine the sample to ensure 95% confidence level of statistical

representativenessat district, provincialandnationallevel.

Å Thesurveycollecteddata from 1 500randomlyselectedEnumeratedAreas

(EAs):

Å Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedandcomprisedof;

Å Samplingof 25 clustersper eachof the 60 rural districts,denotedas

EAs in this assessment,from the Zimbabwe Statistics Agency

(ZIMSTAT)2012mastersamplingframeusingthe PPSmethodology

Å The secondstage involved the systematicrandom samplingof 10

householdsper EA(village).

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

sampledhouseholdsto 2000.

Å Out of the 2000 sampledhouseholds,1994 householdswere interviewed

households,givinga 99.7%responserate.

Å TwelveFGDsandoneKeyInformant Interview(KII)on irrigation andgrazing

wereheldper district.
24



Methodology ςSampled Wards
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Data Preparation and Analysis

ωPrimarydata wastranscribed usingCSEntryon androidgadgetsandusingCSPro. It wasconsolidated andconvertedinto

SPSS,STATAandDBFdatasetsfor:

Å Householdstructured interviews

Å CommunityFocusGroupDiscussions

ωDatacleaningandanalysisweredoneusingSPSS,STATA,ENA,MicrosoftExcelandGISpackages.

ωAnalysesof the different thematic areascoveredby the assessmentwere informed and guidedby relevant local and

internationalframeworks,wherethey exist.

ωGender,asa crosscutting issue,wasrecognisedthroughout the analysis.
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Technical Scope

¶ Education

¶ Health

¶ WASH

¶ Nutrition

¶ Agricultureandother rural livelihoodsactivities

¶ Food security

¶ Resilience

¶ Socialprotection

¶ Youth

¶ Linkagesamongstthe keysectoralandthematicareas

¶ Cross-cutting issuessuchasgender,disability

The2022RLAcollectedandanalysedinformationon the followingthematicareas:
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Assessment Findings 

28



Demographic Description of the Sample



Demographic Description of the Sample

District Sample size

Average Proportion (%)

Household size
Age of respondent 

(Years) Male respondent Female respondent
Chirumhanzu 249 4.2 49.7 28.1 71.9

Gokwe North 250 4.5 44.1 38.4 61.2

GokweSouth 252 3.7 45.7 34.1 65.9

Gweru 250 5.2 51.9 21.6 78.4

Kwekwe 244 4.4 44.8 30.3 69.7

Mberengwa 249 5.0 47.9 24.9 74.7

Shurugwi 250 3.9 50.4 25.6 74.4

Zvishavane 250 5.3 46.5 28.4 71.6

Midlands 1994 4.5 47.7 28.9 71.0

Å Theaveragehouseholdsize was4.5.

Å Theaverageageof respondentswas47.7 years.
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Household Head Characteristics

District

Average 
Household 
Head Age 

(Years)

Household Head - Proportions (%)

Female 
headed Male headed Child headed Elderly headed 

Mentally 
challenged Chronically ill 

Chirumhanzu 54.1 37.3 62.7 0.8 35.7 0.4 1.6

GokweNorth 49.1 26.4 73.6 0.0 19.7 0.4 6.0

GokweSouth 53.3 36.1 63.9 3.6 25.0 0.8 1.6

Gweru 57.4 40.8 59.2 0.0 37.6 0.8 6.0

Kwekwe 52.1 30.7 69.3 0.8 25.8 0.4 0.0

Mberengwa 54.5 35.7 64.3 3.2 33.1 0.4 6.4

Shurugwi 55.3 33.2 66.8 0.0 36.1 1.2 2.8

Zvishavane 53.9 36.8 63.2 0.0 24.8 0.4 5.2

Midlands 53.7 34.7 65.3 1.1 29.7 0.6 3.7

Å Thereweremoremale-headedhouseholds(65.3%) than female-headed(34.7%).

Å About30%of the householdswereelderlyheadedand1.1%werechild-headed.

Å Theaverageageof householdheadwas53.7 years. 31



Characteristics of Household Head: Education Level 
Attained

Å Most of the householdheadshadattainedsomeform of education(89.3%).

Å Mberengwa(22.2%) andGweru(18.1%) hadthe highestproportionof householdheadswho hadnot attainedanylevelof education.
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Characteristics of Household Head: Marital Status

Å About24.5%of the householdshada widow/widowerasthe headwith the highestproportion in Gweru(32.7%).

Å Mberengwa(12.9%) had the highestproportion of householdheadsthat were married and living apart followed by Zvishavane,Shurugwiand

Chirumhanzu(8.8%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: Religion
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Å Themajorityof householdheadsweremembersof the Apostolicsects(30.7%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: COVID-19 
Vaccination Status

Å About62.4%of the householdheadswerefully vaccinatedagainstCOVID-19with GokweSouth(41.5%) recordingthe lowest.

Å Thehighestproportionof householdheadswho werenot vaccinatedwasin Kwekwe(31.6%) andShurugwi(31.6%).

District
Not vaccinated

(%)
Vaccinated - 1st Dose

(%)

Vaccinated - 2nd Dose (Fully 
vaccinated)

(%)
Chirumhanzu 20.5 9.6 69.9

GokweNorth 28.8 8.4 62.8

GokweSouth 26.2 32.3 41.5

Gweru 24.5 13.3 62.2

Kwekwe 31.6 8.2 60.2

Mberengwa 28.1 6.0 65.9

Shurugwi 31.6 7.2 61.2

Zvishavane 17.2 7.2 75.6

Midlands 26.0 11.5 62.4
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Household Vulnerability Attributes

District

Proportion (%) of Households with : 

At least 1 orphan

At least 1 parent of the 
children who does not live 

in the household
At least 1 member who is 

chronically ill

At least 1 mentally 
challenged household 

members
Chirumhanzu 18.9 47.4 5.2 8.4

GokweNorth 26.0 27.6 15.2 8.8

GokweSouth 22.6 35.3 3.2 4.4

Gweru 27.2 62.4 12.8 9.6

Kwekwe 23.4 41.4 2.9 6.6

Mberengwa 20.5 63.5 13.7 8.0

Shurugwi 12.0 47.6 7.2 4.0

Zvishavane 20.4 57.6 8.4 5.2

Midlands 21.4 47.8 8.6 6.9

Å About21.4%of the householdshadat leastanorphanin the household.

Å GokweNorth (15.2%) and Gweru(12.8%) had highestproportion of householdswith a memberwho waschronicallyill to the extent of not

beingableto play/work.
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Education

37



School Attendance by District
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Å About84.4%of the childrenaged4 to 17yearsweregoingto school.

Å GokweNorth (76.2%) had the highestproportion of childrenwho were sentawayfrom schooldue to non-paymentof feesduringthe first school

term. 38



School Attendance by Sex and Age

School Attendance by Sex School Attendance by Age group
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Å There was parity in school attendance by sex.

