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Foreword

The ZimbabweVulnerability AssessmenCommittee (ZimVACxontinuesto undertake annuallivelihoodsassessmentsn fulfilment of Commitment6 of the Food and Nutrition
SecurityPolicy Todate, ZimVACasundertaken10 Urbanand 23 RuralLivelihoodsAssessmentsThe assessmentesultshave becomean important tool for informing and guiding
policiesand programmesthat respondto the prevailingfood and nutrition securitysituation The2023RuralLivelihoodsAssessmentvasguidedby the Governmentof %A Yo I 6 4 S Qa
unwaveringcommitmentto ensuringa national integrated Foodand Nutrition Securitylnformation Systemthat providestimely and reliable information on the food and nutrition

securitysituationandthe effectivenes®f programmesandinformsdecisionmaking

Thisreport providesupdateson pertinent rural K 2 dza S fivelihd®dsiSsueswhich include demographicshealth, nutrition, WASH socialprotection, food consumptionpatterns,
income sources,income levels,expenditure patterns, copingstrategies,shocksand food security ThisRuralLivelihoodsAssessmenplaceshouseholdsand their membersat the
centre of analysisand decisionmaking,with the implicationthat householdcentred analysismust play a role in developingan understandingof livelihood strategies programmes,
project planningand evaluation Themethodologyusedin this assessmenis contextualand attemptsto capturea socialphenomenawithin its social,economicand cultural context,

whilstacknowledginghe complexnature of rural livelihoods

We continueto expressour gratitude to ZimVAGstakeholdersfor undertakingthe assessmentwith tremendoussupport from the food and nutrition security structuresat both
provincialand district levels The assessmenteceivedfinancialsupport and technicalleadershipfrom the Governmentof Zimbabweand its DevelopmentPartners Without this
support, the 2023 RuralLivelihoodsAssessmentvould not have been successfulWe would like to appreciatethe rural communitiesof Zimbabwe the local authorities aswell as
TraditionalLeaders for cooperatingand supportingthis assessmentWe submit this report to you for your use and referencein your invaluablework towards addressingpriority

issueskeepingmanyof our rural households/ulnerableto food and nutrition insecurity

W

GeorgeD. Kembo (Dr.)
FNODirector General/ZimVAGChairperson
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Introduction andBackground



Introduction

A ZimVAGivelihoodsl & & S & aras8itgcordimeto be animportant tool for informing and guidingpolicies

and programmeghat respondto the prevailingfood and nutrition securitysituation.

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
(ZIMVAC)

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
whosemandateis to promote a multi-sectoralresponseto food insecurityand nutrition problemsin a mannerwhich 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 AdvisingGovernmenbn the strategicdirectionin food and nutrition security

A Undertakinga & ¢ I (1 ONIRtAaSSuUpportingand facilitating action to ensuresector commitmentsin food and nutrition are
kepton trackthrougha numberof corefunctionssuchas
A Undertakingfood and nutrition assessmentsanalysisandresearch
A Promotingmulti-sectoralandinnovativeapproachedor addressindood and nutrition insecurity,anc

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 NationalDevelopmeniStrategyl, the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicyandthe ZeroHungerStrategy

A Monitor interventionsto ensureadherenceto the principlesspelt out in regionaland 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 | auwab &das, for the purpose of informing policy formulation and programming

appropriateinterventions



Objectives

Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentvere;

1. To estimate the population that is likely to be food insecurein the 202324 consumptionyear, their geographic

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

3. Todescribethe sociceconomicprofiles of rural householdsin terms of characteristicssuch as their demographics,
accesgo basicserviceqeducation,health servicesand water and sanitationfacilities),assetsjncomesourcesjncomes

andexpenditurepatterns,food consumptionpatternsand consumptioncopingstrategies
4. Todeterminethe coverageof humanitarianand developmentainterventionsin the country:.
5. Todeterminethe effectsof shocksexperiencedoy communitieson food and nutrition security

6. Toidentify developmentpriorities for communities



Contextual Analysis Background

Ruralcommunitiescontinueto be exposedto both systemicand idiosyncraticshocks Thiscallsfor ongoingmonitoring of the food and nutrition

situationasit evolves

The2022 2023seasonwascharacterisedy an earlyonsetof rainsin most parts of the country. Howeverthe Mashonalandorovincesexperienced

arather late onsetof the season

Theearliesteffectiverainswere receivedtowardsthe end of November2022in the centraland northern parts of the country. Most southernparts
of the country experiencedtheir onset from the third dekad of December2022 The bulk of the cereal cropswere planted in Novemberand
December2022

Cyclone Freddy, which formed in the Indian Ocean in late January 2023, brought heavy rains and strong winds to parts dhdzsbeve,

causing damage to crops and infrastructure. The cyclone also triggered landslides and mudslides in some areas, displacing peo

Accordingtoth@ A Y AAUNR 2F [FYRAZ ! ANRKROdzf G dzZNB > CIRaukdMIp, SitieStocR dndiFshrids )XsRessmdriJ
Report, here was a 59% increase in food crops production compared to last season. The total cereal production was 2 579 24% BT agains

national cereal requirement of 1 837 742 MT for human consumption and 450 000 MT for livestock.
BetweenApriland May 2023 food pricesgenerallyincreasedacrosghe country,mainlyin ZWL

Theincreasingood pricescontinueto limit householdpurchasingoower, particularlyhouseholdghat are dependenton marketpurchasedgor food.



Economic Stabilisation Measures

Governmentthroughthe Ministry responsiblefor Financehasalsoput in placea numberof measuresvhichresultedin the following:

A Total foreign currencyreceipts for the period Januaryto 31 December2022 amountedto USp11.6 billion comparedto US$9.9 billion

receivedduringthe sameperiodin 2021, representinga 17.3%increase

A Month-on-month inflation declinedfrom 0.7%in January2023to -1.6%in February2023and 0.1%in March 2023 The month-on-month
inflation rate in April 2023 was 2.4 percent gaining2.3 percentagepoints on the March 2023 rate of 0.1 percent Annualinflation also
declinedfrom 1015%in January2023to 92.3%in February2023andfurther downto 87.6%in March2023

A Economiogrowth is forecastat 3.8%in 2023 largelypremisedon the anticipatedincreasein mining output supportedby the favourable
international commodity prices The recovery of the agriculture sector, following the droughtinduced fall in outturn thus far, is also

expectedto contribute significantlyto growthin 2023(RBZ2023.

