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Foreword

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

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

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

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

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



Introduction

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

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

urbanlivelihoodsupdateshavebeenproduced

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

nutrition securitysituationandthe effectivenesof programmesandinformsdecisionY | 1 A y 3 €

A 1t hasbecomemandatoryfor FNCto coordinate annuallivelihoodsupdateswith the technicalsupport of
ZImVAC



Zimbabwe Vulnerablility Assessment Committee
(ZImMVAC)

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

everyZimbabweans free from hungerandall forms of malnutrition.
ZimVAGupportsGovernmentparticularlyFNdn:

A Conveningand coordinatingnationalfood and nutrition securityissuesn Zimbabwe

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

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

A Supportingand buildingnational capacityfor food and nutrition securityincludingat sub-nationallevels



Assessment Rationale

Theassessmentesultswill be usedto:

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

term vulnerabilitycontext
A Inform short, mediumandlongterm interventionsthat addressmmediateandlongterm needsaswell asbuildingresilientlivelihoods

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

amongthem the NationalDevelopmentStrategyl, the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicyandthe ZeroHungerStrategy

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

committeditself to, whichincludethe ComprehensivéfricanAgricultureDevelopmentProgrammgCAADPandthe SDGs

A Guideearlywarningfor earlyaction



Purpose

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

appropriateinterventions



ODbjectives

Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentvere:

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

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

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

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

8. Toidentify developmentpriorities for communities



Background

Thecontinuousshocksandhazardsaffectingthe rural communitiescallfor ongoingmonitoringasthe food andnutrition situationcontinuesto evolve

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

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

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

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

heavyrains,which causedwater loggingandleaching

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

produce

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



Background

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

related shockshaveimplicationson accesgo food andthe nutrition statusof households

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

amongpoor households

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

differencesin economicand socialconditionsof the vulnerablepopulations



Contextual AnalysisBackground

Thelivelihoodsof rural householdscontinueto be affected by both systemicand idiosyncraticshockswhich includebut are

not limited to the following:

SystemicShocks

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

A Cropandlivestockdiseases

ldiosyncraticshocks
A Healthrelated shockgCOVIELY, chronicillness)

A Deathof breadwinner



GovernmentMitigatory Measures

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

proactiveand implementinga numberof mitigatory measures

A Governmentremainedcommitted to ensuringthat every Zimbabwearis free from hungerand malnutrition

andled the implementationof the following measuregdo ensurefood securityfor all people

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

third dose(boosterdose)

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

transferfor cereals harmonizedsocialcashtransfers



f)

9)

GovernmentMitigatory Measures

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

mealsubsidies)
Enablingenvironment Governmentalsoopenedup spacefor developmentpartnersto contribute andassist

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

other basiccommoditiesto ensureaffordability of essentiafoodstuffsandto mitigate the effectsof the drought

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

herbicides

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

duringthe rainyseasonandto harnesghe potential of the transportsystemin promotingeconomicgrowth.



GovernmentMitigatory Measures

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

)

J)

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

additionalraw water sourcesare beingdeliveredto mitigate the impactof climatechange

Accessto consumptive water through availing resourcestowards borehole drilling, rehabilitation and

constructionof 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.



Methodology - Sampling and Sample Size

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

Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof;

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

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

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

sampledhouseholdgo 2000

Out of the 2000 sampledhouseholds, 1994 householdswere interviewed
householdsgivinga 99.7%responseaate.

TwelveFGDsand one Keylnformant Interview (Kll)on irrigation and grazing

were held per district.

District Number of Sampled Households
Chirumhanzu 249

GokweNorth 250

GokweSouth 252

Gweru 250

Kwekwe 244

Mberengwa 249

Shurugwi 250

Zvishavane 250

Midlands 1994

24




Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

[ | District Boundary 2

<< Protected Areas

Not Sampled
Il Sampled
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Data Preparation and Analysis

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

A CommunityFocusGroupDiscussions
w Datacleaningandanalysisvere done usingSPSSTATAENA Microsoft Exceland GlSpackages

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

internationalframeworks,wherethey exist

w Genderasa crosscuttingissue wasrecognisedhroughoutthe analysis



Technical Scope

The2022RLAcollectedandanalysednformation on the followingthematicareas

1 Education 1 Youth

1 Health 1 Linkagesamongstthe keysectoralandthematicareas
1T WASH 1 Crosscuttingissuessuchasgender,disability

1 Nutrition

9 Agricultureandother rural livelihoodsactivities
1 Foodsecurity
1 Resilience

1 Sociabrotection



Assessment FIndings



Demographic Description of the Sample



Demographic Description of the Sample

Average Proportion (%)
Age ofrespondent
District Sample size Household size (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

A Theaveragehouseholdsize was4.5.

A Theaverageageof respondentsvas47.7 years



Household Head haracteristics

Average Household Head Proportions (%)

Household

HeadAge Female Mentally
District (Years) headed Male headed| Child headedElderly heade{ 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 94.5 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

A Therewere more male-headedhouseholdg65.3%) than female-headed(34.7%).
A About30%of the householdsvere elderlyheadedand 1.1%were child-headed

A Theaverageageof householdheadwas53.7 years




Characteristics of Household Head: Education Leve
Attained

100
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Chirumhanzu Gokwe North Gokwe South  Gweru Kwekwe Mberengwa Shurugm Zvishavane  Midlands

Proportion ofhousehold head$%)

mNone mPrimarylevel mZJC level = O'level mA'level mTertiary

A Most of the householdheadshad attained someform of education(89.3%).
32
A Mberengwa(22.299 and Gweru(18.1%9 hadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho had not attained anylevel of education



Characteristics of Household Head: Marital Status
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m Married living together = Married living apart Divorced/seperated Widow/widower  m Never married

A About24.5%of the householdshad a widow/widower asthe headwith the highestproportionin Gweru(32.7%).
A Mberengwa(12.9%) had the highestproportion of householdheadsthat were married and living apart followed by ZvishavaneShurugwiand
33
Chirumhanzy8.8%).



