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Foreword

The2024Zimbabwel ivelihoodsAssessmenCommittee(ZimLACRuralLivelihoodsAssessmenfRLAWwasundertakenagainstthe background
of the 20232024 El Nifio induced drought This RLA,the 24" since inception, was guided by the urgent need for the Governmentof
Zimbabweto determinethe impactof the EINifio induceddrought on householdsdn the rural areasand provide evidenceto inform decision

making Theassessmentill alsoensurethe timely developmentof holisticandrobustresponsegprogrammes

Consideringhat this was a unique year, the ZimLACGengagedvariousdata collectionapproachedo enhancegroundtruthing of contextual
issuesaffectingfood and nutrition securityin different geographiareas In that regard,the householdinterviewsand communityFocusGroup
Discussionsvere complementedby interviewswith selectedChiefs(togetherwith the Headmenand other traditional leaderswho fall under
their jurisdiction)and district level KeyInformant Interviews Thismulti-prongedapproachcontributed towards collation of in-depth insights
into pertinentrural K 2 dz& S MvelihdedsiSsueswhich includedemographicshealth, nutrition, WASHsocialprotection, food consumption

patterns,incomesourcesjncomelevels,expenditurepatterns,copingstrategies shocksandfood security

We would like to extendour sinceregratitude to the Governmentof Zimbabweand its DevelopmentPartnersfor the financialand technical
supportwhich enabledusto undertakethe surveyin a timely manner We remainindebtedto the food and nutrition securitystructuresat
both provincial and district levelsfor their support We appreciatethe rural communitiesof Zimbabwe,the local authorities as well as
Traditional Leaders for cooperatingand supporting this assessmentWe submit this report to you for your use and reference in your

invaluablework towardsaddressingriority issueskeepingmanyof our rural households/ulnerableto food and nutrition insecurity

GeorgeD. Kembo (Dr.)
DIRECTOBENERALZIMLACCHAIRPERSON
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Introduction and Background



Introduction

A ZimLA®laysa significantrole in operationalisingCommitmentSix,of the Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy(GoZ,
2012, in whichthe & D 2 @ S N§f XirSbAliweis committed to ensuringa nationalintegratedfood and nutrition
security information systemthat providestimely and reliable information on the food and nutrition security

situationandthe effectivenes®f programmesandinformsdecisionrY | { A y 3 €

A Theinformation systemis critical in informing decisionmaking as it provides evidencefor timely responseby

Government

A ZimLAdQivelihoodl & & S & &r¥s8It dortitle to be an important tool for informing and guiding policiesand
programmesthat respondto the prevailingfood and nutrition security situation with 11 urban and 24 rural

livelihoodsupdateshavingbeenproducedto date.



Zimbabwe Livelihoods Assessment
Committee (ZIMLAC)

ZimLAGs a consortiumof Government,DevelopmentPartners,UN, NGOs,;Technical Agenciesand the Academiawhich was establishedn
2002andis led andregulated by Governmentlt is chaired by FNCa Departmentin the Office of the President and Cabinetwhose
mandateis to promote a multi-sectoralresponseto food insecurityand nutrition problemsin a mannerthat ensuresthat everyZimbabwean

Is free from hungerandall forms of malnutrition.

ZimLAGupportsGovernmentparticularlyFNGn:

A Convenin@ndcoordinatingnationalfood andnutrition securityissuesn Zimbabwe

A Chartinga practicalway forward for fulfilling legaland existingpolicy commitmentsin food and nutrition security
A AdvisingGovernmenin the strategicdirectionin food and nutrition security
A

Undertakinga a ¢ I (i ONKERtais €acilitating actionto ensuresectorcommitmentsin food and nutrition are kept on track through a

numberof corefunctionssuchas
A Undertakingood andnutrition assessmentsanalysisandresearch

A Promotingmulti-sectoralandinnovativeapproachedor addressingood and nutrition insecurity,and;

A Supportingandbuildingnationalcapacityfor food andnutrition security,includingat sub-nationallevels



Assessment Rationale

Theassessmentesultswill be usedto guidethe following:

A
A

Evidencebasedplanningand programmingfor targetedinterventions

Developmentof interventions that addressimmediate to long term needs as well as building resilient

livelihoods

A Earlywarningfor earlyaction

A Monitoring and reporting progresstowards commitmentswithin the guidingframeworksof existingnational

andinternationalfood and nutrition policiesand strategiessuchasthe NationalDevelopmentStrategyl, the

Foodand Nutrition SecurityPolicy,SustainabldevelopmentGoalsandthe ZeroHungerstrategy



Purpose

The overall purpose of the assessmentvas to provide an annual update on livelihoodsin Y4A Y 6 | duéaateasto

inform policyformulationand programmingappropriateinterventions



Objectives

Thespecificobjectivesof the assessmentvere:

1. Toestimatethe rural populationthat islikelyto be food insecurein the 2024/ 2025 consumptionyear, their geographic

distribution andthe severityof their food insecurity

2. Toassesshe nutrition statusof the rural population

3. Todescribethe sociaeconomicprofiles of rural householdsin terms of suchcharacteristicsas their demographics,
accesdo basicservices(education,health services,water, sanitationand hygieneservices) assets,income sources,

agriculture,incomesand expenditurepatterns,food consumptionpatternsand consumptioncopingstrategies
4. Todeterminethe coverageof humanitarianand developmentalinterventions
5. Todeterminethe effectsof shocksexperiencedoy communitieson food and nutrition security

6. Toidentify developmentprioritiesfor communities



Contextual Analysis Background

The 20232024 EIl Nifio event causedwidespreaddrought conditions acrosssouthern Africa, characterizedby a late onset of rains,
extended mid-seasondry spellsand extreme high temperatures The El Nifilo phenomenonsignificantlyand adverselyimpacted the

seasonatainfall'sspatialandtemporaldistribution.

Theextendeddry conditionshavehad a widespread severeimpacton crops,asit occurredat a time when cerealcropswere generally

mostsusceptibldgo water deficits,resultingin widespreadcrop failure.

Reduced precipitation exacerbateswater scarcity, impacting agriculture, hydroelectric power generation and water supply for

communities(drinkingand sanitation)

Zimbabwe,like most SubSaharancountrieswas in the grip of the 2023 24 EI Nifio-induced drought which resulted in massivecrop

failure,depletionof water resourcesand pastures

Accordingto the Ministry of Lands Agriculture,FisheriesWaterandRural5 S @S f 2 12928 3™{R6uadCrop, Livestockand Fisheries
AssessmenReport, both agriculturalproduction and productivity for the 2023 2024 agriculturalseasonwere severelyand negatively
impactedby, arguablythe worst droughtinducedEINifioin 40 years Statisticallythe seasorhad the latestand driest start to a summer

seasonn 40years



Contextual Analysis Background

The majority of rural householdsin Zimbabwerely on rain-fed agriculture which is susceptibleto climate changeand variability The dry
conditionshad an adverseeffect on the commencemenbf planting nationwide, resultingin a substantialdecreasen the areaplanted and
cropyields In addition, the dry conditionsresultedin low livestockproductivity and poor pastureswhich ultimately affectsfood securityand

livelihoodoptions.