Å In the province, 72% of children 4-6 years old and 84% of 14-17 years old were in school at the time of the assessment.  
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Chronic Conditions
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Households with Members who had Confirmed 
Chronic Conditions
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Å About9%of householdshadmemberslivingwith chronicconditions.

Å GokweNorth (15.2%) hadthe highestproportionof householdswith a memberwho hada chronicconditionfollowedby Mberengwa(13.7%)
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene
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Ladder for Drinking Water Services
ServiceLevel Definition

SafelyManaged Drinkingwater from an improved water sourcethat is located on premises,available
whenneededandfree from faecalandpriority chemicalcontamination.

BasicDrinkingWater Basicdrinking water servicesare defined as drinking water from an improved source,
providedcollectiontime isnot more than 30 minutesfor a roundtrip includingqueuing.

LimitedDrinkingWater Services Limited water servicesare defined as drinking water from an improvedsource,where
collectiontime exceeds30 minutesfor a roundtrip includingqueuing.

UnimprovedWater Sources Drinkingwater from anunprotecteddugwell or unprotectedspring.

SurfaceWater Sources Drinkingwater directly from a river, dam,lake,pond,stream,canalor irrigationchannel.

Note :
άLƳǇǊƻǾŜŘέdrinking water sourcesare further ŘŜŬƴŜŘby the quality of the water they produce,and are protected from
faecalcontaminationby the nature of their constructionor through an intervention to protect from outsidecontamination.
Suchsourcesinclude: pipedwater into dwelling,plot, or yard; public tap/standpipe; tube well/borehole; protecteddugwell;
protected spring; or rainwater collection. Thiscategorynow includespackagedand deliveredwater, consideringthat both
canpotentiallydeliversafewater.
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Access to Improved Water Sources

Å The proportion of households with access to improved water sources was 73.6%. 

Å Shurugwi(87.2%) and Gweru (86%), had the highest proportion of households with access to improved water sources.
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Main Drinking Water Services

Å The proportion of households with access to basic water services was 62%. 

Å Gokwe North (25%) had the highest proportion of households which were using surface water services and unimproved water sources 

(34%). 
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Access to Adequate Domestic Water

Å The majority of households indicated having adequate water for cooking, drinking, personal hygiene and other domestic needs. 

Å Gokwe North had the lowest proportion of households with access to adequate  water for domestic needs.
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Distance Travelled to Water Main Source

Å About half (52%) of the households travelled a distance less than 500m to get to a water source. 

Å GokweNorth (45%) had the highest proportion of households travelling a kilometer and more to get to a water source.
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Time Taken to Access Water (Round Trip) and 
Queuing at Water Source

Time Taken to Access Water (Round-Trip)
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Å GokweNorth (28%) hadthe highestproportionof householdstakingbetween30minutesto anhour travellingto andfrom a water source.

Å Theproportion of householdsthat spentlessthan 15minutesqueuingat a water sourceor with water sourceswithin premiseswas82%for

the provincewith GokweNorth (58%) reportingthe lowestproportion.
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Prevalence of  Violence at Water Sources 

Å GokweNorth (14%) witnessedthe highestproportion of householdsexperiencingviolenceat water-points.
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Service  level Definition 

Safely Managed Use of improved facilities that are not shared with otherhouseholds and where excreta are 
safely disposed of insitu or transported and treated offsite.

Basic Sanitation 
Facilities

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

Limited Sanitation 
Facilities

Use of improved facilities shared between two or more households.

Unimproved Sanitation 
Facilities

Facilities that do not ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human contact.
Unimproved facilities include pit latrines without a slab or platform, hanging latrines and 
bucket latrines.

Open Defecation Disposal of human faeces in fields, forest, bushes, open bodies of water, beaches or other 
open spaces or with solid waste. 

Note: Improved sanitation facilities: Facilities that ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human contact. 
¢ƘŜȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ƅǳǎƘ ƻǊ ǇƻǳǊ ƅǳǎƘ ǘƻƛƭŜǘκƭŀǘǊƛƴŜΣ .ƭŀƛǊ ǾŜƴǘƛƭŀǘŜŘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ Ǉƛǘ ό.±LtύΣ Ǉƛǘ ƭŀǘǊƛƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƭŀō ŀƴŘ 
upgradeable Blair latrine.

Ladder for Sanitation
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Access to Improved Sanitation

Å Approximately 33.5% of the households were practicing open defecation with Gokwe North (58%) and Gokwe South (41.4%) reporting 

the highest proportions followed by Kwekwe (39.8%).
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Open Defecation by District

Å Gokwe North (58%) was among districts

with the highest proportion of households

practisingopendefecation.
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Basic Sanitation

ÅWhilst 54.4%  of the households in the province had access to basic sanitation services,  about 4.5% still used unimproved sanitation facilities 

and  33.5% still practisedopen defecation. 
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Ladder for Hygiene 

Servicelevel Definition

Basic Availabilityof a handwashingfacilityon premiseswith soapandwater.

Limited Availabilityof a handwashingfacilityon premiseswithout soapandwater.

No Facility Nohandwashingfacilityon premises.

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

and jugsor basinsdesignatedfor handwashing. Soapincludesbar soap,liquid soap,powdereddetergentsandsoapy

water but doesnot includesand,soil,ashandother handwashingagents.
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Access to Handwashing Facilities
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Å Most householdsacrossthe province(94%) hadno handwashingfacilities.



Handwashing Practices at Critical Times

District

After using the 
toilet                   
(%)

Before handling 
food                     
(%)

After changing 
children 

nappies/diapers   
(%)

Before/after 
eating                 

(%)

After assisting 
the sick               

(%)
Regularly            

(%)

When ever I feel 
like my hands 

are dirty             
(%)

Chirumhanzu 90 85 25 85 6 20 35

GokweNorth 54 66 11 71 6 22 37

GokweSouth 89 75 44 48 14 17 4

Gweru 84 69 39 84 25 63 15

Kwekwe 75 75 22 71 6 35 19

Mberengwa 50 51 1 80 14 12 21

Shurugwi 94 77 12 90 18 16 12

Zvishavane 81 49 10 84 2 16 32

Midlands 77 68 21 77 11 25 22

Å Above three quarters of households (77%) reported washing their hands after using the toilet andbefore and after eating. 
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Access to Critical Infrastructure and Services



Households which Received Any Agriculture Extension 
Visits
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2021 2022

Å Therewasa slightdecreasein the proportion of householdsreceivingagriculturalextensionvisitsin 2022(74%) comparedto 2021(82%).

Å In GokweNorth, there wasa largedecreasein the proportion of householdsthat receivedanyagricultureextensionvisitsto 60%in 2022from 95%in

2021.