Characteristics of Household Head: Religion
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m Roman Catholic m Protestant Churchesm Pentecostal Churchem Apostolic Sects Zion
= Other Christian H Islam m Traditional m Other religion m No religion

A Themajority of householdheadswere membersof the Apostolicsects(30.7%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: COMI®D
Vaccination Status

Vaccinated 2nd Dose (Fully
Not vaccinated Vaccinated 1stDose vaccinated
District (%) (%) (%)
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 26.0 115 62.4

A About62.4%of the householdheadswere fully vaccinatedagainstCOVIBL9 with GokweSouth(41.5%) recordingthe lowest
A Thehighestproportion of householdheadswho were not vaccinatedvasin Kwekwe(31.6%) and Shurugwi(31.6%).



Household Vulnerability Attributes

Proportion (%) of Households with :

At least 1 parent of the
children who does not live

At least 1 member who is

At least 1 mentally
challengedhousehold

District At least 1 orphan in the household chronically ill 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

A About21.4%of the householdshad at leastan orphanin the household

A GokweNorth (15.2%) and Gweru(12.8%) had highestproportion of householdswith a memberwho was chronicallyill to the extent of not

beingableto play/work.
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Education



School Attendance by District
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m Currently going to school m Ever sent away from school due to non- payment of fees

A About84.4%of the childrenaged4 to 17 yearswere goingto school

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

term.
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School Attendance by Sex and Age

School Attendance by Sex School Attendance by Age group
100 100 98
~ 98 —~ 90 84
X §’
~ 96 ~ 80
c c
L o4 L 70
= =
5 92 91 S 60
s 90 s 50
S 88 88 5 40
§_ 86 §_ 30
o 84 g 20
82 10
80 0
Male Female 4 - 6 years 7 - 13 years 14 - 17 years
m Male = Female m4-6years m7-13years =14 -17 years

A There was parity in school attendance by sex.

A In the province, 72% of children&years old and 84% of 414 years old were in school at the time of the assessment.
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Chronic Conditions



Households with Members who had Confirmed
Chronic Conditions
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A About9%of householdshad memberslivingwith chronicconditions

A GokweNorth (15.2%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith a memberwho hada chronicconditionfollowed by Mberengwa(13.7%)
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene



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.



Access to Improved Water Sources
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A The proportion of households with access to improved water sources was 73.6%.

A 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
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= Basic water services m Limited water services Unimproved water services = Surface water services

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

A Gokwe North (25%) had the highest proportion of househultiEhwere using surface water services and unimproved water sources

(34%).
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Access to Adequate Domestic Water
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m Drinking m Cooking m Personal Hygiene = Other Domestic needs

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

A 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
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B Less than 500m More than 500m but less than 1 ksm m® 1km and above

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

A 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 (Roufﬁdp)

Time Spent Queuing
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H Less than 30 minutes (or within premise® 30 minutes to 1 hourm More than 1 hour

A GokweNorth (28%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgakingbetween30 minutesto an hour travellingto andfrom a water source

A Theproportion of householdghat spentlessthan 15 minutesqueuingat a water sourceor with water sourceswithin premisesvas82%for

the provincewith GokweNorth (58%) reporting the lowestproportion.
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Prevalence of Violence at Water Sources
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A GokweNorth (14%) witnessedthe highestproportion of householdsexperiencingriolenceat water-points.
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Ladder for Sanitation
Service level  Definifon

Unimproved Sanitation Facilities that do not ensue hygienic sepeation of humanexcreta from humancontact.
Facilities Unimproved facilities include pitdtrines without a slab or platform, hangingrines and
budket latrines.

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

50



Access to Improved Sanitation
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A Approximately 33.5% of the households were practicing open defecation with Gokwe North (58%) and Gokwe South (41.4%) reportin

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

Midlands 335 4.5 7.6 54.4
Zvishavane 28.8 20 84 60.8
Shurugwi 25.6 1.6 6.8 66.0
Mberengwa 30.5 7.2 7.2 55.0
Kwekwe 39.8 3.3 57 51.2
Gweru 18.0 2.4 12.0 67.6
Gokwe South 41.4 11.6 8.4 38.6
Gokwe North 58.0 72 16 33.2
Chirumhanzu 25.7 0.8 10.8 62.7
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Proportion of Households (%)
Open defecation =~ Unimproved Limited Basic

A Whilst 54.4% of the households in the provitze accesgo basicsanitation services, about 4.5% still used unimproved sanitation facilities

and 33.5% stifpractisedopen defecation.