The delayed onset of the rainfall seasonresulted in late planting as most farmers started planting in late Decemberfollowing some
significantrainfall acrossthe country which alsoresultedin a trail of destructionto infrastructure and livelihoods More than 80% of the
country receivedbelow normal rainfall averageby end of February2024. Prolongeddry weather conditionswere again experiencedin

Novemberandthe first half of December2023 Thecountryfurther experiencedhe driestmonth of Februaryon record

Crop failure was also exacerbatedby the outbreak of fall armyworm caterpillarswith the highestinfestation occurringin Mashonaland
Central,Mashonalandeast,Midlandsand MatabelelandSouthprovinces Outbreaksof the Africanarmyworm, queleabirds and armoured

cricketswere alsoreported. Controlmeasuresvere put in placeand minimizedthe damage

Livestockwas impacted by the EIl Nifio induceddry conditions, which resulted in considerableshortagesin pasture and reduced water
availabilityfor livestock In Zimbabwe over 9 000 droughtrelated cattle deathswere reported and over 1.4 million cattle were reported as

beingat highrisk of droughtconditionsanddeathdueto lackof pastureandwater.

The Zimbabweaneconomy being agrobased has been largely affected notwithstanding mitigatory measuresvigorously pursued by

Governmentandpartners



Economic Stabilisation Measures

A Governmentthroughthe Ministry responsibldor Financeput in placea numberof measuresvhichresultedin the following:

A Government delivered the 2024 Monetary Policy Statement which was expected to ensure lasting stability, certainty and

predictabilityin the exchangeate andinflation.
A TheReserveBankintroduced a structured currencywhich was expectedto resultin the dissipationof inflationary pressuresin the

shortto mediumterm.

A Againstthis backgroundthe Monetary PolicyStatementprimarily focusedon immediatemeasuresiecessaryo boostthe demandfor local
currency in the multicurrency economy, fostering a stable and sustainableexchangerate, rebuilding market confidence and policy
credibilityand supportinga stableand sustainableeconomyasenshrinedn Vision2030and NDS.

A Theforeign currencyreceiptsfor Januaryand February2024 amountedto USD2.2 billion comparedto USDL.8 billion receivedduringthe
sameperiodin 2023 representinga 23%increase

A Month-on-monthinflation declinedfrom 4.9%in March2024to 2.9%in April 2024

A Howeverthe EL- Nifio-induceddrought, whichturned out to be more severethan initially anticipatedwasexpectedto impactnegativelyon
the domesticS O 2 y 2gvodtRtiajectory.



Government Mitigatory Measures

A In terms of Section27(1) of the Civil Protection Act [Chapter10:06], His Excellencythe Presidentof the Republicof Zimbabwe,Cde Dr ED
Mnangagwaleclareda nationwide Stateof Disasterdue to the EINifioinduceddroughton the 3 of April 2024 In order to facilitate a coordinated
responseto the climate-induceddrought and allow for resourcemobilizationand responseplanningin the short and mediumterm, Government
developedthe robust 2024 ELNINOINDUCEMROUGHDISASTEROMESTIBND INTERNATIONAPPEAIFORASSISTANCIE the Appeal,

Governmenfocuseson searchandrescue mitigationandresiliencebuildingin the followingcriticalareas

A Agriculture

A Foodandnutrition security
Protection
Health

Water, Sanitationand Hygieneg(WASH)

Environmentand NaturalResources

A

A

A

A Education
A

A Energy
A

Macro, Smalland Medium Enterprises

A Theimpactof the current EINifio induceddrought was expectedto lastuntil March 2025for most communitieshenceit was critical that requisite

resourcesde mobilizedurgentlyto assurecommunitiesof sustenanceTheAppealseeksto raiseatotal of USD3.9 Billion



Government Mitigatory Measures

Governmentremainedcommitted to ensuringthat everyZimbabwearis free from hungerandall forms of malnutrition andled the implementation

of the followingmeasurego ensurefood securityfor all people

A FoodMitigation: Governments targeting 7.7 million peoplein both rural and urban areaswho were projectedto be food insecure Of these, 6
million are in the rural areas Governmentis embarkingon a blitz three-month phaseddistribution plan prioritisingthe worst affectedareasand
the hard to reach The blitz is targeting the most vulnerablegroupswho include the elderly, personswith disabilities,orphanedand child-
headedhouseholdsand chronicallyill, amongothers. Each beneficiarywill receivea three-month allocationof grain at once which hasbeen
peggedat 7.5kg per personper month translatingto 22.5kg per personfor three months and 138171IMT countrywide In urban areas,each

beneficiarywill be givencashequivalentto procurea 10kg bagof mealiemealvia mobile moneytransferson a monthly basis

A Governmenthas also adopted the BuildBackBetter Strategyto cushioncommunitiesand assistthem to recoverfrom the El Nifio induced

drought

A Presidential Borehole Drilling Scheme In order to alleviate the prevailing water scarcity challengesand climate change, Governmentis
implementingthe PresidentiaBoreholeDrilling SchemeTheschemeaimsto facilitate the provisionof cleanwater to householdsand will help
to avertthe potential threats of waterbornediseasesThesolarpoweredboreholeswill alsoavailthe muchneededwater for consumptionand

hygiene

A Strengtheningof Multi -SectoralStructuresin order to operationalisea cohesiveresponseto the food andnutrition challenges



Government Mitigatory Measures

Onthe 12" of March2024, Cabinetapprovedthe following:

A

S ST T S

TheFoodSecurityOutlookReportto March2025to facilitate winter cerealsproductionplanning

The consumptionof 7.5kg per personper month be usedimmediatelyfor socialwelfare and be adjustedafter Octoberto 8.5kg per personper
month.

Thepurchaseof localgrainat import parity price of USE390per tonne to mop up excesdocalgrain
Dutywaiveron the importation of rice and potato seed

Importation of GeneticallyModified stockfeed, understrict supervisednillinganddistribution.
Dutyfree importation of maize rice andcookingoil by householdswith effectfrom July2024

Reactivationof the GrainMobilisationCommitteeto monitor private sectorimportsaswell householdmports.