A Governmentincreasedaccesgo foreigncurrencyto the formal bankingsystemthrough the willing-buyerwilling-sellerpolicy aswell asthe

DutchAuctionSystem



GovernmentMitigatory Measures

Governmentremained committed to ensuringthat every Zimbabweanis free from hungerand all forms of malnutrition and led the

implementationof the followingmeasurego ensurefood securityfor all people

a) Supporting the vulnerable groups through the SustainableLivelihoodsProgramme,distribution of food aid (in-kind) and cash

transfers cashtransferfor cereals harmonisedsocialcashtransfers

b) Removingrestrictionson food importation (Statutory Instrument 80 of 2023: Removalof import duty on cookingoil, maizemeal,

milk, sugarandrice,amongother basiccommoditiesto ensureaffordability of essentiafoodstuffs

c) Easingof restrictions on maize grain trade (Statutory Instrument 56 of 2023 thus increasingmaize grain flows and improving

availability

d) Accelerationof rural industrialisationand rural development EightPresidentiaProgrammesvere beingimplementedto accelerate
rural industrialisationand rural development- PresidentialClimateProofed Inputs Scheme,PresidentialClimateProofed Cotton
Scheme,PresidentialRural Development Programme,Presidential Blitz Tick Grease Scheme,Presidential Community Fisheries

SchemePresidentiaPoultrySchemePresidentialGoatSchemeandVision2030AcceleratoModel (V30 Accelerator)



g)

h)

GovernmentMitigatory Measures

Enablingenvironment Governmentalsoopenedup spacefor developmentpartnersto contribute andassist

National Public Infrastructure Investment Programmeprioritises and embracesprojects identified by communities Major
trunk roads are now being upgraded,new infrastructure being constructed,and additional raw water sourcesare being

deliveredto mitigatethe impactof climatechange

Accessto consumptive water through availing resourcestowards borehole drilling, rehabilitation and construction of

Headworkdor livestockwater troughs

Strengthening of Multi-Sectoral Structuresin order to operationalisea cohesiveresponseto the food and nutrition
challengesThe structuresinclude the following: Inter-Ministerial CabinetCommitteefor Foodand Nutrition Security,Inter-
Ministerial Grainlmportation Committee,Internal Logisticsaand Distribution of GrainCommittee,WorkingPartyof Permanent
SecretariesfFFood Aid Working Group, National Food and Nutrition SecurityCommittee, District Foodand Nutrition Security
Committees, District Drought Relief Committeesand Ward Food and Nutrition Security Committees (inclusive of local

leadershipincludinglocalCouncilorsand Chiefs)



Assessment Methodology



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

A ZimVAC through multi-stakeholder consultations, developed an appropriate assessmentdesign concept note and data

collectiontools informed by the assessmenbbjectives

A Theprimary data collectiontools usedin the assessmentvere the androidcbasedstructured householdquestionnaire the
communityFocusGroupDiscussioffFGDYyuideandthe/ K A BGDJude

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

trainingin all aspectsof the assessmentlrainingfor enumeratorswasdoneat district level

A The Ministry of LocalGovernmentcoordinatedthe recruitment of district level enumeratorsand mobilisation of provincial
supervisiorand district enumerationvehicles Threeenumeratorswere selectedfrom eachdistrict for data collectionand one

anthropometristwasresponsiblgor takinganthropometricmeasurements

A Enumeratortraining washeld from 4 to 5 May 2023 Primarydata collectiontook placefrom 6 to 17 May 2023 Dataanalysis
and report writing ran from 22 May to 2 June2023 Varioussecondarydata sourcesand field observationswere usedto

contextualisethe analysisandreporting.



Methodology- Sampling and Sample Size

A Household food insecurity prevalence was used as the key indicator to
determine the sample to ensure 95% confidence level of statistical
representativenesat district, provincialand nationallevel

A The surveycollected data from 1 500 randomly selected EnumeratedAreas
(EAS)

A Atwo stagedclustersamplingwasusedand comprisedof:

A Samplingof 25 clustersper eachof the 60 rural districts,denotedasEAs
in this assessmentirom the ZimbabweStatisticsAgency(ZIMSTAT2022
mastersamplingframe usingthe PPSnethodology

A The second stage involved the systematic random sampling of 10
householdsper EA(village)

A At least 250 householdswere sampled per district. A total of 15 009
householdswvere interviewed

A Eight FGDsand at least 2 / K A @@ &roup Discussionsvere held per

district.

Number of Interviewed

Province Households
Manicaland 1748
Mash Central 2007
Mash East 2254
Mash West 1759
Mat North 1752
Mat South 1752
Midlands 2007
Masvingo 1730
National 15009




Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

LEGEND
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[ Provincial Boundary
Il Water Bodies
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0 75 150 km
| I
Map Data Source(s):

Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Data Preparation and Analysis

w Primarydatawastranscribed usingCSEntryn android gadgetsand usingCSProlt wasconsolidated and convertedinto
SPSSTATANnd DBFdatasetsfor:
A Householdstructured interviews
A CommunityFocusGroupDiscussions
A | K A BogugzioupDiscussions

w Datacleaningandanalysisvere doneusingSPSSSTATAENA Microsoft Exceland GlSpackages

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

internationalframeworks,wherethey exist

w Genderasa crosscuttingissue wasrecognisedhroughoutthe analysis



Technical Scope

The2022RLAcollectedand analysednformation on the followingthematicareas

1 Health 1 Sociabrotection

1T WASH 1 Youth

1 Nutrition 1 Linkagesamongstthe key sectoral and thematic
areas

1 Agricultureandother rural livelinoodsactivities

T Food security T Crosscuttingissuessuchasgender



Demographic Description of the Sample



Household Characteristics



Characteristics of Respondents

Province Age of Respondent (years) Sex of respondent (%)
Male Female
Manicaland 45.3 33.8 66.2
Mash Central 46.9 38.3 61.7
Mash East 47.6 37.6 63.0
Mash West 42.4 39.4 60.6
Mat North 49.6 38.0 62.0
Mat South 48.4 30.1 69.9
Midlands 49.4 32.6 67.4
Masvingo 48.5 31.5 65.5
National 47.3 35.2 64.8

A Theaverageageof the respondentsvas47.3 years

A About64.8%o0f the respondentswvere females




| 2dza SK2f R Chffart@isidsh Q

Number of Children

_ Sex (n) HouseholdMembers
Province
Household 0-23 24-59 10-17 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65+
size Male Female [ Months | Months | 0-9 Yeard Years Years Years Years Years | Years