Ladder for Hygiene

Servicelevel Definition

Basic Availabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswith soapandwater.
Limited Avalilabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswithout soapandwater.
No Facility No handwashingfacility on premises

Note: handwashindacilities may be fixed or mobile and include a sinkwith tap water, bucketswith taps, tippy taps,
andjugsor basinsdesignatedfor handwashing Soapincludesbar soap,liquid soap,powdereddetergentsand soapy

water but doesnot includesand,soil,ashandother handwashinggents




Access to Handwashing Facllities
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A Most householdsacrossthe province(94%) had no handwashindacilities
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Handwashing Practices at Critical Times

After changing When ever | fee
After using the|Before handling children Before/after | After assisting like my hands
toilet food nappies/diapers eating the sick Regularly are dirty
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
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

A Above three quarters of households (77%) reported washing their hands after using themoiletfore and after eating.
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Households which Received Any Agriculture Extension
Visits
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There wasa slightdecreasan the proportion of householdgeceivingagriculturalextensionvisitsin 2022 (74%) comparedto 2021(82%).
In GokweNorth, there wasa largedecreasdan the proportion of householdgshat receivedanyagricultureextensionvisitsto 60%in 2022from 95%in
2021

Householdseceivingmore than 80%of agricultureextensionvisitswere in Chirumhanzy81%), Kwekwe(81%) and Shurugwi83%).
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Households which Received Agricultural Training
(Cropping and Livestock Advice)
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A Comparedo 2021, there wasa decreasdn the proportion of householdswvhichreceivedagriculturaltraining from 96%to 73%in 2022
A Lesghanthree quartersof householdshad receivedagriculturaltrainingin 2022in GokweNorth (61%), Gweru(69%) and Mberengwa(60%).

A Ofthosehouseholdghat receivedagriculturaltraining, the level of satisfactiorwashighacrossall the districts (89%). 29



Households which Recelved Agricultural Extension Servic

Satisfaction with Agricultural Extensio8ervices

Access to Agricultural Extension Services (66%)
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A Abouttwo-thirds (66%) of householdsn the provincereceivedagriculturalextensionservices
A GokweNorth (41%), and Mberengwa(48%) reported a decreasdn the proportion of receptionof extensionservicesrom the previousyear

A Ofthosewho receivedagriculturalextensionservices90%r eported satisfactionwith serviceghey received
60



Households which Received Extension Support on
January Disease

Access to Extension Support on January ~ Satisfaction with Extension Support on Janudbysease
Disease (53%)
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A More than half (53%) of householdsn the provincereceivedextensionsupporton Januarydisease

T>

Twenty-eight percentof householdsn GokweNorth and 29%of householdsn Zvishavaneeceivedextensionsupportfor Januarydisease -

A Ofthe 53%that hadaccesgo extensionsupporton JanuaryDisease85%were satisfiedby the serviceseceived



Households which Recelved Extension Support ol
Weather and Climate
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A Access to extension support on weather and climate decreased among households in the province from 69% in 2021 to 51% in 2022

o

Proportion of households which received extension support on weather and climate was low in Chirumhanzu (32%) and Kwgkwe (33%
A Anincrease itthe proportion of households/hich received extension support on weather and climate was observed only in Shurugwi, grzom 41% in
2021 to 65% in 2022.



Households which Received Information on Climate
Change
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A Most householdsn the province(79%) receivedinformation on climate changewith Mberengwareporting the lowest proportion of householdg52%) that

receivedinformationon climatechange

A zvishavandadthe highestproportion of householdghat receivedinformation on climatechange(91%). 63



Access to Animal Health Centres

Access to Animal Health Centres Satisfaction with Services (60%)
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A There was an increase in access to animal health centres by households from 44% in 2021 to 60% in 2022.
A Access to animal health centres was high in Shurugwi (93%) and Gokwe South (81%). This was a significant increase 26@tpared to

A About82%of thosehouseholds thaticcessed animal healttentresreported satisfactiowith 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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A Aboutathird (32%) of the householdshadaccesgo policeserviceseachablewithin one hour.

o

About 36%of householdgeported havingaccesgo avictim friendly unit while 38%were not sure

A Accesgo victim friendly servicesvaslow in Gweru(51%9, GokweNorth (42%) and Kwekwe(34%). )
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Approximate Distance to the Nearest Primary Schoo
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mLess than 5km  5to 10km = More than 10km

A About68%of householdsn the provincewere lessthan 5km from the nearestprimary school

A GokweSouth(12%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichwere more than 10km from the nearestprimary schoolfollowed by Gweru(6%).
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Distance to arestHealth Faclility/Clinic
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mLess than 5km  5to 10km m More than 10km

A About16%of householdsn the provincewere more than 10km from the nearesthealth facility.

A Thehighestproportion of householdsvhichwere lessthan 10km from the nearesthealth facility wasin Gweru(96%).
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Proportion of Households that Received Nutrition
Information

Proportion of households (%)
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o

A Accessgo nutrition information waslow acrosshe districts
A OnlyGokweNorth (59%9 and Gweru(58%) had more than half of the householdgeporting havingreceivednutrition information.
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Sources ofNutrition Information (41%)

Village Health
Workers/ Other

Government UN/NGOs Care group IYCF support grou Volunteers (%)
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
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 o.7 1.1 74.3 0.7
National 33.4 7.8 6.5 4.5 81.9 1.1

A Mosthouseholdsn the provincereceivednutrition information from villagehealth workers/volunteers(74.3%).