Assessment Methodology



Methodology ¢ Assessment Design

Improved development, IMPROVED Reduced morbidity
productivity & economic growth NUTRITION & mortality
STATUS
Vs / \ N
Intake and Health Status
Utilization including HIV/AIDS
\ J
Food \
Availability
-
GLHELES Availability & Women & Health,
Access to Child Caring Water &
Ftleia:thd adequate Practices, Sanitation
elate ;
quality food knowledge
Shocks o /
Basic
Services Education

Political, \ | /

cultural,
social,
security,

gender

Remittances

Strategies: Household Food Production,
Cash Earning, Gifts, Exchange, Loans &

Climate
Change

Capital/Assets

[ Natural, Physical, Human, Economic & Social ]

Figure 1: Food and Nutrition Conceptual Framework

A The assessmentwas a crosssectional study whose design was

guidedandinformed by the Foodand Nutrition SecurityConceptual
Framework(Figurel), which Zimbabweadoptedin the FNSRGoZ
2012, and the conceptualframeworkon food securitydimensions
propoundedby Joneset al. (2013).

The assessmentvas also guided and informed by the resilience
framework (Figure 2) so as to influence the early recovery of
householdsaffectedby variousshocks

Theassessmenibokedat food availabilityand accessaspillarsthat
have confoundingeffects on food security as defined in the FNSP
(GoZ 2012.

Accordingly, the assessmentmeasured the amount of energy
availableto a householdfrom all its potential sourceshencethe

primary samplingunit 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.naturalhazard,  \ylnerability (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,
¥ shomge high prices, e!c) ,mt pnxumm 10 the Dﬁturbances) recover, learn, transiorm
N F 1 | | Rt )
Nothing.
1/ Avoided
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Figure 2:Zimbabwe Resilience Framework (UNDP Zimbabwe, 2015
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Methodology ¢ Assessment Process

ZimLACthrough multi-stakeholderconsultations developedan appropriateassessmentlesignconceptnote and data collectiontools

informedby the assessmentbjectives

The primary data collection tools used in the assessmentwere the android;based structured household questionnaire, the

communityFocusGroupDiscussioffFGDYuide, Irrigation KeylnformantInterviewandthe / K A BGDguide

ZimLACnational supervisors(including Provincial Agritex ExtensionOfficers and Provincial Nutritionists) and enumerators were
recruited from Government,United Nations, Technicapartnersand Non-GovernmentalOrganisationsTheseunderwenttrainingin all

aspectf the assessmentTrainingfor enumeratorsvasdoneat district level

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

wasresponsiblgor takinganthropometricmeasurements

Primarydata collectiontook placefrom 4 to 20 May 2024 Dataanalysisand report writing ran from 27 May to 7 June2024 Various

secondarydatasourcesandfield observationsvere usedto contextualisehe analysisandreporting.



Methodology - Sampling and Sample Size

A Householdood insecurityprevalencewasusedasthe keyindicator
. 0 ,
to determine the sample to ensure 95% confidence level of Province Number of Interviewed Household
statistical representativenessat district, provincial and national Manicaland 2094
level
Mash Central
A The survey collected data from 1 800 randomly selected 2403
Enumeratiomreas(EAS) Mash East 2705
A Atwo stagedclustersamplingwvasusedand comprisedof:
. . Mash West
A Samplingof 30 clusters per each of the 60 rural districts, 2101
denoted as EAsin this assessmentfrom the Zimbabwe Mat North 2099
Statistics Agency (ZIMSTAT)2022 master sampling frame
. M h
usingthe PPSnethodology at Sout 2099
A Thesecondstageinvolvedthe systematiaandomsamplingof Midlands 2401
10 householdsper EA(village)
o Masvingo
A Atleast300householdsvere sampledper district. Atotal of 18 001 2099
householdsvereinterviewed National
. 18001
A 600 communityFGDsand 60/ K A §@D@wvére held acrossall the
districts

21



Methodology ¢ Sampled Wards

LEGEND

I Water Bodies
Provincial Boundaries
-« National Parks

B Sampled
Not Sampled

0 75 150 km

Map Data Source(s)

Vector Data Obtained from
Department of Surveyor General.
Survey Data Obtained from 2024
ZimLAC Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Data Preparation and Analysis

w Primarydatawastranscribed usingCSEntrpn androidgadgetsandusing
CSProlt was consolidated and converted into SPSSSTATAand DBF

FINAL
ZIMLAC
REPORTS

datasetsfor:
o Full reports
 Technical
Reports
« Thematic
Papers

A Householdstructured interviews

A CommunityFocusGroupDiscussions

&
A / K 7\ So'ELﬁ}’toupDiscussions / Whole ZimLAC Interpretation and \
Deliberation
i I i i Interim | ive | ti d Tri lati
w Datacleaningand analysiswere done usingSPSSSTATAENA Microsoft Rerimfatathve bnatpretation and Tamgialiod
Exceland GISpackages @)
w Analyseof the different thematicareascoveredby the assessmenivere
informed and guided by relevantlocal and international frameworks,
Wherethe eXiSt ZOmLA;:::lmlry Agriculture Social Health : Flnn.\:o
y = — e | R |
w Genderasa crosscuttingissue wasrecognisedhroughoutthe analysis || e — e s




Technical Scope

The2024RLAcollectedand analysednformation on the followingthematicareas

1 Health 1 Shocksndstressors
1 WASH 1 Sociabrotection
9 Nutrition 1 Youth

1 Agricultureandother rural livelihoodsactivities 1 Linkagesamongst the key sectoral and thematic

: areas
1 Foodsecurity

1 Crosscuttingissuessuchasgender



Demographic Description of the Sample



Household Characteristics



Characteristics of Respondents

Sex of Respondent
Age of Respondent (years) Male Female

(%) (%)
Manicaland 48.6 30.7 69.3
Mash Central 45.2 33.1 66.9
Mash East 48.3 30.4 69.6
Mash West 44 35.2 64.8
Mat North 50.2 28.3 71.7
Mat South 48.5 27.1 72.9
Midlands 50.1 32.5 67.5
Masvingo 49.3 30.5 69.5
National 48.0 31.0 69.0