Å Householdsreceivingmorethan 80%of agricultureextensionvisitswere in Chirumhanzu(81%), Kwekwe(81%) andShurugwi(83%).
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Households which Received Agricultural Training 
(Cropping and Livestock Advice)

Agricultural Training 
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Satisfaction with Training Received (73%)
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Å Comparedto 2021, there wasa decreasein the proportionof householdswhichreceivedagriculturaltrainingfrom 96%to 73%in 2022.

Å Lessthan three quartersof householdshadreceivedagriculturaltrainingin 2022in GokweNorth (61%), Gweru(69%) andMberengwa(60%).

Å Of thosehouseholdsthat receivedagriculturaltraining,the levelof satisfactionwashighacrossall the districts(89%). 59



Households which Received Agricultural Extension Services

Access to Agricultural Extension Services
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Satisfaction with Agricultural Extension Services 
(66%)
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Not satisfied at all Somewhat satisfied Satisfied

Å Abouttwo-thirds (66%) of householdsin the provincereceivedagriculturalextensionservices.

Å GokweNorth (41%), andMberengwa(48%) reporteda decreasein the proportionof receptionof extensionservicesfrom the previousyear.

Å Of thosewho receivedagriculturalextensionservices,90%reportedsatisfactionwith servicesthey received.
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Households which Received Extension Support on 
January Disease

Access to Extension Support on January 
Disease

Satisfaction with Extension Support on January Disease 
(53%)
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Å More than half (53%) of householdsin the provincereceivedextensionsupporton Januarydisease.

Å Twenty-eightpercentof householdsin GokweNorth and29%of householdsin Zvishavanereceivedextensionsupportfor Januarydisease.

Å Of the 53%that hadaccessto extensionsupporton JanuaryDisease,85%weresatisfiedby the servicesreceived.
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Households which Received Extension Support on 
Weather and Climate 
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2021 2022

Å Access to extension support on weather and climate decreased among households in the province from 69% in 2021 to 51% in 2022.

Å Proportion of households which received extension support on weather and climate was low in Chirumhanzu (32%) and Kwekwe (33%).

Å An increase in the proportion of households which received extension support on weather and climate was observed only in Shurugwi, from 41% in 

2021 to 65% in 2022. 
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Households which Received Information on Climate 
Change 
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Å Most householdsin the province(79%) receivedinformationon climatechangewith Mberengwareportingthe lowestproportion of households(52%) that

receivedinformationon climatechange.

Å Zvishavanehadthe highestproportionof householdsthat receivedinformationon climatechange(91%). 63



Access to Animal Health Centres

Access to Animal Health Centres
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Å There was an increase in access to animal health centres by households from 44% in 2021 to 60% in 2022.

Å Access to animal health centres was high in Shurugwi (93%) and Gokwe South (81%). This was a significant increase compared to2021.

Å About82%of those households that accessed animal health centresreported satisfaction with the services.
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Police Services and Access to Victim Friendly Unit
Police Services Reachable within One Hour Access to Victim Friendly Unit
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No Yes Not sure

Å Abouta third (32%) of the householdshadaccessto policeservicesreachablewithin onehour.

Å About36%of householdsreportedhavingaccessto a victim friendlyunit while 38%werenot sure.

Å Accessto victim friendlyserviceswaslow in Gweru(51%), GokweNorth (42%) andKwekwe(34%).
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Approximate Distance to the Nearest Primary School 
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Less than 5km 5 to 10km More than 10km

Å About68%of householdsin the provincewere lessthan 5kmfrom the nearestprimaryschool.

Å GokweSouth(12%) hadthe highestproportionof householdswhichweremorethan 10km from the nearestprimaryschoolfollowedby Gweru(6%).
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Distance to Nearest Health Facility/Clinic
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Å About16%of householdsin the provinceweremorethan 10km from the nearesthealth facility.

Å Thehighestproportionof householdswhichwere lessthan 10km from the nearesthealthfacilitywasin Gweru(96%).



Proportion of Households that Received Nutrition 
Information
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Å Accessto nutrition informationwaslow acrossthe districts.

Å OnlyGokweNorth (59%) andGweru(58%) hadmorethan half of the householdsreportinghavingreceivednutrition information.
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Sources of Nutrition Information (41%)

District
Government

(%)
UN/NGOs

(%)
Care group

(%)
IYCF support group

(%)

Village Health 
Workers/ 

Volunteers
(%)

Other
(%)

Chirumhanzu 33.3 2.6 15.4 2.6 76.9 2.6

Gokwe North 31.8 1.1 1.1 0 84.1 2.3

Gokwe South 15.9 13.8 2.8 0.7 80.0 0

Gweru 31.2 7.8 5.0 5.0 88.7 0

Kwekwe 63.9 15.7 1.2 0 47.0 0

Mberengwa 37.9 40.9 3.0 0 40.9 0

Shurugwi 5.1 0.0 20.5 0 88.9 1.7

Zvishavane 58.4 6.4 0.8 0 65.6 0.8

Midlands 33.0 10.1 5.7 1.1 74.3 0.7

National 33.4 7.8 6.5 4.5 81.9 1.1

Å Most householdsin the provincereceivednutrition informationfrom villagehealthworkers/volunteers(74.3%).

Å Only5.7%and1.1%of householdsreportedto havereceivednutrition informationfrom caregroupsandIYCFsupportgroups,respectively.69



Access to Grain Storage Facility
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2021 2022

Å Accessto grainstoragefacilitiesincreasedfrom 39%in 2021to 52%in 2022.

Å Accessto grainstoragefacilitieswashighestin Shurugwi(98%).
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Type of Grain Storage Facility
Ordinary room

(%)
Granary

(%)
Bin/drum

(%)
Crib
(%)

Hermaticbags
(%)

Metal silos
(%)

Chirumhanzu 65.6 30.5 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0

GokweNorth 45.5 52.2 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0

GokweSouth 34.8 64.1 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0

Gweru 66.0 19.5 0.6 12.6 1.3 0.0

Kwekwe 50.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Mberengwa 76.2 22.0 0.6 0.0 1.2 0.0

Shurugwi 82.4 16.3 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.0

Zvishavane 22.5 51.7 0.0 24.7 0.0 1.1

Midlands 61.6 32.7 0.2 4.1 1.3 0.1

71Å Most householdsin the provinceusedanordinaryroom(61.6%) to storegrain.