A Only5.7%and 1.1%of householdgeported to havereceivednutrition information from caregroupsand lYCRupportgroups respectivelys9




Access to Grain Storage Facllity
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A Accesdo grainstoragefacilitiesincreasedrom 39%in 2021to 52%in 2022
A Accesgo grainstoragefacilitieswashighestin Shurugwi98%9.
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Type of Grain Storage Facllity

Ordinary room Granary Bin/drum Crib Hermaticbags Metal silos
(%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0)
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

A Mosthouseholdsn the provinceusedan ordinaryroom (61.6%) to storegrain



Households whiciRecelved Information on Public
Health Diseases

Rabies Anthrax Cholera Typhoid Dysentery Salmonella Listeria
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
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

A Accessgo informationon public health diseasesvashighamonghouseholddor cholera(80.1%9 and anthrax(59.9%)
A Accessto information on cholera among householdswas highestin Gweru (9799 whilst accessto information on rabies was highestin

Chirumhanzy92.3%.
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Access to Information and Services For Physical an
Sexual Violence
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m Access to Information m Access to Services

A Lesghan athird of householdsn the provincereported havingaccesgo information on physicaland sexualviolence(32%) and serviceg23%).

A Accesgo both information and serviceon physicaland sexualiolencewaslow acrossall the districts
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Assets



Productive Assets

Sheller » 1
Water pump m 2
Traditional and modern beehive m 2
Pruning/cutting shears mm 3
Cultivator, ridger, planter ms—— 9
Knapsack sprayer messssssssssssssn 21
Pick-axe w43
Scotch cart s 4.3
Wheel barrow s 48
Plough oxen pulled messssssssssssss e 54
Sickle s 55
Spade or shovel messsss . G4
X e 89
- O 1 e 05

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

A Themostcommonlyowned productiveassetsby householdwere hoes(95%) and axes(89%9).
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Information and Communication Technology
Assets
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m Radio mTelevision m Telephone (including Mobile phones)

A Most of the householdownedtelephones(93%) , includingmobile phones
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Entrepreneural Assets

Peanut butter
producingmaching Weldingmachine Maputi gun Sewingmachine Stampmill
GrainMill/shop (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
(%0)
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 7.1 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

A Sewingmachinesvere ownedby 63.9%o0f the householddollowedby grainmill or shops(25%).
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Other Household Assets
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m Bicycle m Motorcycle mVehicle Solar system (panel, battery, inverter)

A Otherassetscommonlyownedby householdsvere solarsystems(76%).
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Social Protection



Households which received any Form of Support
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A The proportion of householdsvhichreceivedanyform of support was83%comparedto 80%reportedin 2021
A GokweSouth(68%), Kwekwe(87%), Mberengwa(80%) and Gweru(94%) reported anincreasen the proportion of householdsvhichreceived

anyform of supportin 2022 -



Support From Government and UN/NGOs

Support From Government

Support From NGOs
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A Mosthouseholdgeceivedsupportin form of cropinputs (70%) from Government beingthe highestin Mberengwa(96%) and Kwekwe(92%).

A Foodwasthe mostcommonform of supportreceivedfrom UN/NGObeinghighestin Chirumhanzy92%) and Mberengwa(92%).




Food Assistance from Government and Partners

N A Chirumhanzuy92%) and Mberengwa(92%) had

the highest proportion of households which

R 0 100 4 receivedfood assistancen the province

A GokweSouth(10%) had the least proportion of

GokweNorth
56

households which received food assistance

supportfrom Governmentand partners

= 56 Kwekwe

X

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
| District Boundary
<< Protected Areas
Food Assistance (Gvt & Partners) [%)]
7/ No Food Assistance Programmes
Hlo-20
[ 20 - 40
[140-60
[ 60 - 80
[ 30 - 100
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Loans, ISALS



Proportion of Households that Received a

Loan/Credit
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About 3.4%o0f the householdgeceiveda loan/credit with the highestproportionin Zvishavan€16.8%).
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Proportion of Households with &emberin an

ISAL Group
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A About16.7%of the householdshad membersin an IncomeSavingsind Landing(ISALMukandd UkugogelelxGroup
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Shocks and Hazards



Households which Experienced Shocks
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A Droughtor prolongedseasondry spellswere experiencedby 90.8% of householdsfollowed by sharpincreasein cereal prices (33.5%) and being

chargedmore for usingmobile moneyor swipe(33.1%). 87




Proportion ofHouseholdswvhich Reported Water
Logging as a Shock

A A Shurugwi (4299, Zvishavane(30%), Chirumhanzu
(20%) and Gweru(19%) hadthe highestproportion
— of householdswhich reported water logging in

Midlandsprovince
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Proportion of Householdswvhich Reported

Livestock Deathsas a Shock

I water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

| District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Livestock Deaths (%)

B 0-10
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[ 140-50
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[Je60-70

[ 70 - 80

I 30 - 90

A Chirumhanzu (0.4%) had the highest proportion of

householdsvhichreportedlivestockdeathsasa shock
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Proportion ofHouseholdswvhich Reported
Drought as a Shock

A Mberengwa (98%) and Gokwe North (9299
A had the highest proportion of households
. 100 whichreported droughtasa shock
|

I Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

[ | District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Drought Affected Households (%)
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Proportion ofHouseholdsvhich Reported
COVID19 as a Shock

A Gweru(36% ) and Gokwe South(31%) had

the highestproportion of householdswhich

reported COVIBL9 asa shock

Bl Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

| District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Covid 19 Affected Households (%)
Eo-10
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Proportion ofHouseholdsvhich Reported Cereal

B water Bodies
Provincial Boundary

| District Boundary

<< Protected Areas

Cereal Price Increase Affected Households (%)
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Price Increase as a Shock

A zvishavané70%) hadthe highestproportion
of householdswhich reported cereal price

increaseasa shock
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Proportion of Householdswvhich Reported
Human Wildlife Conflict as a Shock
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A zvishavang29%9 had the highestproportion
of householdswhich reported humanwildlife

conflictasashock
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Number ofShock€Experienced by Households