A Theaverageageof the respondentsvas48years

A Atleast69%of the respondentswere females




| 2dzaSK2f R aSY0oSNRERDOQ

Sex Household Members
Average Household (%) (%)
Size Male | Female| 0to9 |10to 17|18 to 29| 30 to 39( 40 to 49| 50 to 64| 65+ Years
Years | Years | Years | Years | Years | Years
Manicaland | 40 | 466 | 53.4 | 263 | 198 | 16.1 | 10.0 | 100 9.0 8.6
Mash Centrall 39 | 483 | 51.7 | 253 | 185 | 178 | 108 | 11.1 8.8 7.5
Mash East 3.9 47.6 52.4 25.5 19.0 16.0 10.5 9.3 9.9 9.8
Mash West 4.3 47.9 52.1 26.8 18.7 18.1 11.5 10.4 8.1 6.3
Mat North 4.0 45.8 54.2 24.6 20.0 154 9.4 9.1 10.4 11.0
Mat South 4.3 46.0 54.0 25.6 19.6 16.5 9.4 8.5 9.6 10.8
Midlands 43 | 472 | 528 | 253 | 198 | 16.9 9.3 9.0 9.8 10.0
Masvingo 4.0 46.2 53.8 25.9 20.1 15.1 9.8 10.6 9.0 9.4
National 4.1 47.0 53.0 25.6 19.4 16.5 10.1 9.7 9.3 9.2

A Theaveragehouseholdsizewas4.1.
A Femaleg53.0%) constitutedthe majority of the householdmembers

A Thosewithin the 65+ yearscategoryconstituted9.2%of the householdmembers
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Characteristics of Household Head

Household Heag

Sex of Household Head

Household Head by Category

Province Average Age (%6) (%)
(Years) Male Female (65E\I(de2rl)s/ I;Ine;dAebc(i)V Child Headed

Manicaland 54.1 63.6 36.4 23.9 0.5
Mash Central 51.7 67.5 32.5 21.1 0.2
Mash East 54.2 62 38 28.1 0.2
Mash West 51.2 71.4 28.6 18.3 0

Mat North 57.3 55.7 44.3 30.1 0.5
Mat South 60.4 57.2 42.8 33.4 0.5
Midlands 55.5 63.1 36.9 29.6 0.3
Masvingo 55.4 57.4 42.6 26.6 0.6
National 54.9 62.3 37.7 26.4 0.3

A Theaverageageof the householdheadswas54.9 years

A About 37.7% of the householdswere femaleheadedand the highestproportion was recordedin Matabeleland

North (44.3%).

A Elderly headedhouseholdsconstituted 26.4%whilst child-headedhouseholdsvere 0.3%
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Characteristics of Household Head:
Education Level Attained
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A About87.9%of the householdheadsattained someform of education
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Characteristics of Household Head:
Marital Status

100 mougm 8.9 8.9 b8 48 - 86 8T 8a

90 18.2

22,5 199 26.0 24.1 23.6

24.6

80 | 263 273

7 - -
6 i

5

4

3

2

1

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

o O O O o o

Proportion of Household Heads (%)

o

o

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

A About56.4%o0f the householdheadswere marriedand livingtogether.
A MatabelelandSouth (27.3%) had the highestproportion of householdheadswho were widowed againstthe national

proportion of 23.6%
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Characteristics of Household Head:
Religion
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A Most of the householdheadswere of the apostolicsect(34.7%9), 13.3%had no religionand 12.2%were pentecostal
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Orphaned Children
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A Theproportion of householdswith orphanswas13%
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Chronic Conditions



Chronic Conditions
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A Theproportion of householdsvith amemberwho hada chronicconditionwas10.1%
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Chronic Conditions (10.1%)

Province HIV /AIDY Heart |Diabete Asthm{HypertenArthritis| Epilepsy,| Stroke|CanceTubercy Kidney| Ulcer, |Cerebra Mental| Not | Other
(%) disease| s, high| a |[sion, Higl, chroniq seizures,| (%) | (%) | losis |disease|chronic| palsy | illness| willing | (%)

(%) blood | (%) | blood | body fits (%) (%) |[stomach (%) (%) to

sugar pressurel pain (%) pain disclose

(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Manicaland 2.2 0.7 1.8 | 0.7 3.8 1.1 0.3 0.2 02| 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.4
Mash Centrg 1.6 0.6 1.3 | 0.6 2.8 0.9 0.2 03 (01| 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.3
Mash East 2.5 0.5 2.3 | 0.9 4.6 1.0 0.3 03 (01| 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.7
Mash West 2.5 0.2 1.7 | 05 2.4 0.4 0.1 0.2 02| 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.5
Mat North 5.2 0.3 1.7 | 0.8 3.7 1.0 0.1 03 (01| 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.9
Mat South 4.1 0.3 14 | 05 2.8 1.0 0.2 0.2 01| 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.5
Midlands 2.5 0.4 15 | 0.7 3.1 0.6 0.3 03 (02| 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.6
Masvingo 2.6 0.4 1.8 | 1.0 2.2 0.7 0.1 0.2 01| 0.1 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.6
National 2.9 0.4 1.7 | 0.7 3.2 0.8 0.2 03 (01| 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.6

A Hypertension/higtblood pressure(3.2%9) and HIV/AIDS(2.9%) were the major chronicconditionscited.

36



Disabllity



Disability Conditions
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A The proportion of households with at least one person living with any form of disability was 3.5%.
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Education

39



School Attendance
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m Children currently in school m Children of school going age not in school

A Nationally, 22.3% of school going age children were not in school at the time of the survey.
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Reasons for Being Out of School (22.3%)

Province Financial Child Pregnancy/l Completed | lliness| Help Care For |Not Interested|Distance Too F§ Other
Challengeq Considered| Marriage | O/A Level | (%) | With Other In School (%) (%)
(%) Too Young (%) (%) Househ Household (%)
(%) old Member
Work (%)
(%)

Manicaland 8.9 2.8 2.8 2.5 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.5 0.7 1.1
Mash Central 126 2.6 3.4 2.8 0.3 0 0.1 1.7 1.1 1.3
Mash East 8 2.3 2.1 4.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.9 1 1.2
|Mash West 98 2.9 2.8 2.9 0.5 0.1 0 0.7 0.5 2
|Mat North 13.1 2.9 14 3.7 0.3 0.1 0 11 0.5 2
IMat South 125 2.4 1.6 4.5 04 | 0 0.2 1.3 0.1 1.8
|Mid|ands 9.7 2.2 2.7 3.4 0.3 0.1 0 1.2 0.4 1.6
Masvingo 8.3 2.5 2.3 3.2 0.2 0.2 0 0.8 0.7 1.1
National 10.3 2.6 2.4 3.4 0.3 0.1 0.1 1 0.6 1.4

A Financial challenges (10.3%) were reported to be the main reason why children were out of school.
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Children Recelving Hot Meals at School
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A Nationally,the proportion of childrenwho receiveda hot mealat schoolwas7.5%