Manicaland 4.2 47.2 52.8 247 482 23.7 22.0 16.1 11.2 10.2 9.6 7.1
Mash Central 4.2 48.7 51.3 437 668 26.6 19.1 17.4 11.8 10.1 7.9 7.1
Mash East 4.2 48.5 51.5 483 789 26.0 19.7 16.5 10.4 9.3 9.5 8.6
Mash West 4.3 49.7 50.3 346 615 24.9 18.1 20.0 12.5 9.9 9.4 5.1
Mat North 4.7 47.5 52.5 294 552 23.4 21.7 15.9 10.3 8.7 11.0 8.9
Mat South 4.5 46.4 53.6 320 587 24.6 20.3 16.6 10.0 8.9 10.1 9.3
Midlands 5.0 48.1 51.9 437 801 25.0 20.2 16.9 9.7 9.3 9.9 9.0
Masvingo 4.7 47.6 52.4 300 555 24.3 22.5 15.0 9.4 10.3 9.7 8.8
National 4.5 48.0 52.0 2864 5049 24.8 20.4 16.8 10.6 9.6 9.7 8.1

A Theaveragehouseholdsizewasat 4.5.

A Femaleg52%) constitutedthe majority of the householdmembers

A The 65+ yearsagerangeconstituted8.1%of householdmembers
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Characteristics of Household Head

Household Head Sex Household Head by Category
Average Household Head Ag 06) -

Province (%) Female Male Child Headed | Elderly Headed
Manicaland 50.2 32.6 67.4 0.2 29.7
Mash Central 53.1 27.2 72.6 0.0 27.0
Mash East 51.5 34.1 65.7 0.2 34.3
Mash West 47.5 24.0 75.7 0.1 22.7
Mat North 56.9 34.5 65.4 0.1 40.8
Mat South 57.9 43.6 56.4 0.2 40.8
Midlands 55.9 31.1 68.9 0.1 37.0
Masvingo 53.1 36.4 63.5 0.1 34.1
National 53.2 32.8 67.0 0.1 33.3

A Theaverageageof householdheadswas53.2 years
A About32.8%of the householdsvere femaleheaded with the highestproportion in MatabelelandSouth(43.6%).

A Atleast33.3%of the householdswvere elderlyheadedwhile 0.1%were child-headed
29




Characteristics of Household Head: Marital
Status

Proportion of households heads (%)

g IIII 2 —t L

90 16
22 20 24 24 25 23 23

3 8 26
g 6 8 4 5 7

60 8
50
40
30
20
10
0

Manicaland Mash Central Mash East Mash West Mat North  Mat South  Midlands Masvingo National

m Married living together  m Married living apart Divorced/separated Widow/widower  ® Never married

Nationally,60% of the householdheadswere marriedandliving togetherwith their spousewhilst 23%were widowed
MatabelelandSouth(47%) hadthe leastproportion of householdheadswho were married and living together with their spousesThe

provincealsohadthe highestproportion of householdheadswho were widowed (26%).
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Characteristics of Household Head: Education
Level Attained

90
— 21.6 e
S
< 80 36.5 ’ 31.8 34.0
g 39.2 40.3 36.1 36.7
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o 60
<
[}
S
e
S 40
c
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s 30
Q.
2
a 20

10

0

Manicaland  Mash Central Mash East Mash West Mat North Mat South Midlands Masvingo National
mNone mPrimarylevel =mZJC level = O'level mA'level and above

A About8%%of the householdheadshad attained someform of education
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Characteristics of Respondents: Education Level
Attained

100 50 19 33 3.3 20 3.0 3.2 29 29
90

32.1
80 36.5 37.4 35.5

30.7 29.2

70
60 . .
° B B
40
30
20
10

0

Manicaland Mash Central Mash East Mash West Mat North Mat South  Midlands  Masvingo

23.7
29.9 32.1

Proportion of respondents (%)

mNone mPrimarylevel mZJC level = O'level mA'level

A About89.5% of the respondentshad attained someform of education Thisreflectstheir ability to articulate developmentaliissuesthat

pertainto their householdsand communities
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Characteristics of Household Head: Religion

100

(o]
o

38.6

Proportion of households heads (%)

11
4.2 2.4 1.9

Apostolic Pentecostal Zion Protestant No religion Roman Other Traditional Islam and
Sect Catholic Christian others

A The highest proportion of household heads were mainly of the Apostolic sect (38.6%), Pentecostal (12.7%) and Zion (11.5%).
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Orphaned Children

Proportion of households (%)

20 15.8 14.3 14.1 14.9

0
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A About16.9%of the householdshad at leastan orphan
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Chronic Conditions



Chronic Conditions
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A Theproportion of householdsvhichhad a memberwith a chronicconditionwas8.8%
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Household Members Who Had Chronic Conditions
(8.8%)

Members HIV Diabetes Hyperten Arthritis. | Epilens Ulcer, Not
with . . Heart high sion, High S, | =PreEpsy Tubercul| Kidney | chronic | Cerebral| Mental | ..
. . linfection,| .. Asthma chronic | seizures| Stroke | Cancer . . . willing to| Other
Province Chronic disease| blood blood . : osis |diseaseqstomach| palsy | illness | .
» AIDS (%) body pairf  fits (%) (%) . disclose| (%)
Condition (%) (%) sugar pressure (%) (%) (%) (%) pain (%) (%) (%)
(%) ’ (%) (%) ° ’ (%) ’
Manicaland 7.3 1.6 0.2 1.6 0.6 2.8 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.2
Mash Central 7.0 15 0.4 1.2 0.7 2.0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.7
Mash East 9.2 2.0 0.5 1.6 0.8 3.5 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.5
Mash West 7.9 2.2 0.4 1.3 0.6 2.5 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4
Mat North 10.6 4.9 0.2 1.7 0.8 2.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.3
Mat South 10.1 4.2 0.3 1.3 0.7 2.8 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.5
Midlands 9.7 2.4 0.4 14 0.8 3.2 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.6
Masvingo 8.3 3.0 0.4 1.3 0.7 1.7 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.4
National 8.8 2.7 0.4 1.4 0.7 2.6 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.5

A HIVinfections/AIDS2.7%9 and hypertension/highblood pressure(2.6%9) were the major chronicconditionscited.
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Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH)



Ladder for Drinking Water Services

ServicelLevel Definition

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

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

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

G L Y LINEridknB water 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 Source by Year

2022 2023
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m Unimproved water ® Improved water m Unimproved water ® Improved water

A Therewasno changein the proportion of householdsaccessingmprovedwater sourcesin 2022and 2023
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Main Drinking Water Services
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2023

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Therewasadecreasen the proportion of householdsaccessindgasicwater servicesrom 64%in 2022to 60%in 2023

A Masvingo(26%9) had a greaterproportion of householdgdrinkingfrom unimprovedwater sourcesascomparedto the other provinces
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Households Drinking Surface Water by District

LEGEND

[ Provincial Boundary
Il Water Bodies

(111 National Parks

Rely on Surface Water (%)
[ None

A Mangwe (24.9%),Chiredz(17.4 %) and Gokwe o

North (17.5% had the highest proportion of

householddrinkingsurfacewater.