Number ofShocks
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A Zzvishavan€4.2), Shurugwi3.5) and Gweru(3.2) hadthe highestaveragenumberof shocksexperiencedoy households
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Severity of Shocks
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A Deathof mainincomeearner(92%), drought or prolongedmid seasondry spells(87%), and sharpincreasein cerealprices(82%) were reported

to havehadthe mostsevereimpacton households
95




Average Shock Exposure Index
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A Shockexposureindex s a result of multiplying the number of shocksexperiencedby householdswith impact severity of the shockto the
household

A zvishavané11.3), Shurugwi9.3) and Gweru(8.8) hadthe highestshockexposureindex,
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A Themajority of householdsperceivedthat they would not be ableto copewith floods (85.7%) andlossof employmentby a key householdmember

(75.8%).
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Irrigation



Number of Irrigation Schemes

N A Midlands had 44 irrigation schemesof
A which 23 were functional and 15 were

00 partially functional
— A Gokwe North had no irrigation

schemes

I Water Bodies
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<< Protected Areas

Total Number of Irrigation Schemes )
Zvishavang

[ No irrigation scheme 9
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B 20 - 22
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Non-functional Irrigation Scheme

A Of the six nonfunctional irrigation

N
schemes,Chirumhanzuand Zvishavane
0 100 200 km f
| ] %

had two nonfunctional irrigation

schemeseachwhile Kwekweand Gweru

had one non-functionalschemeeach
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Reasons for Partial and Nefnctionality

seasonality of water source

incomplete installation of infrastructure or equipment

need for rehabilitation works

collapsed dam wall

ZINWA/zESAblS . 1000

Inadequate Water £
broken down pUMp s 01—

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

m non functional m partially functional

A Themainreasonfor non-functionality of irrigation schemesvasdueto collapseddamwallsfollowed by silted dam/weir.
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Agriculture Production
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A The highestainfall was 740mm recorded in Gokwe. 103



Households that Planted Cereals
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o

m Maize m Sorghum (Mapfunde/Amabele) = Finger Millet (Rapoko, rukweza/Uphoko) = Pearl Millet (mhunga/unyawuthi)

A Maize(94%) wasthe most commonlygrown cereal
A Shurugwi 98%9) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat plantedmaize

A Sorghum(18%9 wasthe mostcommonlygrown smallgrain
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Householdthat Planted Pulses
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A Groundnuts(60%) were the most commonlygrown pulse acrossthe Province
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Sampled Household Average Cereal Production

Average Cereal Production

District Average Cereal Production

Maize Sorghum I;/i”r;g:r I\F/I)ﬁlirtl Population gg:g;l Requirement| Surplus

(Kgs) (Kgs) (Kgs) (Kgs) size (MT) (MT) (MT)
Chirumhanzu a4r77.7 28.2 48.2 25.7 Chirumhanzu 90473 23154 10857 12297
GokweNorth 349.9 154.5 81.8 71.2 Gokwe North 273312 39739 32797 6941
GokweSouth 336.5 359.2 101.3 94.8 Gokwe South 369724 49750 44367 5383
Gweru 245.4 21.8 5.6 0 Gweru 278852 9318 33462 -3163
Kwekwe 361.9 50.5 66.6 6.0 Kwekwe 348675 38953 41841 -2888
Mberengwa 190.8 81.7 23.0 67.0 Mberengwa 207903 9709 24948 -15239
Shurugwi 341.0 4.1 19.0 0 Shurugwi 111584 7494 13390 -5896
Zvishavane 203.9 106.3 23.8 12.5 Zvishavane 128846 6874 15462 -8588
Midlands 313.0 118.1 43.0 48.1 Total 1809369 | 184990 217124 -11153

Source ZimVAQ022 Source: Crop andivestockAssessment 2

A Averagehouseholdmaize productionwas313kg.

A Theprovincialcerealproductionwas18499MT (from the Cropand LivestockAssessmenBecondround)

A Althoughthere wassurplusin districtssuchas ChirumanzuGokweNorth and GokweSouth there wasa provincialcerealdeficit of 11153MT.
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Average Pulse Production

Cowpeas Groundnuts Roundnuts Sugar Beans

(Kgs) (Kgs) (Kgs) (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

A SugamBeang57.4kg)wasthe highestproducedpulsein the Province

A CowPeaswasthe leastproducedpulse(22.2kg)
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Average Cash Crop Production

Soya beans | Tobacco Sesame seeds| Cotton Paprika Sunflower | Summer Wheg  Other
(Kg) (Kg) (Kg) (Kg) (Kg) (Kg) (Kg) (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 @) 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

A Cotton(315.8kg)wasthe dominantcrop among the cashcrops

A GokweNorth (383.2kg) hadthe highest averagecotton production
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Cereal Stocks



Average

Cereal Stocks as at 1 April 2022

Maize Sorghum Finger Millets Pearl Millets Wheat

(kg) (kg) (kg) (kg) (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

A Gwerurecordedthe highestmaizestocks(118.7kg)followed by Chirumhanzy(104kg)

A Theloweststocksof maizewere recordedin Shurugwi42.8kg).
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Average Pulses Stocks as at 1 April 2022

Shelled Unshelled Unshelled
Groundnuts Groundnuts |ShelledRoundnuty  Roundnuts Cowpeas Beans

(kg) (kg) (kg) (kg) (kg) (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

A Gokwe Southhadthe highestunshelledgroundnutsstocks(23.3kg)
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Cereals from Casual Labour and Remittances