A MatabelelandNorth hadthe highestproportion of childrenwho receiveda hot meal (29.8%).
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Social Protection
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Households which Received Any Form of
Support
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A Mbire (83%) and Mutoko (8299 had the
highest proportion of householdswhich

receivedanyform of support
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Households which Received Any Form of
Suppon
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A Theburden of supportwaslow for both Governmentand Developmentpartners Thisis attributed to the declinein food

insecurityprevalencefrom 38%duringthe 2022 23 seasorto 26%in the 2023 24 season

An addition, this also indicatesthe strengthenedO 2 Y'Y dzy” Adaptive éa@acitiesin an environment characterisedby

climatic,economic healthandsocialchallenges 45



Sources of Support

Charity Groups | 1
Churches | 1
Diaspora ] 3

Rural Relatives [} 4

Urban Relatives [l 5

UN/NGO [ 6

Government [ 43

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

A Themajority of householdg(43%) reported havingreceivedsupportfrom Governmentfollowed by UN/NGOY6%9)

andurbanrelatives(5%).
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Sources of Support

Urban Rural
Government| UN/NGO Relatives Relatives Diaspora Churches Charity Groups
(%0) (%) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%0) (%)
Province 2023| 2024 | 2023 |2024| 2023 | 2024 | 2023 | 2024 | 2023 | 2024 | 2023 | 2024 | 2023 | 2024
Manicaland | 63 41 12 7 9 ) 6 5 3 2 2 1 0 0
Mash Central 71 | 56 13 4 5 3 6 5 2 1 2 1 0 1
Mash East 67 51 15 4 12 6 7 ) 5 1 2 1 1 1
Mash West | 68 | 42 4 1 6 2 6 1 2 1 2 1 1 0
Mat North 62 35 18 9 9 6 8 6 9 6 1 1 1 1
Mat South 54 31 12 | 11 10 6 11 5 18 5 1 1 1 1
Midlands 73 43 ) 3 10 4 6 1 7 2 1 1 1 0
Masvingo 65 35 17 | 11 20 8 17 6 11 5 2 0 0 1
National 66 | 43 12 6 10 5 8 4 7 3 2 1 1 1

A Nationally,the proportion of householdshat receivedsocialassistancdrom the different sourcesdecreaseccompared
to 2023 exceptfor supportfrom charity groupswhichremainedconstantat 1%
A Theproportion of householdghat receivedsupport from the Governmentdecreasedrom 66%in 2023to 43%in 2024

Supportfrom UN/NGOslsodecreasedrom 12%in 2023to 6%in 2024
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Forms of Support from Government

Crop Food Education| Other Health Cash Livestock | Other WASH WASH | Vouchers
inputs (%) assistance| Livestock | Assistance transfers (%) (%) software | hardware (%)
(%) (%) support (%) (%) (trainings/ | (inputs)
(Tick messaging (%)
grease, (%)
acaricides
. (%)
Province
Manicaland 35.4 9.6 1.2 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Mash 48.5 23.5 1.3 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.4
Central
Mash East| 45.7 12.3 2.3 2.1 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.0 0.2
Mash West| 36.6 1.7 0.7 1.0 1.1 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Mat North 24.7 154 14 0 0.8 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1
Mat South | 18.2 14.9 2.8 1.3 1 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2
Midlands 30.7 23.6 2.9 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.1
Masvingo 24.0 13.2 3.7 1.9 0.7 0.4 1.2 1 0.4 0.6 0.1
National 33.6 15.2 1.7 1.4 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2

A Themajority of householdgeceivedcropinputs (33.6%) andfood (15.2%) from Government

A Cropinputs supportwashighestin MashonalandCentral(48.5%) whilst MatabelelandSouth(18.2%) hadthe lowest

A Food support was highestin Midlands (23.6%9) and MashonalandCentral (23.5%) and lowest in MashonalandWest

(7.79%.
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Forms of Support from UN/NGQOs

Province Food |Cropinputy Cash WASH | Education| Other WASH | Livestock Health Other | Vouchers
(%) (%) transfers (% software | assistance (%) hardware (%) Assistance | livestock (%)
(trainings/ (%) (inputs) (%) support
messaging (%) (Tick
(%) grease,
acaricides
(%)
Manicaland 4.5 1.3 0.7 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.1
Mash Central 0.9 15 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
Mash East 1.4 0.6 1 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
Mash West 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Mat North 3.2 1 0.4 2.1 0.9 1.3 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.3 0.0
Mat South 5.2 0.7 3.2 0.1 1.2 0.1 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.3 0.0
Midlands 15 0.8 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Masvingo 7.4 1.1 0.0 1.2 0.7 1 0.2 0.7 0.1 0.0 0.0
National 2.9 0.9 0.7 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1

A Householdsnostlyreceivedfood (2.9%) followed by cropinputs (0.9%) from UN/NGOs
A Masvingo(7.4%) hadthe highestproportion of householdghat receivedfood supportfrom UN/NGOs
A MashonalandCentral(1.5%) hadthe highestcropinput supportfrom UN/NGOswhilst Mashonaland/Vest(0.3%) hadthe

lowest o



Migration



Types of Migration

Migrated to urban [Joined from urbal| Migrated to stay outsidg Joined from outside
from rural areas areas the country Zimbabwe

(%0) (%) (%0) (%)
Manicaland 13.8 2.9 3.2 0.7
Mash Central 7.8 1 0.5 0.2
Mash East 10.2 3.2 1.6 0.7
Mash West 7.3 1.8 0.9 0.2
Mat North 13.3 2 7.2 1.1
Mat South 9 2.1 10.8 2
Midlands 115 1.6 4.9 0.5
Masvingo 13.4 2.3 7.7 1.9
National 10.7 2.1 4.4 0.9

A The main type of migration reported was migrating to urban areas (10.7%) and migrating outside the country (4.4%).
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Reasons for Migrating to Urban Areas

Better | Employment| New job Newly Reques| Educationa| Access to better|Marriage| Business | lliness
livelihood [opportunities (%) acquired by a | purposes |standards of livin¢ (%) [opportunity| (%)
options (%) residential | relative (%) (%) (%)
(%) land (%)
(%)

Manicaland 0.7 7.7 0.5 0.1 1.2 15 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.6
Mash 0.7 35 0.7 0 0.8 0.2 0 0.3 1.2 0.3
Central
Mash East 0.5 5.4 1 0 0.8 0.8 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.3
Mash West 0.9 3.9 0.5 0 0.7 0.6 0 0.5 0 0.2
Mat North 2.6 7.5 0.2 0 0.3 1.3 0 0.4 0.2 0.2
Mat South 0.6 4.2 0.3 0.1 0.8 1.4 0 0.3 0.2 0.2
Midlands 0.7 7.8 0.4 0 0.5 1.1 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.1
Masvingo 0.5 8.4 0.7 0.1 1.3 1.2 0 0.7 0 0.3
National 0.9 6 0.6 0.1 0.8 1 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.3

A The main reason for migrating to urban areas reported was search for employment opportunities (6%).
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Food Consumption Patterns
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Food Consumption Score (FCS)