0 75 150 km
||
Map Data Source(s):

Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer|
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Households Treating Drinking Water

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Only3.1%of householdgeportedto be treating their drinkingwater.

A Treatingof drinkingwater protectscommunitiesagainstwater borne diseasesuchascholeraand diarrhealdiseases
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Distance Travelled to Main Water Source
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National

A Atleast83%of the householdsvere accessingvater within a distanceof 1km.

A Howeverattention needsto be paidto 17%of householdsvhichtravelledmore than 1km.
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Time Taken to and from Drinking Water Source
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m Water source in premises m® Less than/equal to 30 minutes 31 minutes to 1 hour = More than 1 hour

A About75%of the householdsspentlessthan 30 minutesfetchingwater.
A Attention needsto be paidto the 6%of householdsvhichspentmorethan 1 hour.
A MatabelelandSouthhadthe highestproportion of householdg10%) spendingmore than one hour fetchingwater.
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Sanitation



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, hangingines and
budket latrines.

Note: Improved sanitation facilities: Facilities that ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human contact.
¢tKSe Ay OfdzZRS DbdzaK 2NJ LJI2dzNJ bdzaK (2Af Skt GNAYSS . f
upgradeable Blair latrine.
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Household Sanitation Services
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Open defecation = Unimproved = Limited Basic

A About51%of householdshad accesgo basicsanitationservices




Access to Improved Sanitation
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Open defecation Unimproved sanitation  ® Improved sanitation

A About61%of rural householdshad accesgo improvedsanitation

T

MashonalandEast(75%) hadthe highestproportion of householdswith accesgo improvedsanitation
A MatabelelandNorth (53%), MatabelelandSouth (36%) and Masvingo(36%) had the highestproportion of householdspractising open

defecation 49




Access to Improved Sanitation by Year

2022 2023
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m Unimproved sanitation

Open defecation m Unimproved sanitation

B Improved sanitation

A Accesso improvedsanitationhasslightlydecreasedacrossall provinces

A Ofconcernisthe increasedproportion of householdgractisingopendefecationin all provinces

50




Open Defecation by District

A Most districts in Matabeleland North had over 40% of the
householdgpractisingopendefecation

A Bingadistrict had 80%of householdgractisingopendefecation

A Open defecationin MatabelelandNorth has been consistently

highoverthe years
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A
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Map Data Source(s):
Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer|
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Access to Handwashing Facility

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Themajority of householdg92.9%) had no handwashindacility.
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Handwashing at Critical Times

Proportion of Households (%)
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Other

Most householdgpractisedhandwashingafter usingthe toilet (74.8%), before/after eating(69.7%), and before handlingfood (68.7%).
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Access to Critical Infrastructure and Services



Households Accessing Police Services Within One Hour
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A About40%of the householdshad accesgo Policeserviceswithin anhour,
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A About 41% of households were aware of the Police viftiemdly services.
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Approximate Distance to the Nearest Primary Scho
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A Seventythree percentof householdshadaccesgo a primaryschoolwithin a radiusof 5km.

A About3%travelledmore than 10km.
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Approximate Distance to the Nearest Health Facllit
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m Less than 5km m5km to 10km m More than 10km Don't know

A Nationally,53%o0f householddraveledlessthan 5km to the nearesthealth facility, while 34%traveledbetween5 ¢ 10 km.
A MatabelelandSouthand Masvingohad about 20%of householdswvhichtravelledmore than 10 km to the nearesthealth facility.
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Access to Health Information and Services
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m Access to health-related informationm Access to the services of a village health workar Access to nutrition information

A All provinceshad over 60% of their householdswith accessto health information, nutrition information and servicesof Village Health

Workers
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Social Protection



Households which Received Any Form of Support

2022 2023
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A Chirumhanzy94%), Hwedza(93%) and Zvishavan€92%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreceivedanyform

of support
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Households which Recelved Any Form of Suppor
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A Nationallythe proportion of householdsvhichreceivedsomeform of socialassistancdasremainedhigh
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Sources of Support

Charity Groups | 1
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Diaspora [ 7
RuralRelatives I 8
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NGO/UN I 12
Government " 6
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A Governments applaudedfor beingthe major sourceof supportin rural areasasreported by 66%of the households
A UN/NGO<Z12% providedcomplementarysupporttowardsGovernmentefforts.

A Governmentand developmentpartnersare commendedor maintainingconsistencyin their supportto the vulnerablepopulation
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Sources of Any Form of Support

Government NGO/UN Churches Urban Relatives| Rural Relatives Diaspora Charity
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Province 2022 2023 | 2022 | 2023 | 2022 | 2023 | 2022 | 2023 | 2022 | 2023 | 2022 | 2023 | 2022 | 2023
Manicaland 57 63 12 12 1 2 6 9 13 6 4 3 0 0
MashCentral 65 71 6 13 3 2 16 5 10 6 2 2 1 0
MashEast 69 67 9 15 2 2 21 12 28 7 8 5 0 1
MashWest 64 68 9 4 2 2 11 6 10 6 3 2 1 1
Mat North 45 62 29 18 1 1 10 9 9 8 11 9 1 1
Mat South 47 54 19 12 1 1 10 10 12 11 22 18 1 1
Midlands 73 73 15 5 2 1 16 10 21 6 11 7 2 1
Masvingo 63 65 15 17 3 2 24 20 24 17 14 11 3 0
National 61 66 14 12 2 2 14 10 16 8 9 7 1 1

A Governmenisupportincreasedrom 61%in 2022to 66%in 2023
A Supportfrom UN/NGOslecreasedrom 14%in 2022to 12%in 2023
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Forms of Support from Government