Cereald=rom Casual Labour Cereald=rom Remittances

(kg) (kg)
Chirumhanzu 33.2 3.1
GokweNorth 90.7 19.6
GokweSouth 7.7 37.3
Gweru 25.8 114
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

A GokweNorth (90.7kg) had the highestquantitiesof cerealfrom casualabour,whilst Kwekwe(21.8kg) had the least

112



Climate Smart Agriculture



Households that
PractisedClimate Smart Agriculture
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A Approximately91%of the householdgractisedclimatesmartagriculture
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Use of Quality Certified Seed
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A Inthe Province 26%o0f householdusedquality certified seed

A Kwekwehadthe highestusageof certified seed(45%). 115




Use of Community Seed Banks
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A Theproportion of householdsusingcommunityseedbankswasrelativelylow (3%) with GokweSouthhavingthe highestproportion (16%).




Use of Suitable Improved Varieties
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A About10%of the householdshad usedsuitableimprovedvarietieswith the highestproportion beingin GokweSouthand Gweru(18%).

117




Households which Grew Small Grains

Proportion of Households (%)
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A About(8%) of the householdggrewsmallgrains
A Mberengwa(16%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichgrewsmallgrainswhile Shurugwi2%) hadthe least



Crop Rotation
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Proportion of Households (%)

A Croprotation waspractisedby (12%) of the householdsacrossthe province

A GokweNorth (24%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswvhich practisedcrop rotation and GokweSouth(2%9 hadthe lowest
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Intercropping
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A Intercroppingwas practisedby 6% of the householdswith Gweru(11%) and Shurugwi(11%9 havingthe highestproportion of householdspractising
intercroppingwhile GokweSouth(1%) hadthe lowest
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Mulching
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A Mulchingwaspractisedby only (7% of the households

A Shurugwi20%) hadthe highestproportion of householdgractisingmulching
121




Use d Integrated Pest Management
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A Theuseof integratedpestmanagemenpracticeswaslow at 2%with the highestproportion beingin Zvishavané6%.




Use of Compost/Organic fertilizer
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A Only8%of the householdsusedcompost/organicfertilizersacrosshe province

A Theuseof compost/organidertilizers washighestin Shurugwiand Zvishavang13%).




Water and Soil Conservation



Water and Soil Conservation

Minimum tillage (e.g.,

Planting of fodder treef

Management or
protection of the
watershed (e.g.yertiva,

sisals, star grasses,

Sustainable harvesting
of forest products (e.g
NTFPSnarula, baobab

planting basins, ripper| Use of contour (e.g.,Moringa, gulley reclamation, |mopane worms, honey

2-wheel tractor)  |ridges/Contour planting Leucaena fodder trees) 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 29
Kwekwe 7.1 8.4 0.0 0.4 0.8
Mberengwa 24.6 23.5 1.1 0.7 0.0
Shurugwi 16.7 5.7 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

A Minimumtillage (39.2%) wasthe most practisedwater and soil conservatiortechnique
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Value Chains



Use of Improved Livestock Practices

Pen Fattening 0.0
Artificial Insemination 0.0
Animal Fodder preservation for ruminants | 0.1
Animal feed supplied by feed companies 0.3
Animal fodder production for ruminants 1 0.4
Survival feeding ( feeding of productive livestock in lean season)0.7
Use of services of community animal health worker ( Parave#) 1.3
Homemade animal feeds made with locally available ingredients 1.4
Water infrastructure for livestock at homestead mm 2.7
Spraying livestock to control ticksmmm 4.4
Routine vaccinations by Veterenarymmm 4.8
Improved animal shelters == 5.7
Home vaccinations s 10.2
Improved livestock breeds m——— 13.2

Dipping meeesssssss 152
Deworming massss—— 7.7

Castration maaeessssss—— 21 .8

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

A Most householdspractisingimproved livestockin the province reported to practise castration (21.8%), deworming (17.7%), dipping (15.2%9, use of
improvedlivestockbreeds(13.2%) and conductinghomevaccinationg10.2%).

A Penfattening and artificialinseminationof livestockwere not commonamonghouseholdsn the province 127



Use of Improved.ivestock Practices

Water Spraying
Improved | Improved |infrastructure| Routine livestock at
livestock animal |[for livestock af vaccinations| Home home control| Homemade
breeds shelters homestead |by Veterinary vaccinations | Castration Deworming | Dipping ticks animal feedg

District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
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 55 0.6
Zvishavane

13.2 2.8 0.6 6.7 7.5 22.4 16.0 21.8 55 0.1
Midlands

16.1 3.8 2.3 7.9 6.9 14.0 15.0 13.7 7.6 3.6

A Practices such as castration were more common among households in Mberengwa (28.8%) and Gweru (25%), while use ofiedpkvboeieds was

more common among households in Gweru (21%).
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Use of AgriculturaMarketing Practice
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m Access Agriculture inputs through agro-dealers m Receiving market information on prices, demand or product quality requirement
Use of formal organised marketing systems Marketing produce through farmer organisations
m Not aware of the practices m Did not practice

A Forty percent of households in the province did otitise agricultural marketing services available to them.
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Use Foodvalue Addition Practices
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® Improved quality control technologies® Drying, packaging, storages Food processing Branding and labeling m Not aware of the practicesm Did not practice

A Common food value addition practices utilised among households in the province included drying, packaging and storalje$838fgctices were mostly
utilised among households in Mberengwa (58%), Gokwe South (48%) and Gweru (46%).