Food Consumption Score

Food Consumption

Score Groups Score Description

An expected consumption of staple 7 days, vegetables @ays, sugar-3 days, oil/fa
BORDERLINE 21.535 3 days, meat/fish/egg/pulses 2 days a week, while dair

roducts are totally abs
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Food Consumption Patterns Trend
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A Therewasadecreasdn acceptablefood consumptionfrom 70%in 2023to 50%in 2024

A Theproportion of householdsvhichconsumedpoor diets increasedrom 5%in 2023to 10%in 2024
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Food Consumption Patterns
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A Provinceswith poor consumptionpatterns from 10% and aboveinclude MashonalandWest and MatabelelandSouth
(10%), Masvingo(11%), MashonalandCentral(13%) and MatabelelandNorth (13%.
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Poor Food Consumption Patterns by

District
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A The proportion of householdswith poor food consumptionincreasedin most districts in 2024 when comparedto

2023

A Gutu and Mbire (39%), Kariba(36%) and Rushinga35%) had the highestproportion of householdswith poor food

consumptionpatternswhilst Chirumhanzy{0%) and Marondera,Mazoweand Seke(1%) hadthe least
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Household Dietary Diversity



Average Number of Days Households
Consumed Food from the Various Food Groups
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A Similarto 2023 the most frequently consumedfoods were cereals vegetablesand oil whilst milk and dairy products

andpulseswerethe leastconsumedood groups
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Average Household Dietary Diversity
Score
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A Nationallythere wasa decreasen the dietary diversityscorefrom 5.6 in 2023to 5.1 in 2024

A Allprovinceshada decreasen the dietary diversityscore
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HDDS by Food Groups

Cerealy Tubers| Pulses|Vegetabl Fruits | Meat Fish Eggs | Dairy Oil Sugar [Condime
(%) (%) (%) | es ()| (%) (%) (%) (%) |products| (%) (%) nts
(%) (%)

Manicalan 96.2 14.9 13.9 90.3 36.4 27.0 8.5 10.9 10.4 83.8 57.0 87.6
d
Mash 96.0 10.7 10.7 87.6 23.1 29.5 11.3 11.7 8.5 69.1 43.9 82.2
Central
Mash Eas| 98.6 13.3 13.1 95.4 35.0 29.0 8.1 11.4 15.5 88.6 69.1 95.1
Mash 96.4 5.9 5.6 87.9 13.7 24.2 11.5 8.1 10.2 79.3 48.4 90.0
\West
Mat North| 93.2 3.5 9.3 84.3 13.0 21.2 5.2 3.5 9.1 67.2 57.4 83.9
Mat Southl 94.4 7.7 12.8 78.1 20.0 33.5 6.9 6.9 15.2 68.4 73.1 86.8
Midlands | 97.4 9.1 12.2 91.0 24.3 30.7 55 7.7 14.9 79.1 59.1 87.3
Masvingo| 98.8 12.0 21.3 87.9 20.6 23.6 55 4.1 13.0 77.3 59.3 88.5
National | 96.5 9.8 12.4 88.1 23.7 27.5 7.8 8.2 12.2 76.9 58.5 87.8

A Cerealq96.5%) andvegetableg88.1%) were the mostconsumedood groups

A Meat consumptionwashighestin Midlands(33.5%) and MatabelelandSouth(30.7%).

A MashonalancEast(35%) and Manicaland(36.4%) had highestconsumptionof fruits.
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Household Coping



Reduced Consumption Coping
Strategy IndexnCS)



Reduced Consumption Coping Strategy
Index
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A Theproportion of householdswith highfood consumptioncopingincreasedrom 30%in 2023to 60%in 2024

A All provinceshadanincreasen highfood consumptioncoping
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Household Hunger Scale
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A Nationally,householdsvhichexperiencecho or little hungerdecreasedrom 85%in 2023to 68%in 2024

A MashonalandEast(80%) had the highestproportion of householdswith no or little hungerwhilst Midlands (7%) had

the highestproportion of householdswith severehunger
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Livelihoods Based Coping Strategies



Livelihoods Coping Strategies

A Livelihood Coping Strategies are behaviors employed by households when faced with a crisis.
A The livelihood scoping strategies have been classified into three categories namely stress, crisis and

emergency as indicated in the table.

Stress Selling productive assets, directly reduces future productivity, including human c
formation.

Withdrawing children from school

Reducing nofiood expenditure.

Crisis

Selling productive assets, directly reduces future productivity, including human c
formation.

Withdrawing children from school

Reducing nonfood expenditure.

oo  Io ToIo Do
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Households Engaging in any Form of Livelihoods
Coping Strategies

70 62

52
4

63
55 55 53
48
a7 42 4 45 4 4 .
40 3 33 33 36 3 3 34 32 31
3 28 , 26 ”
.0 |18 0 1 1 1
1
1
0

Manicaland Mash  Mash EastMash WestMat North Mat South Midlands Masvingo National
Central

o O

Proportion of Households (%)

o

m 2020 2021 m 2022 m2023 m2024

A Nationally,the proportion of householdsngagingn anyform of livelihoodscopingincreasedrom 39%in 2023to
53%in 2024

A Midlands (63%) had the highestproportion of householdsengagingin any form of livelihoodscopingstrategies
whilst MashonalandCentralhadthe least(42%). 69



Households Maximum Livelihoods Coping
Strategies
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A The proportion of households engaging in emergency coping strategies increased from 8% in 2023 to 12.3% in
2024.

A Households engaging in stress coping strategies increased from 14% in 2023 to 22.9% in 2024.
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WHO Five Keys to Safer Food

Ensuring food safety is key to preventing food borne ilinesses which are contracted through consumption of unsafe foods:

FiveKeys

Key Steps

Keep clean

Wash hands before handling fooand often during food preparation
Wash hands after going to the toilet

Wash andsanitiseall surfaces and equipment used for food preparation
Protect kitchen areas and food from insects, pests and other animals

Use safe water and raw materials

Use safe watehouseholds improvedater sourcgor treat it to make it safehouseholds treat
water)

Select fresh and wholesome foods

Choose foods processed for safety, suchpasteurisedmilk

Wash fruits and vegetables, especially if eaten raw

Do not use food beyond its expiry date

Separate raw and cooked

Separate raw meat, poultry and seafood from other foods
Use separate equipment and utensils such as knives and cutting boards for handling raw 1
Store food in containers to avoid contact between raw and prepared foods

Cook thoroughly

Cook food thoroughly, especially meat, poultry, eggs and fish
Bring foods like soups and stews to boiling to make sure that they have reacf@d 70
Reheat cooked food thoroughly