Households whichReceived Information on Public 
Health Diseases

District
Rabies

(%)
Anthrax

(%)
Cholera

(%)
Typhoid

(%)
Dysentery

(%)
Salmonella

(%)
Listeria

(%)

Chirumhanzu 92.3 50.8 58.5 32.3 26.2 1.5 0

GokweNorth 39.9 72.7 88.0 61.2 31.7 4.4 4.9

GokweSouth 41.8 87.3 83.6 56.6 43.4 14.8 3.7

Gweru 28.3 41.0 97.0 67.5 15.1 3.0 0.6

Kwekwe 60.1 50.9 65.0 39.3 30.7 1.8 0.6

Mberengwa 62.5 27.5 72.5 22.5 12.5 0 0

Shurugwi 28.2 61.2 68.8 13.5 0 0 0

Zvishavane 63.3 53.1 87.0 60.5 33.9 7.9 0

Midlands 47.0 59.9 80.1 48.1 25.8 5.1 1.6

Å Accessto informationon publichealthdiseaseswashighamonghouseholdsfor cholera(80.1%) andanthrax(59.9%)

Å Accessto information on cholera among householdswas highest in Gweru (97%) whilst accessto information on rabies was highest in

Chirumhanzu(92.3%).
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Access to Information and Services For Physical and 
Sexual Violence
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Access to Information Access to Services

Å Lessthan a third of householdsin the provincereportedhavingaccessto informationon physicalandsexualviolence(32%) andservices(23%).

Å Accessto both informationandserviceson physicalandsexualviolencewaslow acrossall the districts.
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Assets



Productive Assets
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Å Themostcommonlyownedproductiveassetsby householdwerehoes(95%) andaxes(89%).
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Information and Communication Technology 
Assets
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Radio Television Telephone (including Mobile phones)

Å Most of the householdsownedtelephones(93%) , includingmobilephones.
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Entrepreneural Assets

Grain Mill/shop
(%)

Peanut butter 
producing machine

(%)
Welding machine

(%)
Maputi gun

(%)
Sewing machine

(%)
Stamp mill

(%)

Chirumhanzu 44.4 22.2 5.6 0.0 55.6 0.0

GokweNorth 0.0 35.3 11.8 0.0 52.9 5.9

GokweSouth 57.1 14.3 14.3 0.0 14.3 0.0

Gweru 33.3 16.7 0.0 0.0 66.7 0.0

Kwekwe 25.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 50.0 0.0

Mberengwa 29.4 0.0 23.5 0.0 76.5 0.0

Shurugwi 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

Zvishavane 18.5 3.7 3.7 3.7 74.1 3.7

Midlands 25.0 12.0 10.2 0.9 63.9 1.9

Å Sewingmachineswereownedby 63.9%of the householdsfollowedby grainmill or shops(25%).
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Other Household Assets
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Bicycle Motorcycle Vehicle Solar system (panel, battery, inverter)

Å Otherassetscommonlyownedby householdsweresolarsystems(76%).
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Social Protection

Social Protection
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Households which received any Form of Support

80

Å The proportionof householdswhichreceivedanyform of support was83%comparedto 80%reportedin 2021.

Å GokweSouth(68%), Kwekwe(87%), Mberengwa(80%) andGweru(94%) reportedanincreasein the proportionof householdswhichreceived

anyform of supportin 2022.
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Support From Government and UN/NGOs
Support From Government Support From NGOs

Å Most householdsreceivedsupportin form of cropinputs(70%) from Government, beingthe highestin Mberengwa(96%) andKwekwe(92%).

Å Foodwasthe mostcommonform of supportreceivedfrom UN/NGOsbeinghighestin Chirumhanzu(92%) andMberengwa(92%).
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Food Assistance from Government and Partners

Å Chirumhanzu(92%) and Mberengwa(92%) had

the highest proportion of households which

receivedfood assistancein the province.

Å GokweSouth(10%) had the least proportion of

households which received food assistance

supportfrom Governmentandpartners.
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Loans, ISALS



Proportion of Households that Received a 
Loan/Credit
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Å About3.4%of the householdsreceiveda loan/creditwith the highestproportion in Zvishavane(16.8%).



Proportion of Households with a Member in an 
ISAL Group
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Å About16.7%of the householdshadmembersin anIncomeSavingsandLanding(ISAL/Mukando/Ukuqogelela) Group.



Shocks and Hazards
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Households which Experienced Shocks
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Å Droughtor prolongedseasondry spellswere experiencedby 90.8% of householdsfollowed by sharp increasein cerealprices(33.5%) and being

chargedmorefor usingmobilemoneyor swipe(33.1%).
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Proportion of Households which Reported Water 
Logging as a Shock

Å Shurugwi (42%), Zvishavane(30%), Chirumhanzu

(20%) andGweru(19%) hadthe highestproportion

of householdswhich reported water logging in

Midlandsprovince.
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Proportion of Households which Reported 
Livestock  Deaths as a Shock

Å Chirumhanzu (0.4%) had the highest proportion of

householdswhichreportedlivestockdeathsasa shock.
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Proportion of Households which Reported 
Drought as a Shock

Å Mberengwa(98%) and Gokwe North (92%)

had the highest proportion of households

whichreporteddroughtasa shock.
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Proportion of Households which Reported
COVID -19 as a Shock

Å Gweru(36% ) and GokweSouth(31%) had

the highestproportion of householdswhich

reportedCOVID-19asa shock.

91



Proportion of Households which Reported Cereal 
Price Increase as a Shock

Å Zvishavane(70%) hadthe highestproportion

of householdswhich reported cereal price

increaseasa shock.

92



Proportion of Households which Reported 
Human Wildlife Conflict as a Shock

Å Zvishavane(29%) had the highestproportion

of householdswhich reported humanwildlife

conflictasa shock.
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Number of Shocks Experienced by Households
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Å Zvishavane(4.2), Shurugwi(3.5) andGweru(3.2) hadthe highestaveragenumberof shocksexperiencedby households.
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Severity of Shocks 

ÅDeathof main incomeearner(92%), droughtor prolongedmid seasondry spells(87%), andsharpincreasein cerealprices(82%) were reported

to havehadthe mostsevereimpacton households.
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Average Shock Exposure Index 
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Å Shockexposureindex is a result of multiplying the number of shocksexperiencedby householdswith impact severityof the shockto the

household.

Å Zvishavane(11.3), Shurugwi(9.3) andGweru(8.8) hadthe highestshockexposureindex,
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IƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎΩ Perception of their Ability to Cope with 
Shocks 
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Unable to cope Able to cope with difficulty Able to cope without difficulty

Å Themajority of householdsperceivedthat they would not be able to copewith floods(85.7%) and lossof employmentby a keyhouseholdmember

(75.8%).
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Irrigation
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Number of Irrigation Schemes

Å Midlandshad 44 irrigation schemesof

which 23 were functional and 15 were

partially functional.