Other WASH
_ Livestock | Hardware | Non-food Education Health

Province Food Cash | Vouchers | Crop Inputs | Tick Grease| Support (inputs) ltems Assistance | Assistance

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 25.8 0.6 0.2 52.1 1.5 0.1 0.2 0.1 1.5 0.1
Mash Central 21.8 0.3 0.2 66.6 1.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 2.9 0.9
Mash East 20.0 0.6 0.2 61.4 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 3.8 0.1
Mash West 26.7 0.4 0.3 61.6 2.2 0.2 1.4 1.4 1.4 0.9
Mat North 40.5 0.7 0.1 37.6 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.0 2.6 0.4
Mat South 30.2 1.1 0.3 38.6 5.3 0.3 0.1 1.1 4.1 1.8
Midlands 39.9 0.5 0.1 62.4 3.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.1 0.3
Masvingo 30.9 0.9 0.2 51.6 6.6 0.1 0.1 0.6 5.1 1.7
National 29.2 0.6 0.2 54.6 2.6 0.1 0.3 0.4 2.8 0.7

A Themajorform of supportreceivedby householddrom Governmentvascropinputs (54.6%) andfood (29.2%9).
A Foodsupportfrom the Governmentwashighin MatabelelandNorth (40.5%) andlow in MashonalandEast(20%).
A MashonalandCentral (66.6%) had the highestproportion of householdsthat receivedcrop inputs support from the Governmentwhilst

MatabelelandNorth (37.6%) hadthe least
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Forms of Support from UN/NGOs

WASH
WASH Software Non-Food
Hardware |(trainings/mesy Weather ltems Education Health

Food Cash Vouchers | Crop Inputs  (inputs) ages) and Climatg Assistance | Assistance Other

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 8.3 0.2 0.2 1.7 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.1 0.5
Mash Central 8.2 0.1 0.1 3.9 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.1
Mash East 13.6 0.2 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.0
Mash West 1.3 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Mat North 14.8 0.6 0.0 1.7 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.5 11 0.2 0.3
Mat South 9.6 0.5 0.0 1.5 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.2 1.1 0.2 0.2
Midlands 15 0.8 0.0 1.2 0.7 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.6 1.4 0.1
Masvingo 14.7 0.5 0.1 1.0 0.3 0.8 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.3
National 9.0 0.4 0.1 1.6 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.2

A Themajorform of supportprovidedby the UN/NGOsvasfood (9% followed by cropinputs (1.6%).

A MatabelelandNorth (14.8%) had the highestproportion of householdsthat receivedfood support from UN/NGOswhilst Mashonaland
West(1.3%) hadthe least
A MashonalandCentral(3.9%) hadthe highestcropinput supportfrom UN/NGOswhilst MashonalandVest(0.5%) hadthe least
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Loans



Households Participating in ISALSIukando
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A Atleast14%of the householdshad amemberparticipatingin ISALs
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Households that Accessed Loans
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A Atleast8%of the householdshadaccessedoans

A Masvingoand MatabelelandSouth(12%) hadthe highestproportion of householdshat hadaccessedoans
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Households Assets

Water pump mm 3
Vehicle mm 4
Cultivator, ridger, planter mmm 4
Television meeessssss—— 14
Bicycle s 19
Knapsack sprayer s 22
Solar system meessssssssssSSSSS———— 28
Wheel barrow meessssssssssssssssssssssssmm 31
Scotch cart meeessssssssssss———— 3]
Pick-axe maesssssssssssssssssssmmmm——" 37
Radio meaeessssssssseeeeeeees 39
Sellc W)
Ox-Plough messsssssssssssssssSSSS——— 40
Spade or shove| e 53
Telephone (including Mobile phones) e —— e 7 3
AX e e 32
Hoe e 0]
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A Themostcommonlyownedassetsvere hoes(91%) followed by axes(82%) and phones(73%).
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Shocks and Hazards



Number of Shocks Experienced by Households
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A The average number of shocks experienced by households was 2.8.
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Proportion of Households Experiencing Shocks

Floods ® 1.0

Other Shocks m 1.1
Loss of employment by key household membem 1.3

Conflict/social unrest m 1.7

Hailstorm = 1.9
Death of main income earner in the householdm 2.0
Veld fires m 2.1
Divorce/seperation mm 2 6
Gender Based Violence (GBVimm 3 4

Other Health related s 5 3

Livestock price changes-sharp dropsssss 6.4

Human wildlife conflict m-——— 10.6
Chronic illness m— 117
Waterlogging messsssss ]2 ]
Livestock diseases memmessssssmm— 2.9
Livestock deaths meeees—————— 0] 7
Being charged more for using mobile money or swipes————————— 03 1

Crop pests msssssssssssssmm—n 26 .4
Cereal price changes-sharp increasemssssssssssssss—— 27 8

Drought/ Prolonged mid-season dry spe/meessssssssssssssssssssssssssssss 45 0

Cash shortage meesssssssssssssssssEEEeeeeeeeessssss 5/ 0
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A Cash shortages (54.9%) and prolonged-s@idson dry spells (45%) were the most prevalent shocks experienced by the households.
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Health Related Shocks
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m Chronic illness m Other Health related (diarrheal, cholera, typhoid, malaria, measles, etc.)

A Chronic illness was the most reported health shock (11.7%).
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Economic and Social Shocks

Manicalanq Mash Centrall Mash EasfMash Wes| Mat North | Mat South | Midlands | Masvingo | National
Shock Type (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Cash shortage 49.8 57.1 56.3 51.8 50.8 47.3 56.7 69.1 54.9
Cereal price changesharp
iIncrease 26.8 20.0 20.1 20.1 29.5 32.1 24.1 53.8 27.8
Being charged more for using
mobile money or swipe 32.0 23.1 24.8 20.4 14.6 13.1 28.3 27.5 23.1
Human wildlife conflict 12.2 10.7 5.2 11.0 9.6 14.6 8.2 15.1 10.6
Livestock price changesharp
drop 5.4 5.9 3.8 2.7 5.8 8.2 7.4 12.7 6.4
Gender Based Violence (GBV) 2.6 4.3 4.7 4.9 2.5 2.6 2.0 3.1 3.4
Divorce/separation 2.1 3.2 3.2 3.9 2.0 1.8 2.3 2.1 2.6
Death of main income earner in
the household 1.4 1.4 2.1 2.0 2.6 3.0 1.7 2.0 2.0
Conflict/social unrest 1.3 0.5 1.2 3.6 1.5 2.3 2.4 1.0 1.7
Loss of employment by key
household member 1.0 0.7 1.4 1.6 1.5 2.5 0.6 1.4 1.3

A Cash shortage (54.9%) was the most reported economic shock.
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Households which Reported Being Charged More
for Mobile Money or Swipe
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Map Data Source(s):
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Households which Reported Sharp
Cereal Price Increases
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Households which Reported Human Wildlife Conflic
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Climate Related Shocks
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m Drought/ Prolonged mid-season dry spell = Waterlogging Veld fires Hailstorm  m Floods

A Prolonged mieseason dry spells (45%) was the most reported climate related shock. Flooding was the least reported (1%).
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Households which Reported Mideason Dry Spells

Length of Dry Spells (MSD) Proportion of Households Affected by Long Dry rsdason Dry Spells or Drought
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Map Data Source(s):
Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer|
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.