Keep food at safe temperatures

Too Jo To o T | T To Do | Bo T Do | Do o o Do I | Io Do o P>

Do not leave cooked food at room temperature for more than 2 hours
Refrigerate promptly all cooked and perishable food (preferably beRgy 5
Keep cooked food piping hot (more than°6) prior to serving

Do not store food too long even in the refrigerator

Do not thaw frozen food at room temperature

oods



Households Which Recelved Food Safety
Information

Proportion of households (%)

20 T 15, 14, 1514 1313

P al of M0 NS af 4 BE N WO

Manicaland Mash Mash EastMash WestMat North Mat South Midlands Masvingo National
Central

m 2023 m 2024

A Theproportion of householdsvhich receivedinformation on food safetyissuesn 2024wasthe sameasin 2023(13%).
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Ways to Keep Food Safe

~ 100
S 90
S g 16 73
< 70
D 60
g 60
< 50 42 45
o
~ 40
2 30
8 20
o
a 10 3 1 2 1

O | [ _——

Keep clean Seperate raw  Cook Keep food at Use safe Don't know Other
and cooked thoroughly safe water and
temperatures raw materials
m 2023m 2024

A Most households (73%) reported cooking thoroughly as a method they used to keep food safe.
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Factors Considered by Households When
Purchasing Food Items

Brand/Source |Expiry /Best Befor¢Nutritional Content Allergens Other
(%) Date (%) (%) (%)
(%)

Manicaland 39 75 10 1 10
Mash Central 48 63 19 5 10
MashEast 45 70 23 5 9
MashWest 37 58 8 2 19
Mat North 37 52 16 1 24
Mat South 43 80 28 9 11
Midlands 42 64 16 2 11
Masvingo

34 72 19 4 10
National 41 67 17 3 13

A Holding price constant, 67% of householdsreported that they consideredexpiry date, the brand (4199 and

nutritional content (17%) whenpurchasingood items.
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Households which Read Food Labels Whe
Purchasing Food Items

O N o O
o O O O

100 l I I I I . l l I
62

63

59 48 55 53

48

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

Proportion of households (%)
R N W b O
O O O o o o

m All the time Sometimes ® Never

A Nationally,28%of householdgeported that they neverreadlabelson food packageswhen purchasingood items.
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Households which Purchased Meat Items
from Vendors

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Proportion of Households (%)

Fish Beef, Goat or Pork Chicken or Giblets

m Did not purchase from vendors ® Purchased from Vendors

A Most households did not purchase meat items from vendors.
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Ladder for Drinking Water Services

ServicelLevel Definition

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

BasicDrinkingWater Basicdrinking water servicesare defined as drinking water from an improved source,
providedcollectiontime is not more than 30 minutesfor a roundtrip includingqueuing

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

UnimprovedWater Sources Drinkingwater from an unprotecteddugwell or unprotectedspring

SurfaceWater Sources Drinking water directly from a river, dam, lake, pond, stream, canal or irrigation
channel

Note :

G L Y LINEriskhBwater sourcesare further R S U yb$tRe quality of the water they produce,and are protected from
faecalcontaminationby the nature of their constructionor throughan interventionto protect from outsidecontamination
Suchsourceanclude pipedwater into dwelling,plot, or yard; publictap/standpipe tube well/borehole protecteddugwell;
protected spring or rainwater collection Thiscategorynow includespackagedand deliveredwater, consideringthat both
canpotentially deliversafewater.



Access to Improved Water Source by
Year

78 78 78 81

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

|
o
o
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Proportion of Households (%)

A Access to improved water sources increased from 77% since 2020 to 81% in 2024.
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Access to Improved Water Source by
Province

19 14 16 22 12 20 22 19
28
80
70
60
50
4
3
2
1

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

Proportion of Households (%)
©O O O o o

m Improved water Unimproved water

A MatabelelandNorth (88%), had the highestproportion of householdsvhich accessedirinkingwater from improvedwater

sources
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Main Drinking Water Services
2023 2024
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m Basic m Limited Unimproved © Surface water m Basic m Limited Unimproved = Surface water

A There was a decrease in the proportion of households accessing basic water services from 60% in 2023 to 52% in 2024,

A Masvingo (19%), had the greatest proportion of households drinking water from unimproved sources as compared to the
other provinces.
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Households Drinking Surface
Water

Households Using Unimproved
Water

LEGEND

I Water Bodies
Provincial Boundaries

-+« National Parks

Rely on Surface Water (%)

I None

[ Low

(=

(=]

I High

LEGEND

Il Water Bodies
Provincial Boundaries

"+ National Parks

Rely on Unimproved

Water (%)

[ None

[ Low

[ S——

Data Source(s)
Data Obtained
ent of Surveyor General.

rvey Data Cbtained from 2024
i - Rural Livelihoods Assessment.

A Gokwe North (39%9 and Makonde (39%9) had the highest proportion of householdswhich used surface water for

drinking

A GokweSouth(15%) hadthe highestproportion of householdsusingunimprovedwater services
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DistanceTravelled to Main Water Source

100
. 90
S 80
5 70
(@]
5 60 51
S 50
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L 40 33
2 30 - 28 28
1% 20 17 15
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g 0 I

Located within Less than 500m  More than 500m but 1km and above
premises less than 1 km
m 2023 m 2024

A About 51% of the householdsaccessedvater lessthan 500m from their homesin 2024 an increasefrom 33%in
2023
A Theproportion of householdswith their water sourcelocatedwithin premisesdecreasedrom 21%in 2023to 6%in

2024 84



Time Taken to and from Main Drinking
Water Source

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
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10

Proportion of Households (%)

65
59 62
52 54
25 27
14 >0 - -
9 10 I10 ; I 6 A 3

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

m Water source in premises m Less than/equal to 30 minutes = 31 minutes to 1 hour ®m More than 1 hour

A Theproportion of householdsspendingthirty minutesor lessfor a round trip to collectdrinking water increasedfrom
25%in 2020to 62%in 2024

A About8%of householdsspentmore than one hour for aroundtrip to collectdrinkingwater.
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Ladder for Sanitation
Sewice level  Defnion

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

Note: Improved sanitation facilities: Facilities that ensure hygienic separation of human excreta from human
O2y il OQld ¢KSe& AyOfdzRS bdzaAK 2NJ LI2dzNJ bdzaK (G2Af Sk
upgradeable Blair latrine.
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Household Sanitation Services

100

o ~N 0 O
o O O O

54 54 55

51 51

A O
o O

29 30 29
27 25

N W
o O

Proportion of Households (%)

12 11 11 10 10 9 11

o
o O
oo
(o))
(o))

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

Basic m Limited Unimproved = Open defecation

A Therehasbeen no significantchangein the proportion of householdswith basicsanitationservicesas well asthose

practisingopendefaecationfrom 2020



Access to Improved Sanitation
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A The proportion of households accessing improved sanitation has not significantly changed from 2020 through to 2024.