Å Gokwe North had no irrigation

schemes.
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Non-functional Irrigation Scheme

Å Of the six non-functional irrigation

schemes,Chirumhanzuand Zvishavane

had two non-functional irrigation

schemeseachwhile Kwekweand Gweru

hadonenon-functionalschemeeach.
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Reasons for Partial and Non-functionality
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Å Themainreasonfor non-functionalityof irrigationschemeswasdueto collapseddamwallsfollowedby silteddam/weir.
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Agriculture Production
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Å DŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŀǎƻƴΩǎ ǊŀƛƴŦŀƭƭ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ǿŀǎ ǇƻƻǊ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ нлнлκнм ǎŜŀǎƻƴΦ

Å The highest rainfall was 740mm recorded in Gokwe. 

Source: Meteorological Services Department
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Households that Planted Cereals
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Maize Sorghum (Mapfunde/Amabele) Finger Millet (Rapoko, rukweza/Uphoko) Pearl Millet (mhunga/unyawuthi)

Å Maize(94%) wasthe most commonlygrown cereal.

Å Shurugwi( 98%) hadthe highestproportionof householdsthat plantedmaize.

Å Sorghum(18%) wasthe mostcommonlygrown smallgrain.
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Householdthat Planted Pulses
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Cowpeas Groundnuts Round nuts Sugar beans

Å Groundnuts(60%) werethe most commonlygrown pulse acrossthe Province.
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Average Cereal Production

Sampled Household Average Cereal Production

Maize
(Kgs)

Sorghum 
(Kgs)

Finger 
Millet 
(Kgs)

Pearl
Millet
(Kgs)

Chirumhanzu 477.7 28.2 48.2 25.7

GokweNorth 349.9 154.5 81.8 71.2

GokweSouth 336.5 359.2 101.3 94.8

Gweru 245.4 21.8 5.6 0

Kwekwe 361.9 50.5 66.6 6.0

Mberengwa 190.8 81.7 23.0 67.0

Shurugwi 341.0 4.1 19.0 0

Zvishavane 203.9 106.3 23.8 12.5

Midlands 313.0 118.1 43.0 48.1

District Average Cereal Production

106

Å Averagehouseholdmaize productionwas313kg.

Å Theprovincialcerealproductionwas184990MT(from the CropandLivestockAssessmentSecondRound).

Å Althoughthere wassurplusin districtssuchasChirumanzu, GokweNorth andGokweSouth, there wasa provincialcerealdeficit of 11153MT.

Population

size

Total 
Cereal 

(MT)

Requirement

(MT)

Surplus

(MT)

Chirumhanzu 90473 23154 10857 12297

Gokwe North 273312 39739 32797 6941

Gokwe South 369724 49750 44367 5383

Gweru 278852 9318 33462 -3163

Kwekwe 348675 38953 41841 -2888

Mberengwa 207903 9709 24948 -15239

Shurugwi 111584 7494 13390 -5896

Zvishavane 128846 6874 15462 -8588

Total 1809369 184990 217124 -11153

Source: ZimVAC 2022 Source: Crop and Livestock Assessment 2



Average  Pulse Production

Cowpeas
(Kgs)

Groundnuts 
(Kgs)

Roundnuts 
(Kgs)

Sugar Beans 
(Kgs)

Chirumhanzu 17.8 35.9 25.3 44.8

GokweNorth 42.7 51.4 60.9 56.2

GokweSouth 28.0 63.0 62.4 16.5

Gweru 24.5 19.4 19.8 23.5

Kwekwe 25.7 27.8 34.6 46.0

Mberengwa 12.8 36.3 25.2 13.1

Shurugwi 16.7 27.5 28.1 119.5

Zvishavane 14.6 28.5 24.2 19.6

Midlands 22.2 35.3 28.1 57.4

Å SugarBeans(57.4kg)wasthe highestproducedpulsein the Province.

Å CowPeaswasthe leastproducedpulse(22.2kg).
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Average  Cash Crop Production

Soya beans 
(Kg)

Tobacco 
(Kg)

Sesame seeds 
(Kg)

Cotton 
(Kg)

Paprika 
(Kg)

Sunflower 
(Kg)

Summer Wheat 
(Kg)

Other 
(Kg)

Chirumhanzu 135.0 0 9.0 13.8 0 90.3 0 122.0

GokweNorth 0 308.3 0.0 383.2 0 91.6 0 48.0

GokweSouth 45.0 0 0 260.8 180.0 151.3 90.0 0

Gweru 22.3 0 18.0 0 0.0 55.1 0 0

Kwekwe 13.5 0 0 114.3 0 135.2 0 0

Mberengwa 0 0 1.0 312.5 0 17.3 0 0

Shurugwi 0 0 0 0 0 127.6 90.0 135.0

Zvishavane 4.5 0 0.3 O 2.0 27.3 90.0 2.0

Midlands 29.8 308.3 4.8 315.8 60.7 84.0 90.0 79.5

Å Cotton(315.8kg)wasthe dominantcropamong the cashcrops.

Å GokweNorth (383.2kg)hadthe highest averagecotton production.
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Cereal Stocks



Average  Cereal Stocks as at 1 April 2022

Maize 
(kg)

Sorghum 
(kg)

Finger Millets 
(kg)

Pearl Millets 
(kg)

Wheat 
(kg)

Chirumhanzu 104.0 9.8 2.1 0.2 0.1

GokweNorth 60.3 11.7 3.0 4.9 0.0

GokweSouth 74.7 8.9 0.0 0.1 0.7

Gweru 118.7 7.2 0.3 0.0 0.2

Kwekwe 74.7 1.8 0.3 0.0 1.5

Mberengwa 72.7 14.5 1.4 1.0 0.0

Shurugwi 42.8 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0

Zvishavane 72.8 4.6 1.4 0.6 0.2

Midlands
77.6 7.3 1.1 0.9 0.3

Å Gwerurecordedthe highestmaizestocks(118.7kg)followedby Chirumhanzu(104kg).

Å Theloweststocksof maizewererecordedin Shurugwi(42.8kg).
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Average  Pulses Stocks as at 1 April 2022

Shelled 
Groundnuts 

(kg)

Unshelled 
Groundnuts 

(kg)
Shelled Roundnuts

(kg)

Unshelled 
Roundnuts

(kg)
Cowpeas 

(kg)
Beans
(kg)

Chirumhanzu 2.9 6.6 0.1 0.7 0.4 2.0

GokweNorth 0.5 9.5 0.3 1.3 3.6 0.4

GokweSouth 0.8 23.3 2.9 2.8 5.0 0.0

Gweru 5.4 15.8 1.0 4.6 7.0 3.1

Kwekwe 1.4 2.9 0.1 1.1 1.4 0.5

Mberengwa 0.0 20.5 0.4 4.7 1.8 0.3

Shurugwi 0.4 3.7 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.2

Zvishavane 2.8 16.9 0.5 2.6 2.6 0.0

Midlands 1.8 12.4 0.7 2.3 2.8 0.8

Å Gokwe Southhadthe highestunshelledgroundnutsstocks(23.3kg).
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Cereals from Casual Labour and Remittances
Cereals From Casual Labour 

(kg)
Cereals From Remittances 

(kg)

Chirumhanzu 33.2 3.1

GokweNorth 90.7 19.6

GokweSouth 77.7 37.3

Gweru 25.8 11.4

Kwekwe 21.8 16.3

Mberengwa 35.1 9.8

Shurugwi 23.3 2.1

Zvishavane 54.6 11.2

Midlands 45.4 13.9

Å GokweNorth (90.7kg)hadthe highestquantitiesof cerealfrom casuallabour,whilst Kwekwe(21.8kg)hadthe least.
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Climate Smart Agriculture
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Households that
PractisedClimate Smart Agriculture 
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Å Approximately91%of the householdspractisedclimatesmartagriculture.
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Use of Quality Certified Seed
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Å In the Province,26%of householdsusedquality certifiedseed.