Source: MSD; Longest dry spell for the 2022/2023 rainfall season. Map Data Source: ZimVAC

Longest dry spells of more than 60 days were experienced in Mwenezi, Chiredzi and
Beitbridge.
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Households which Reported Water Logging
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Agriculture Related Shocks
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A Crop pests (26%) were the most reportagriculturerelated shock.

A Masvingo had the highest proportion of households which experienced all the agriculture related shocks.
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Average Shock Exposure Index
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A Shock exposure index was calculated by multiplying the number of shocks experienced with the impact severity of thetebdwusahold.
A Shock exposure index decreased as compared to 2021 and 2022.

A Masvingo had the highest average shock exposure index of 4.2 while Mashonaland East 2.5 had the lowest.
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Comparison Between Shock Exposure and Abllity
Cope Indices
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o

m Shock Exposure Index m Shock Severity Index m Shock Recovery Index

A The average Shock Exposure Index was 2.8. Shock Severity Index was 8.4. Average Shock Recovery Index was 5.5.

A Shock exposure index was lower than the shock recovery index meaning households were more able to cope on their own.
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Severity of Shocks on Households

Proportion of households (%)

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20

10 I
0

<@ ’

. Qo A < ] S ) Q)
6‘ ¢ ’b,,o \\\9 e@‘: & ,00 ,be, ,‘z“’ o“ o° Q;o 6*0 ,& & o*& o 0@4 ‘\q,'b
ef? \O‘o 'C& ° b""z & & \&0 o b“’z \oo &a’o < *\o‘?o N 06 oQQ fb‘\é 3’\0 e
, D . 'b 4 .\ C 6\
& 8 & o E R FE & e @ X )RR SO S R
o N S N N x§ © o & 2 5 o N3
QR o ¢ & S &£ & & & & © & & © &
& g ¥ QN S > >
& & & & & TS & © &
& & & N ® N ¥ Q¢
S NS ¢ Q
> & o N - Q <
¢ Q v R 2 O ) )
% O N g ¢
(62 W

® Minor m Moderate ® Severe

A Death of main income earner in the household (81%) and being charged more for using mobile money or swipe (70%) wertorbpoeté@d the

most severe impact on households. 85
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m Unable to cope  m Able to cope with difficulty = Able to cope without difficulty

A Most households had a perceived inability to cope with economic, livelihoods and weathtsd shocks.
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Agricultural Production



Households Which Grew Crops
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A Theproportion of householdghat grew cropsis almostsimilarto lastyear,althoughwith marginalincreasegor AfricanPeag31%), tubers

(27%) andpearimillet (11%).
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Average Household Stocks as at 1 April 2023

Finger Shelled | Unshelled| Shelled | Unshelled
Sorghum | Millets Pearl Wheat [GroundnutdGroundnuty Roundnuts| RoundnutsjAfrican PealSugar Bear
Maize (kgs]  (kgs) (kgs) [Millets (kgs] (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs)
Manicaland 52.0 6.9 0.6 15 1.3 1.8 7.1 0.5 1.8 2.1 1.9
Mash Central 39.0 7.9 0.2 0.4 0.0 2.2 10.2 0.2 0.3 2.1 2.0
Mash East 44.8 2.2 0.8 0.4 0.2 1.8 10.1 0.4 1.1 1.6 2.5
Mash West 52.8 4.1 0.3 0.1 0.4 4.9 12.8 0.3 2.6 3.2 3.1
Mat North 37.3 6.3 0.7 10.7 0.1 2.0 4.0 0.8 1.8 2.6 0.3
Mat South 28.7 9.0 1.1 4.4 0.4 1.4 8.1 0.5 3.7 2.6 0.6
Midlands 46.0 3.3 1.2 1.7 0.2 3.3 17.4 1.0 5.7 5.7 2.2
Masvingo 46.4 5.1 1.6 4.6 0.2 2.4 13.6 1.1 7.3 2.7 1.9
National 43.4 55 0.8 2.8 0.3 2.5 10.5 0.6 3.0 2.8 1.8

A Maize (43.4kg) and groundnuts (10.5kg) were the highest quantities in stock for households as at 1 April 2023
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Average Harvested Crop (kgs) Per Householc

Maize Sorghum | Finger Millet| Pearl Millet | African Peag Groundnuts| Roundnuts | Sugar Bean

(kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs) (kgs)
Manicaland 245.3 55 0.0 4.0 4.7 10.2 4.7 3.1
Mash Central 306.2 26.3 0.0 0.0 6.3 20.2 0.0 0.9
Mash East 344.8 1.0 0.0 0.0 3.4 22.6 2.2 1.8
Mash West 442.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.8 14.5 0.1 0.7
Mat North 147.2 18.2 0.0 24.0 2.8 2.2 1.2 0.0
Mat South 107.8 16.6 0.0 11.0 4.2 8.3 5.1 0.0
Midlands 463.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 11.9 25.6 11.5 1.3
Masvingo 187.3 10.0 2.0 11.4 8.6 18.6 26.8 0.5
National 277.1 8.2 0.0 2.5 5.3 14.9 4.8 0.7

A Averagemaize harvestwas 277.1kg per household Midlands (463kg) had the highestaveragemaize harvestand Matabeleland
Southhadthe least(107.8kg).
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Cereals from Casual Labour and Remittances

Cereals from Casuabbour Cereals from Remittances
(kgs) (kgs)
_ 2022 2023 2022 2023

Province

Manicaland 49.6 27.7 8.3 0.6
Mash Central 58.7 23.2 7.8 0.1
Mash East 42.3 17.5 8.8 0.7
Mash West 50.3 19.8 4.7 0.6
Mat North 29.5 7.8 15.6 0.3
Mat South 21.3 9.2 13.9 2.0
Midlands 45.4 15.9 13.9 1.7
Masvingo 55.2 20.6 13.7 2.4
National 44 .2 17.7 10.8 1.0

A On average, households received 17.7kgs of cereals from casual labour and 1 kg from remittances.