A In the province, 34% of households did mtitise any food value addition practices 120



Livestock
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A The highest proportion of households that owned more than five (5) cattle waunugwi40%) and the lowest was in Gokwe North and
Gweru at 22%.

A The proportion of households that did not own cattle was 47% and the highest proportion was in Gweru (56%).
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ouseholds that Owned Goats
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A The highest proportion of households that owned 5 or more goats whtberengwa(31%).

A The proportion of households that did not own goats was 51%, and Gweru (69%) had the highest proportion of housebioltid not own goats.

133




Households that Owned Donkeys

Proportion of households (%)

5
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A The majority of households did not own donkeys (93%).
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Livestock Mortality

Cattle Goats

0 100 0 100 200 km

Bl water Bodies
| Provincial Boundary
|| District Boundary

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundary
— District Boundary

<< Protected Areas << Protected Areas
Cattle Mortality (%) Goat Mortality (%)
Il o-10 [ ]
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A Chirumhanzu24%) and Gweru(12%) and hadthe highestcattle mortality.
A Goatmortality washighestin Chirumhanzy17%), Zvishavang17%) and Gweru(15%). 135



Causes of Cattle and Goat Deaths
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water consumption

o
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A Diseasesverereported asthe major causeof death for cattle (86%) and Goats(78%).
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Proportion of Households that Owne8&8mall
Livestock
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m Proportion (%) of HH owning pigs
m Proportion (%) of HH owning poultry (chicken, ducks, guinea fowls, etc)
m Proportion (%) of household owning rabbits

A About (8299 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)
. 363 36 80 124 6
Chirumhanzu
GokweNorth 239 19 0 150 4
GokweSouth 242 23 43 51 4
353 42 77 85 6
Gweru
Kwekwe 330 33 30 80 5
Mberengwa 350 44 0 113 7
Shurugwi 417 46 0 0 7
) 375 40 60 127 5
Zvishavane
Midlands 334 35 64 98 5

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

(USDR42).

A Goatpriceswere highestin ShurugwiUSD46) and lowestin GokweNorth (USDL9).
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Cattle and Goat Prices (USD)

Cattle Prices

Goat Prices

GokweNorth
239
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A Theaveragepricefor cattlein the provincewasUS[334

A Goatswere cheaperin the northern part of the province
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District Maize Prices (USD)

Maize Grain

Maize Meal
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Maize Grain Prices (USD)
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A GokweNorth (US.16 per kg)and GokweSouth(USD0.19 per kg) hadthe lowestmaizegrainprice,

A GokweSouth(USD0.40 per kg)and Mberengwa(USM.39 per kg) had the highestpricesfor maizemeal

141




District AverageSmall Grain Price@JSD)

Sorghum (USD/kQ)

Finger millet ( USD/kQg)

Pearl millet(USD/kQ)

0 1.1 0
Chirumhanzu
T )
Gokwe North 0 0 0.9
) 1. 1.4
Gokwe South 0.8 6
1.8 2.2 0.7
Gweru
0.7 1.1 0
Kwekwe
1.9 0 0
Mberengwa
1.7 1.1 0
Shurugwi
. 0.8 1.0 1.2
Zvishavane
Midlands 1.1 1.2 1.1

A Fingemillet wasthe highestpricedamongthe smallgraincereals(USDL.2/kg).
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Income and Expenditure



Most Important IncomeSources

Government social transfersn 1
Other 1 1
Cutting and selling thatching grass 1
Gathering natural products for sale e.g. firewoods 1
Brick & Durawall moulding = 1
Begging = 1
Draught power hiring = 1
Own business m 1
Pension m 2

Livestock resale ma 2

Vending == 2

Skilled trade/artisan wm 2

Gifts mm 2

Food crop resale mm 3

Vegetables fruits resale mm 3

Cash crop production mss 3

Remittances outside s 5
Petty trade w6
Small scale mining/mineral saleSm— 7
Livestock production/sales m—— 3
Remittance within m—— 10
Food crop production/sales s 10
Vegetables production/sales m——— 12
Casual labour mee—————— 16

0 10 20 30 40

50 60 70 80 90

100
Proportion of Households (%)

A Themost important income sourceswere casuallabour (16%), vegetableproduction/sales(12%9), food crop production/sales(10%) and
remittancewithin the country (10%). Las




Most Important IncomeSourceduy District

Small

Food Vegetab Cash Livestod scale

Remitta| Remitta| crop | Food es |Vegetab crop Draught k Skilled Fishing/1 mining/

nces nce |producti| crop |producti|es fruits|producti Casual| power |productifLivestogtrade/ar| Own Petty | ishing mineral

outside| within |on/saleg resale |on/saleg resale | on |Begging labour | hiring |on/saleq k resalel tisan |busines{Vending Pension trade | resale | Gifts | sales

) | %) | (%) | () | ) | ) | ) | () | %) | ) | ) | B | ) | ) | () | ) | ) | () | (%) | (%)

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 15 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 0.3 104 0.2 6.4 3.1 1.2 1.0 0.8 0.5 15 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 14 5.4 15 6.4 0.5 4.7 4.7
Kwekwe 6.9 10.8 8.5 0.8 8.5 1.2 1.8 0.2 134 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 0.2 155 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 14 1.7 1.8 2.4 1.7 7.3 0.9 1.3 8.5

A GokweNorth (23.9%) and Mberengwa(19.7%) relied more on casualabourwhilst Kwekwe(15.4%) relied more on smallscalemining/mineralsales
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Main Income Contributor

Other non
Both father and Other householqg  household
Father Mother mother Daughter Son members members
District (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Chirumhanzu 24 .5 28.1 18.7 7.5 9.2 53 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 53 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 95 11.6 16.3 8.4 11
Midlands
27.5 25.3 16.4 10.5 12.8 5.8 1.6
A Themaincontributor of incomewasthe father (27.5%).
A About6.7%of householdsn Chirumhanzihad non-householdmembersasthe maincontributor of income 146




Average Household Monthly IncomApril 2022
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A The averagehouseholdmonthly income was ZWI$22 226.00 with the lowest averagehouseholdmonthly income in Gokwe South (ZWI$11

009.20).