Å Kwekwehadthe highestusageof certifiedseed(45%). 115



Use of Community Seed Banks 
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Å Theproportionof householdsusingcommunityseedbankswasrelativelylow (3%) with GokweSouthhavingthe highestproportion (16%).
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Use of  Suitable Improved Varieties
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Å About10%of the householdshadusedsuitableimprovedvarietieswith the highestproportionbeingin GokweSouthandGweru(18%).
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Households which Grew Small Grains 
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Å About(8%) of the householdsgrewsmallgrains.

Å Mberengwa(16%) hadthe highestproportionof householdswhichgrewsmallgrainswhile Shurugwi(2%) hadthe least.
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Crop Rotation 

8

24

2

17

8
14

11 12 12

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Chirumhanzu Gokwe North Gokwe South Gweru Kwekwe Mberengwa Shurugwi Zvishavane Midlands

P
ro

p
o

rt
io

n
  
o

f 
H

o
u

se
h

o
ld

s 
(%

)

Å Croprotation waspractisedby (12%) of the householdsacrossthe province.

Å GokweNorth (24%) hadthe highestproportionof householdswhichpractisedcroprotation andGokweSouth(2%) hadthe lowest.
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Intercropping 
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Å Intercroppingwaspractisedby 6% of the householdswith Gweru(11%) and Shurugwi(11%) havingthe highestproportion of householdspractising

intercroppingwhile GokweSouth(1%) hadthe lowest.
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Mulching
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Å Mulchingwaspractisedby only (7%) of the households.

Å Shurugwi(20%) hadthe highestproportionof householdspractisingmulching
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Use of Integrated Pest Management
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Å Theuseof integratedpestmanagementpracticeswaslow at 2%with the highestproportion beingin Zvishavane(6%).
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Use of Compost/Organic fertilizer 
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Å Only8%of the householdsusedcompost/organicfertilizersacrossthe province.

Å Theuseof compost/organicfertilizers washighestin ShurugwiandZvishavane(13%).
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Water and Soil Conservation
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Water and Soil Conservation

Minimum tillage (e.g., 
planting basins, ripper, 

2-wheel tractor)
(%)

Use of contour 
ridges/Contour planting

(%)

Planting of fodder trees 
(e.g., Moringa, 

Leucaena)
(%)

Management or 
protection of the 

watershed (e.g., vertiva, 
sisals, star grasses, 
gulley reclamation, 

fodder trees)
(%)

Sustainable harvesting 
of forest products (e.g. 
NTFPS, marula, baobab, 
mopane worms, honey, 

etc.)
(%)

Chirumhanzu
61.1 19.1 0.0 0.3 0.0

GokweNorth
41.2 37.4 2.3 3.1 3.9

GokweSouth
24.9 16.7 15.7 8.9 0.7

Gweru
28.3 16.5 2.9 5.1 2.2

Kwekwe
75.1 8.4 0.0 0.4 0.8

Mberengwa
24.6 23.5 1.1 0.7 0.0

Shurugwi
16.7 55.7 1.2 0.0 1.2

Zvishavane
43.9 31.2 2.6 14.2 2.6

Midlands 39.2 26.1 3.9 5.1 1.6

Å Minimumtillage(39.2%) wasthe mostpractisedwater andsoilconservationtechnique.

125



Value Chains



Use of Improved Livestock Practices

127

Å Most householdspractisingimproved livestock in the province reported to practise castration (21.8%), deworming (17.7%), dipping (15.2%), use of

improvedlivestockbreeds(13.2%) andconductinghomevaccinations(10.2%).

Å Penfatteningandartificial inseminationof livestockwerenot commonamonghouseholdsin the province.
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Use of Improved Livestock Practices

District

Improved 
livestock 
breeds

(%)

Improved 
animal 
shelters 

(%)

Water 
infrastructure 
for livestock at 

homestead
(%)

Routine 
vaccinations 
by Veterinary

(%) 

Home 
vaccinations

(%)
Castration

(%)
Deworming

(%)
Dipping

(%)

Spraying 
livestock at 

home control 
ticks
(%)

Homemade 
animal feeds

(%)

Chirumhanzu
13.2 5.7 2.7 4.8 10.2 21.8 17.7 15.2 4.4 1.4

Gokwe North
5.9 0.4 0 2.6 26.7 22.7 23.8 14.1 3.2 0.1

Gokwe South
13.9 10.1 2.1 3.2 10.4 21.3 12.4 12.5 6.6 4.6

Gweru
21.0 9.1 7.6 5.3 1.8 25.0 17.1 12.0 0.9 0

Kwekwe
8.1 9.4 1.4 4.8 14.9 20.6 18.9 14.2 3.5 1.0

Mberengwa
12.4 8.2 0.8 5.1 5.8 28.8 20.6 16.1 1.7 0.4

Shurugwi
14.0 0.8 6.6 1.6 9.2 22.7 19.5 18.2 5.5 0.6

Zvishavane
13.2 2.8 0.6 6.7 7.5 22.4 16.0 21.8 5.5 0.1

Midlands
16.1 3.8 2.3 7.9 6.9 14.0 15.0 13.7 7.6 3.6

Å Practices such as castration were more common among households in Mberengwa (28.8%) and Gweru (25%), while use of improved livestock breeds was 

more common among households in Gweru (21%).
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Use of Agricultural Marketing Practice
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Access Agriculture inputs through agro-dealers Receiving market information on prices, demand or product quality requirements

Use of formal organised marketing systems Marketing produce through farmer organisations

Not aware of the practices Did not practice

Å Forty percent of households in the province did not utilise agricultural marketing services available to them. 
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Use Food Value Addition Practices
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Improved quality control technologies Drying, packaging, storage Food processing Branding and labeling Not aware of the practices Did not practice

Å Common food value addition practices utilised among households in the province included drying, packaging and storage (33%). These practices were mostly 

utilised among households in Mberengwa (58%), Gokwe South (48%) and Gweru (46%).