A Matabeleland North (48%) had the lowest proportion of households accessing improved sanitation.
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Open Defecation by Province

60 5
5355 3
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42
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O O O o
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A There has been no significant change on the proportion of households which practised open defecation from 2020
through to 2024.

A Matabeleland North had the highest proportion of households which practised open defecation across the five years.
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Open Defecation by District
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Open Defaecation (%)

B Low

BRE00000ON

High

[Map Data Source(s)

Vector Data Obtained from
Department of Surveyor General.
[Survey Data Obtained from 2024
ZimLAC Rural Livelihoods Assessment.

A

A

Open defaecation was high in
mostdistrictsacrosshe country.
Binga (74%), Kariba (64%),
Chiredzi(63%) and Lupane(53%)
had the highest proportion of
householdswvhich practisedopen

defaecation
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Ladder for Hygiene

Servicdevel Definition

Limited Availabilityof a handwashindacility on premiseswithout soapandwater.
Access to Handwashing Services

Note: handwashindacilities may be fixed or mobile and include a sinkwith tap water, bucketswith

taps, tippy taps, and jugsor basinsdesignatedfor handwashing Soapincludesbar soap,liquid soap,
powdereddetergentsand soapywater but doesnot include sand,soil, ashand other handwashing

agents
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Handwashing

Handwashing Facilities
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A Nationally, 6% of households had handwashing stations at their toilet facilities.

A The majority of households had no handwashing facilities at their toilets.

A About 73% of the households reported that they washed their hands after using the toilet. 93




Shocks and Hazards
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Number of Shocks Experienced by
Households

4.2.2

40 4
3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6
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Central

N w S

Number of shocks

=

o

m 2022 m2023 m 2024

A The average number of shocks experienced by households increased from 2.8 in 2023 to 3.6 in 2024.
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Households which Experienced Shocks

Floods 1 0.4
Waterlogging = 1.0
Loss of employment by key household membem 1.3
Drug and substance abusem 1.3
Death of main income earner in the householdm 1.8
Gender Based Violence (GBVymm 2.8
Divorce/separation mm 2.9

Other Health related (malaria, measles, etc.)mm 3.2

Veld fires mmm 3.8

Hailstorm === 3.8

Diarrhoea related (Diarrhoea, cholera, typhoid,etc.)mmm 3.9

Stock theft mmm 4.1

Human wildlife conflict m—— 10.8
Chronic illness m—— 14.0
Sharp Drop in Livestock prices ms———— 16.6
Being charged more for using mobile money or swipes————— 7.0
Livestock diseases mm———— 7.7
Crop pests s 18.0
Livestock deaths m———— ]9.6
Cereal price changes-sharp increas e s 58,7

Cash shortage e 69 5

P rolonged mid-Seas0n Ay S| e | | 38,7

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Proportion of households (%)

A Prolongedmid-seasondry spells(88.7%9 and cashshortage(69.5%) were the most prevalentshocksexperiencedby the

households
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Health Related Shocks
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m Chronic illness m Diarrhoea related (Diarrhoea, cholera, typhoid,etc.)
m Other Health related (malaria, measles, etc.)

A Chronidlinesswasthe mostreported health shock(14%).
A MashonalancEasthadthe highestproportion of householdswvhichreported chronicillnessasa shock(21.1%) and Mashonaland

Westhadthe lowest(8.7%).
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DiarrhoealRelated Shocks

LEGEND
BN Vater Bodies A Mbire (15%), Gokwe North (14%)

Provincial Boundaries
and Kariba (13%) had the highest

-~ National Parks
Households Affected
by Diarrhoea Related . .
ey o proportion of households which
[ 10-20
[120-30
[C130-40 . .
[140-50 (diarrhoea cholera,typhoid).
[ 150-60
[]60-70
[]70-80
[ 80 - 90
Il °0 - 100

reported Diarrheal related shocks

ap Data Source(s)
‘ector Data Obtained from

partment of Surveyor General.

rvey Data Obtained from 2024
imLAC Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Economic and Social Shocks

Shock Tvoe Manicaland | Mash Centra| Mash EastMash Wes{Mat North| Mat South|Midlands| Masvingo |National
yp (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) %) | %)
Cash shortage 70.4 71.9 67.1 62.2 64.4 65.8 77.9 75.7 69.5
Sharp increase in cereal prices 53.4 51.6 62.3 57.9 61.6 49.5 67.1 64.6 58.7
Being charged more for using 10.8 11.9 18.4 10.8 18.3 11.2 20.3 341 | 17.0
mobile money or swipe
Human wildlife conflict 8.5 9.9 8.5 12.5 16.2 13.5 4.6 14.2 10.8
Divorce/separation 3.2 2.3 2.7 3.0 3.8 21 2.1 3.8 2.9
Gender Based Violence 2.4 3.1 3.7 4.0 3.0 1.7 1.9 2.3 2.8
Death of main income earner in th 20 20 15 10 19 3.7 10 16 18
household
Drug and substance abuse 0.8 0.8 1.3 0.9 1.6 3.2 1.2 1.1 1.3
Loss of employment by key 11 07 13 13 12 31 0.3 17 13
household member

A Cashshortage(69.5%) wasthe mostreported economicshock

A Midlands(77.9%9 hadthe highestproportion of householdsvhichreported cashshortageasa shockand MashonalandVest (62.2%) hadthe least
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Cash Shortage
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Map Data Source(s)
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[Survey Data Obtained from 2024
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A Chimanimani, Bubi and

Chirumhanzu (97% had the

highest proportion of
households which reported
cashshortageasa shock
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Sharp Cereal Price Increases

LEGEND ' _
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[Map Data Source(s)
~\24 Beitbridge Vector Data Obtained from

. Department of Surveyor General.
|Survey Data Obtained from 2024

ZimLAC Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Being Charged More for Using Mobile
Money or Swipe

EGEND | A Gutu (74%) and Chirumhanzu(60%)
Water Bodies
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-+ "= National Parks had
Households Affected . .
By Being Charged More households which reported being

for Swipe (%)
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[Map Data Source(s)

Vector Data Obtained from
Department of Surveyor General.
|Survey Data Obtained from 2024
ZimLAC Rural Livelihoods Assessment.
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Human Wildlife Conflict
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ap Data Source(s)
‘ector Data Obtained from

partment of Surveyor General.

rvey Data Obtained from 2024
mLAC Rural Livelihoods Assessment.

A Kariba (54%), Gutu (46%),
Hwange and Mbire (40%) had
the highest proportion of
households which reported
human wildlife conflict as a

shock
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