A Generallythere has been an increasein the averagehouseholdincome from USE31 in 2020to USIY0.1 in 2022 exceptfor Mberengwaand
Zvishavanehat recordeda decrease
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Average Household Monthly Expenditugpril
2022
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ZWL
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A Generallythe averagemonthly expenditureincreasedacrossmostof the districtsexceptin GokweNorth, Mberengwaand Zvishavane

A Thehighesthouseholdaveragemonthly expenditurewasin Shurugw{US23.8).
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Food Expenditure
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A Theproportion of food expenditurewas48.6% a decreaserom 55%reportedin 2021

A Thelowestfood expenditurewasin Mberengwa(34.8%) whichwasthe largest drop from 68%in 2021
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Average Household 6 Months Expenditure
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A Theaveragehouseholds monthsexpenditurewasUS28.30.
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A GokweNorth (US[14.20) hadthe lowestaverageé monthsexpenditure
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SixMonth Expenditure

Amount (ZWL)
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expenditure

A Most of the sixmonth expenditurewastowardseducationcostsfollowed by agriculture
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Nutrition and Diets



Food Consumption Patterns



Food Consumption Score

Food Consumption

Score Groups Score Description

BORDERLINE 21.535 An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetables @ays, sugar-&
days, oil/fat 3 days, meat/fish/egg/pulses-P days a week, while dairy

products are totally absent
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Food Consumption Patterns Trend
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o

A Food consumption patterns have improviedm the past three years as households with poor consumption patterns decreased from 34% in
2021 to 22% ir022.

A Households witlacceptableconsumption patterns increased from 38% to 51% during the same period. 155



Food Consumption Patterns

2021 2022

Proportion of Households (%)
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Food consumption patterns improved in all districts compared to the preceding year.

About half ofthe household$51%) had acceptable food consumption patterns which was a 13 percentage point increase from 2021.

: : : : : 156
Shurugwi74%) hadhe highestproportion of households with acceptable consumption patterns.



Poor Food Consumption Patterns by District

2021 2022
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A Generally, the proportion of households with poor food consumption patterns decreased compared to 2021.

A Gokwe North (41%) had the highest proportion of households consuming poomdiitis wasan increase from 37% in 2021. 157



Average Number of Days Households Consumed
Food from Various Food Groups

Dairy | —
Legumes | ——
Fruits [ ———
vegetabies | e
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A Households mostly consumed cereals, oils and vegetables.

. : . . : : : 158
A Although consumption of meat, fruits, legumes and dagsstill low, it has improved from the previous year, 2021.



Household Consumption of Protein, Iron
and Vitamin A Rich Foods
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A Iron rich foods were the least consumed (66%) followed by protein rich foods (86%) while vitamifrdodstvere the mostly consumed
159
(97%).



HouseholdsConsumption of IroRRichFoods
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A Ironis an essentialmicromineralrequired for the synthesisof blood cellsin the body. Iron deficiencycausesanaemiawhose symptoms
includeunusualfatigueandreducedimmuneresponse

A GokweNorth (66.4%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichneverconsumedron-rich foodssevendaysprior to the survey 160



Trend of Poor Consumption of IreRich
Foods
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A Althoughthe proportion of householdgthat never consumedron-rich foods sevendaysprecedingsurveywas 34%, it hasdecreasedver

the years 161



HouseholdsConsumption ofProtein-Rich Foods
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A Inadequateprotein intakeinhibits proper body growth, tissuerepair andimmunefunction.

A Cumulatively14.1%of the householdseverconsumedorotein-rich foodssevendaysprecedingthe survey oo



HouseholdLConsumption ofVitamin Arich Foods
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A Vitamin A is essentialfor vision, cell division, reproduction and immunity. Vitamin A deficiencycausesnight blindnessand is associated
with low immuneresponse maternalmortality and poor pregnancyoutcomes

A Theproportion of householdghat neverconsumedVitaminA rich foodsprior to the surveywas3.2%
163



Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS)

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

A Based on the HDDS, a household may be classified as follows:

HDDS Classification
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Average Household Dietary Diversity

By District By Year
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A Onaverageall districtswere consumingabout 6 food groupsout of a possible12.

A Althoughhouseholddietary diversityhasimprovedsince2020(4.5), the currentfindingwasa slightdecreaserom the 6.2 reportedin 2%51
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Minimum Dietary Diversity of Women of Child
Bearing Age
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Almost half (48.2%) of women had Minimum Dietary Diversity (MDB)o24 preceding the survey.
Generally, MDD for Women of Child Bearing Age (WCBA) improved across all districts with the exception of Gokwe North.

: . . . : .1
Zvishavane had the lowest increase of 3.3 percentage points @hitamhanzihad the highest increase of 29.1 percentage pomts.66