Å In the province, 34% of households did not utilise any food value addition practices.
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Livestock
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Households that Owned Cattle

Å The highest proportion of households that owned more than five (5) cattle was in Shurugwi(40%) and the lowest was in Gokwe North and 
Gweru at 22%.

Å The proportion of households that did not own cattle was 47% and the highest proportion was in Gweru (56%).
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Households that Owned Goats

Å The highest proportion of households that owned 5 or more goats was in Mberengwa(31%). 

Å The proportion of households that did not own goats was 51%, and Gweru (69%) had the highest proportion of households which did not own goats.
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Households that Owned Donkeys

Å The majority of households did not own donkeys (93%).
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Livestock Mortality

Cattle Goats

135

Å Chirumhanzu(24%) andGweru(12%) and hadthe highestcattle mortality.

Å Goatmortality washighestin Chirumhanzu(17%), Zvishavane(17%) and Gweru(15%).



Causes of Cattle and Goat Deaths
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Å Diseaseswerereportedasthe majorcauseof death for cattle (86%) andGoats(78%).

136



Proportion of Households that Owned Small 
Livestock
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Proportion (%) of HH owning pigs

Proportion (%) of HH owning poultry (chicken, ducks, guinea fowls, etc)

Proportion (%) of household owning rabbits

Å About(82%) of householdsownedpoultry in the province.
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Agricultural Produce Markets



Livestock Prices (USD)

Cattle (USD) Goats(USD) Sheep (USD) Donkey(USD) Chicken(USD)

Chirumhanzu
363 36 80 124 6

GokweNorth
239 19 0 150 4

GokweSouth
242 23 43 51 4

Gweru
353 42 77 85 6

Kwekwe
330 33 30 80 5

Mberengwa
350 44 0 113 7

Shurugwi
417 46 0 0 7

Zvishavane
375 40 60 127 5

Midlands 334 35 64 98 5

Å Thehighestaveragecattle priceswere in Shurugwi(USD417) and the lowest cattle priceswere in GokweNorth (USD239) and GokweSouth

(USD242).

Å Goatpriceswerehighestin Shurugwi(USD46) andlowestin GokweNorth (USD19).
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Cattle and Goat Prices (USD)
Cattle Prices Goat Prices

Å Theaveragepricefor cattle in the provincewasUSD334.

Å Goatswerecheaperin the northernpart of the province.
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District Maize Prices (USD)

Maize Grain Maize Meal

Å GokweNorth (USD0.16per kg)andGokweSouth(USD0.19per kg)hadthe lowestmaizegrainprice.

Å GokweSouth(USD0.40per kg)andMberengwa(USD0.39per kg)hadthe highestpricesfor maizemeal.

141



District Average Small Grain Prices (USD)

Sorghum (USD/kg) Finger millet ( USD/kg) Pearl millet(USD/kg)

Chirumhanzu
0 1.1 0

Gokwe North
0.7 0 0.9

Gokwe South
0.8 1.6 1.4

Gweru
1.8 2.2 0.7

Kwekwe
0.7 1.1 0

Mberengwa
1.9 0 0

Shurugwi
1.7 1.1 0

Zvishavane
0.8 1.0 1.2

Midlands 1.1 1.2 1.1

Å Fingermillet wasthe highestpricedamongthe smallgraincereals(USD1.2/kg).
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Income and Expenditure
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Most Important Income Sources
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Å The most important incomesourceswere casuallabour (16%), vegetableproduction/sales(12%), food crop production/sales(10%) and

remittancewithin the country(10%). 144



Most Important Income Sources by District

Remitta
nces 

outside
(%)

Remitta
nce 

within 
(%)

Food 
crop 

producti
on/sales

(%)

Food 
crop 

resale
(%)

Vegetabl
es 

producti
on/sales

(%)

Vegetabl
es fruits 
resale

(%)

Cash 
crop 

producti
on
(%)

Begging
(%)

Casual 
labour

(%)

Draught 
power 
hiring
(%)

Livestoc
k 

producti
on/sales

(%)

Livestoc
k resale

(%)

Skilled 
trade/ar

tisan
(%)

Own 
business

(%)
Vending

(%)
Pension

(%)

Petty 
trade
(%)

Fishing/f
ishing 
resale

(%)
Gifts
(%)

Small 
scale 

mining/
mineral 

sales
(%)

Chirumhanzu 4.0 12.0 11.8 0.5 14.6 0.5 1.0 0.5 16.3 1.3 12.6 0.0 3.2 1.1 1.3 1.1 8.1 0.0 1.5 3.1

GokweNorth 1.5 4.6 23.7 9.0 6.7 0.5 4.6 1.3 23.9 0.8 6.9 4.6 0.5 0.3 1.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.8 4.9

Gokwe South 1.8 4.5 14.9 8.6 18.2 12.4 11.6 0.3 10.4 0.2 6.4 3.1 1.2 1.0 0.8 0.5 1.5 0.2 0.2 1.2

Gweru 3.9 9.3 8.4 1.7 12.2 1.0 4.7 1.4 18.8 0.5 3.9 0.3 2.0 1.4 5.4 1.5 6.4 0.5 4.7 4.7

Kwekwe 6.9 10.8 8.5 0.8 8.5 1.2 1.8 0.2 13.4 1.2 11.8 0.6 3.7 1.8 0.8 2.4 6.1 0.2 0.8 15.4

Mberengwa 5.7 9.5 1.6 0.5 8.6 4.3 1.1 1.8 19.7 2.1 4.5 3.9 2.3 2.1 2.7 3.0 8.9 0.5 4.8 7.3

Shurugwi 9.7 20.3 7.0 0.6 10.1 1.2 1.0 0.2 15.5 0.0 5.0 0.0 1.0 1.7 0.4 1.7 4.3 0.0 5.2 9.9

Zvishavane 5.9 10.8 10.1 0.9 12.5 0.5 0.3 0.8 14.8 0.7 10.5 1.4 1.7 1.8 2.4 1.7 7.3 0.9 1.3 8.5

Å GokweNorth (23.9%) andMberengwa(19.7%) reliedmoreon casuallabourwhilst Kwekwe(15.4%) reliedmoreon smallscalemining/mineralsales.
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Main Income Contributor

District
Father

(%)
Mother

(%)

Both father and 
mother

(%)
Daughter

(%)
Son
(%)

Other household 
members

(%)

Other non-
household 
members

(%)
Chirumhanzu 24.5 28.1 18.7 7.5 9.2 5.3 6.7

GokweNorth 25.8 32.1 25.8 3.0 7.8 3.0 2.4

GokweSouth 17.6 22.9 33.4 11.1 9.1 5.3 0.6

Gweru 29.7 24.4 9.1 12.1 10.3 12.9 1.5

Kwekwe 38.5 26.4 9.0 7.7 14.7 3.7 0.0

Mberengwa 25.9 14.5 26.2 13.2 16.7 3.2 0.3

Shurugwi 33.8 25.2 3.8 16.1 17.1 3.8 0.3

Zvishavane 25.4 27.7 9.5 11.6 16.3 8.4 1.1

Midlands
27.5 25.3 16.4 10.5 12.8 5.8 1.6

Å Themaincontributor of incomewasthe father (27.5%).