Agricultural Production Technologies



Adoption of Climate

2022

Smart Technologies

2023
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A Therewashighadoptionof Pvumvudzalntwasaby householdsn 2023(47%).
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Adoption of Pfumvudza/Intwasa
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A MashonalandEast(56.9%), Masvingo(56.4%) and Midlands(56%) were the provincesthat reported higheradoptionof Pfumvudzaintwasa
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Adoption of Quality Certified Seeds
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A MashonalandEast(64%9), Masvingo(57%9, Midlands(51%) and Manicaland(51%9) were the provincesthat reported higheradoptionand use

of quality certified seeds
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Value Chain Practices



Adoption of Improved Agricultural Marketing Practice

Marketing produces through commodity associations/producer group' 42
cooperatives/ farmer organisation '

Use of formal organised marketing systems for crops/livestock an

vegetables /fruits etc. - 8.0

Receiving market information on prices, demand or product qualit
requirements through collection centers, traders, private sector, _ 22.7

extension officers, E-platforms

Access Agriculture inputs through agro-dealers and/or agriculture

cooperatives, contract farming, government input schemes, loans _ 52.4

kind
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Proportion of Households (%)

A About52.4% of householdsaccessedgricultureinputs through agro-dealersand/or agriculturecooperativescontractfarming, Governmentinput

schemesandloansin kind. 97



Adoption of Value Addition

Branding and labeling I 2

Food processing (peanut butter, oils, amarula jam, hone- 10

Improved quality control technologies (sorting, grading_ 28
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Proportion of households (%)

80
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100

A Atleast57%of the householdractiseddrying, packagingand storage
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Adoption of Water and Soil Conservation Strategies

Proportion of households (%)
(o))
o

5 5 6
] I ]

Minimum tillage Use of contour Planting of fodder trees Management or protection Sustainable harvesting o
ridges/Contour planting of the watershed forest products

A About48%of householdgractisedminimumtillage.
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Livestock



Households which Owned Cattle

Proportion of households (%)

I
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A Theproportion of householdghat did not own cattle was63%
A Manicaland(70% and MashonalandCentral(70%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat did not own cattle.
A Nationally,about 18%of householdshad at least5 cattle.
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Households which Owned Draught Animals
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A Ahighproportion of householdg62%9 did not own draughtanimals(cattle and donkeys)
A MashonalandCentral(70%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat did not own draughtanimals
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Households which Owned Goats

Proportion of households (%)
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A About56%of householdslid not own anygoatswhile 23%ownedat least5 goats
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Householdsvhich Owned Poultry
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A About 51% of households owned at least 5 birds.
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Cattle Mortality Rates
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A Theaveragecattle mortality rate hasremainedat 13%
A MashonalandVest(14%9, Midlands(16%) and MatabelelandSouth(8%) reported anincreasefrom lastyear
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Causes of Deaths for Cattle
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A Atleast13.4%of householdgeported diseasesisthe major causeof cattle deaths




Goat Mortality Rates
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A Theaveragegoatmortality rate increasedo 12%
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Causes of Death for Goats
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A Diseasesontinuedto be the leadingcauseof deathfor goats




Adoption of Improved Livestock Practices

2022

2023
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A Themostpractisedlivestockimprovementstrategieswere dipping(40.5%9) and deworming(20.9%).
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Agricultural Produce Markets



Maize Grain Prices

[ Provincial Boundary
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Maize Grain Prices (USD/kg)
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A Maize grain rangedfrom USE$ 0.17 to USE$ 0.50 per

kilogram

A High prices were reported in Masvingo and

MatabelelandSouth provinces,whilst low prices were

reportedin MashonalandCentral
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Map Data Source(s):

Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer|
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Maize Meal Prices

The pricesfor maize meal rangedfrom USE$H0.33 to
USE$0.75 perkilogram

[] Provincial Boundary
I Water Bodies

(211 National Parks

Maize Meal Prices (USD/kg)
B 0.335 - 0.487
[]0.487-0.534
[10.534-0.6

Il 0.6-0.75

The highest prices were reported in Mt. Darwin
(USE® 0.75), Hwange(USE$ 0.70) and Mudzi (USE3
0.70).

Low prices were reported in Mwenezi (USE$ 0.33)
and Zvimba(US[0.39).
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Map Data Source(s):

Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Cattle Prices

LEGEND A Cattle prices ranged from around US$ 167 to
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I 379 - 400 A Low livestock prices could be attributed to the
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Map Data Source(s):

Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer|
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Goat Prices
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Map Data Source(s):

Vector data obtained from Department of Surveyer|
General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.

A Goat prices ranged from USD$ 15 to USD$ 51

across the whole country.

A UmzingwandUSD$ 51) had the highest price
of goats.Mbire (USD $15) had the lowest.
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Agricultural Extension Visits

Proportion of Households (%)
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A About81%of the householdgeceivedextensionvisits
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Access to Agricultural Training

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Nationally, 94% of the households received agricultural training.
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Households which Received Early Warning Informatis
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m Received any early warning information such as weather, climate-related, seasonal performance

m Used the information to plan your response mechanisms

A About53%of householdgeceivedweatherand climaterelated earlywarninginformation.

A Only40%of householdusedthe informationto planresponsemechanisms
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Income and Expenditure



Income Trends: 2022023
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A Comparedo the baseyear (2020, incomesfor rural householdshavebeenincreasing
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Average Household Monthly Income (ZWL$) for
April 2023
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A Average monthly income was ZWL$ 146,315.

A Matabeleland North (ZWL$ 113,654) had the lowest income.
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Average Household Monthly Income (USD) for
April 2023
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USD

A The household average monthly income increased from USD$ 57 in 2022 to USD$ 116 in 2023.
A The lowest household average monthly income was reported in Matabeleland North (USD$ 90) and the highest was reportechaaltsh
West (USD$ 211).

A NB: The USD monthly income and expenditure was calculated using the RBZ Auction rate of Tuesday 16 May 2023. 191



Current Most Important Income Sources

2022

2023

Pension mm 3
Skilled trade/artisan w4
Vending mm 4
Food crop resale mm 4
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Vegetable/fruits production mmm 5
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A Mosthouseholdselied on casualabour (39.6%9, food crop production(27.6%) and remittancesfrom within Zimbabwe(17.9%).
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Income Sources

Remittances/

gifts from Remittances/Gifts

Casual | Food Crop within Cash Crop| from Outside Livestock Vegetable/Fruits

Labour | Production| Zimbabwe | Salary/Wageg Production Zimbabwe Production/Sales  Production
Province (%0) (%0) (%) (%0) (%0) (%) (%0) (%)
Manicaland 48.5 21.3 18.4 15.5 10.9 5.4 7.9 10.6
Mash Central| 39.2 33.7 11.4 9.9 28.1 1.2 8.7 7.9
Mash East 39.1 38.6 22.7 15.8 8.7 5.9 8.1 10.5
Mash West 34.4 31.1 11.7 16.0 17.9 2.9 4.9 4.9
Mat North 40.6 21.1 17.0 9.5 1.7 19.2 15.0 3.8
Mat South 32.4 22.3 17.6 13.9 1.4 29.0 10.6 4.5
Midlands 40.7 20.1 18.4 8.7 9.3 9.6 10.1 9.6
Masvingo 41.8 30.1 25.9 13.6 7.9 13.6 11.0 8.7
National 39.6 27.6 17.9 12.8 10.9 10.5 9.5 7.7

A Casualabour(39.6%) wasthe mostimportant sourceof incomewhile vegetable/fruits productionwasthe lowest(7.7%).
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure (USD) for
April 2023
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A Average expenditure for the month of April was USD 57.

A Matabeleland North (USD 42) reported the lowest expenditure.
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Average Household Monthly Expenditure (ZWL$)
for April 2023
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A Mashonaland West (ZWL$ 100,254) had the highest expenditure.
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Food and Non-Food Expenditure
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m Ratio of Food expenditure m Ratio of Non Food expenditure

A Therewasno significantstatisticalchangein food expenditureratio between2022and 2023
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Food Consumption Patterns



Food Consumption Score (FCS)



Food Consumption Score Groups

Food Consumptiorscore | Score Description
Group

Borderline 28.1-42 An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetabl
6-7 days, sugar-8days, oil/fat 3 days,
meat/fish/egg/pulses 12 days a week, while dairy
products are totally absent
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Food Consumption Patterns Trend
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A Theproportion of householdsvhich consumedacceptabledietsincreasedrom 35%to 55%whilst thosewith poor diets decreased

from 36%to 16%
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Food Consumption Patterns
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A Most provinceshad above50%of householdsonsumingacceptablediets.

A MashonalandCentralhad the highestproportion of householdsconsumingpoor diets (24%). 131



Poor Food Consumption Patterns by District
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General. Survey Data obtained from ZimVAC 2023
Rural Livelihoods Assessment.

A Nyanga(1%9, Seke(3%) and Shurugwi3%) hadthe leastproportion of householdszonsumingpoor diets.
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Household Dietary Diversity



Average Number of Days Households Consumed
Food from the Various Food Groups

Cereal |0 .,
Ol | —— €.
Vegetables | — 50, :
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Dairy [ ) |
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Number of days
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A Themostfrequently consumedoodswere cereals pilsandvegetables

A Consumptiorof fruits andlegumesremainslow at householdevelwith anaverageconsumptionof only 2 daysin the 7 daysprecedingthe
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Average Household Dietary Diversity Score
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A Thehigherthe HDDSthe better the quality of householddietary diversity

A Nationallythe averageHouseholdDietaryDiversityScorewas5.6 andthis washighestin Mashonaland=ast(6.4). 15



Household Coping



Reduced Consumption Based Coping
Strategies (RCSI)



Reduced Consumption Coping Strategy Index
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100 100
~ 90 90
e =
—~ 80 &£ 80
S 35
210 2 70
(¢} <
9 60 @ 60
o
£ 50 2 50
© S
§ % § 40
g 30 ’g 30
S 20 =
o a 20
10 10
& & & Q? o"’ o o >
3 g’l}’b (,,e& ~(~<" 3 ° ‘9°° . b\’bo z\° é’ ‘j, $®9 $° ‘o° \"’Qb i“‘% '\°&
S A AN & & ¢ ¢ & S S
G SR & & ¥ ¢ N
m No or low coping (CSI= 0-3, Medium (CSI=4-9ml A 3K O2 LAy 3 ® No or low coping (CSI= 0-3) Medium (CSI=4-9)ml A 3K O2 LAYy 3

A Fiftytwo percentof the householdsvere not engagedn any copingstrategies
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Household Hunger Scale

By Year
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A Nationally,85%of the householdsexperiencedittle to no hunger

A Midlands(4%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsexperiencingseverehunger
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Livelihoods Based Coping Strategies (LCSI)



LivelihoodsCoping Strategies

A LivelihoodCopingStrategiesare behavioursemployedby householdsvhenfacedwith a crisis

A Thelivelihoodscopingstrategieshave been classifiednto three categoriesnamelystress,crisisand emergencyasindicatedin the table.

Stress A Borrowing money, spendingsavings sellingassetsand more livestockthan usual
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Households Engaging in any Form of Livelihoods
Coping Strategies

32
28 27

37
36 3
22 22
18i-| II I 21 2019 7

Manicaland Mash Central Mash East Mash West Mat North Mat South  Midlands Masvingo National
2020 = 2021 m 2022 = 2023

Proportion of Households (%)

[ERN
o

A Householdngagingn anyform of copingwere 3%

142



Households Maximum Livelihoods Coping
Strategies

Proportion of Households (%)
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A Theproportion of householdengagingn emergencycopingstill remainlow (8%).
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Child Nutrition



Infant and Young Child Feeding Practices



Breastfeeding Practices
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A Atleast90.6%of the childrenhadbeeneverbreastfed

A About55.8%o0f the childrenhad beenbreastfedbeyondl yearof agewhichwasa decreasdrom 61.6%reportedin 2022
146




Continued Breastfeeding Beyond 1 year
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A Thehighestproportion of childrenwho were breastfedbeyond1 yearwasin Manicaland(67%9 andthe lowestwasin Masvingo(47%9.
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Early Initiation of Breastfeeding
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A Childrenwho were put to the breastwithin an hour after birth were 83%

A MashonalandCentraland Midlandshadthe highestproportion of children(90%) put to the breastwithin an hour of birth andthe leastwas

in MatabelelandNorth and Mashonalandeast(78%).
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