Å About6.7%of householdsin Chirumhanzuhadnon-householdmembersasthe maincontributor of income. 146



Average Household Monthly Income-April 2022
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Å The averagehouseholdmonthly income was ZWL$22 226.00 with the lowest averagehouseholdmonthly income in GokweSouth (ZWL$11

009.20).

Å Generallythere has been an increasein the averagehouseholdincome from USD31 in 2020 to USD70.1 in 2022 except for Mberengwaand

Zvishavanethat recordeda decrease.
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure-April 
2022

USD
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Å Generally,the averagemonthlyexpenditureincreasedacrossmostof the districtsexceptin GokweNorth,MberengwaandZvishavane.

Å Thehighesthouseholdaveragemonthlyexpenditurewasin Shurugwi(USD43.8 ).



Food Expenditure 

Å Theproportion of food expenditurewas48.6%, a decreasefrom 55%reportedin 2021.

Å Thelowestfood expenditurewasin Mberengwa(34.8%) whichwasthe largest drop from 68%in 2021.
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Average Household 6 Months Expenditure

USD
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Å Theaveragehousehold6 monthsexpenditurewasUSD48.30.

Å GokweNorth (USD14.20) hadthe lowestaverage6 monthsexpenditure.
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Six Month Expenditure

Å Most of the sixmonth expenditurewastowardseducationcostsfollowedby agriculture.
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Nutrition and Diets

152



Food Consumption Patterns



Food Consumption Score

Food Consumption

Score Groups Score Description

POOR 0-21 An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetables 5-6 days, sugar 3-4 

days, oil/fat 1 day a week, while animal proteins are totally absent

BORDERLINE 21.5-35 An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetables 6-7 days, sugar 3-4 

days, oil/fat 3 days, meat/fish/egg/pulses 1-2 days a week, while dairy 

products are totally absent

ACCEPTABLE >35 As defined for the borderline group with more number of days a week 

eating meat, fish, egg, oil, and complemented by other foods such as pulses, 

fruits, milk
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Food Consumption Patterns Trend

Å Food consumption patterns have improved from the past three years as households with poor consumption patterns decreased from 34% in 

2021 to 22% in 2022.

Å Households with acceptable consumption patterns increased from 38% to 51% during the same period.  
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Food Consumption Patterns

2021 2022
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Å Food consumption patterns improved in all districts compared to the preceding year.

Å About half of the households (51%) had acceptable food consumption patterns which was a 13 percentage point increase from 2021. 

Å Shurugwi(74%) had the highest proportion of households with acceptable consumption patterns.
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Poor Food Consumption Patterns by District

2021 2022

Å Generally, the proportion of households with poor food consumption patterns decreased compared to 2021.

Å Gokwe North (41%) had the highest proportion of households consuming poor diets which was an increase from 37% in 2021. 157



Average Number of Days Households Consumed
Food from Various Food Groups
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2021 2022

Å Households mostly consumed cereals, oils and vegetables. 

Å Although consumption of meat, fruits, legumes and dairy wasstill low, it has improved from the previous year, 2021. 
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Household Consumption of Protein, Iron
and Vitamin A Rich Foods
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Iron-rich Food Vitamin A-rich Foods Protein-rich Food

Å Iron rich foods were the least consumed (66%) followed by protein rich foods (86%) while vitamin A rich Foods were the mostly consumed 

(97%).
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Households Consumption of Iron-Rich Foods
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Å Iron is an essentialmicromineralrequired for the synthesisof blood cellsin the body. Iron deficiencycausesanaemiawhosesymptoms

includeunusualfatigueandreducedimmuneresponse.

Å GokweNorth (66.4%) hadthe highestproportionof householdswhichneverconsumediron-rich foodssevendaysprior to the survey. 160



Trend of Poor Consumption of Iron-Rich 
Foods
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Å Althoughthe proportion of householdsthat neverconsumediron-rich foodssevendaysprecedingsurveywas34%, it hasdecreasedover

the years. 161



Households Consumption of Protein-Rich Foods
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Å Inadequateprotein intakeinhibitsproperbodygrowth, tissuerepairandimmunefunction.

Å Cumulatively, 14.1%of the householdsneverconsumedprotein-rich foodssevendaysprecedingthe survey.
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Households Consumption of  Vitamin A-rich Foods

3.2 2.8 6.7 2 3.7 3.6 2.4 1.2 3.2

20.1 21.2

34.9

12

24.2 22.5
16

26 22.1

76.7 76

58.3

86

72.1 73.9
81.6

72.8 74.7

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

ChirumhanzuGokwe NorthGokwe South Gweru Kwekwe Mberengwa Shurugwi Zvishavane Midlands

P
ro

p
o

rt
io

n
 o

f 
H

o
u

se
h

o
ld

s
 (

%
)

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

Å Vitamin A is essentialfor vision,cell division,reproductionand immunity. Vitamin A deficiencycausesnight blindnessand is associated

with low immuneresponse,maternalmortality andpoor pregnancyoutcomes.

Å Theproportionof householdsthat neverconsumedVitaminArich foodsprior to the surveywas3.2%.
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Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS)

HDDS Classification

<3 Low

4-5 Medium

>5 Acceptable

Å The household dietary diversity score (HDDS) is used as proxy measure of the quality of household food consumption

Å HDDS measures the number of unique foods consumed by a household over a 7 days period with measuring the quantity of food 

consumed hence it reflects household access to a variety of foods over a given period.

Å Based on the HDDS, a household may be classified as follows: 
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Average Household Dietary Diversity

By District
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Å Onaverage,all districtswereconsumingabout6 food groupsout of a possible12.

Å Althoughhouseholddietarydiversityhasimprovedsince2020(4.5), the current findingwasa slightdecreasefrom the 6.2 reported in 2021.
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Minimum Dietary Diversity of Women of Child
Bearing Age
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Å Almost half (48.2%) of women had Minimum Dietary Diversity (MDD) 24-hour preceding the survey.

Å Generally, MDD for Women of Child Bearing Age (WCBA) improved across all districts with the exception of Gokwe North.

Å Zvishavane  had the lowest increase of 3.3 percentage points while Chirumhanzuhad the highest increase of 29.1 percentage points.
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