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Currently, the world is faced with an

unprecedented call for action at a
moment in which four countries (South

Sudan, Somalia, Yemen, and northeast
Nigeria) have been identified at risk of

famine. The demand for humanitarian
and resilience assistance is escalating.
Against this background, informing the

global and national food security
community on the risk of food crises
and on the severity of such crises is of
fundamental importance. In recent
years, stakeholders have made major
investments to improve food security
analysis and related early warning
systems in order to prevent and tackle

food crises more efficiently. Although
significant improvements have been
made over time in the methods and
technologies used to improve the
quality and timeliness of food security
assessments and monitoring systems,
a comprehensive global pictures of
food crises is still often missing.

The 2016 World Humanitarian Summit
sparked a major review of the way
response financing is delivered in crisis

settings, highlighting the need for

more long -term development
investments. In line with the indicative
framework  for  the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) and the
recommendations of
Humanity: Shared Responsibility

Reporto, the European

FAO have joined forces to coordinate
needs assessment to increase the
impact of humanitarian and resilience
responses through the preparation of
t h eGloBal Report on Food Crises 0 .

This Global Report aims to enhance
coordination and decision making
through a neutral analysis that informs
programming and implementation. The
key objective and strength of the
report is to establish a consultative and
consensus -based process to compile
food insecurity analyses from around
the world into a global public product.
The Report compares and clarifies
results of food security analyses
conducted by various partners and
across geographical areas to provide a
clear picture of acute food insecurity
situation.
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The Global Report on Food Crises 2017
covers the period January to December
2016 and provides food security and
nutrition analyses from countries that

ardéi TchrenicallyO nuinerable to food
crises and have large populations
fdaing aaqute foddFimsecwarity.dThe key
information sources are the Integrated
Food Security Phase Classification
(IPC) and the Cadre Harmonisé (CH)
wherever these systems are in place.
Complementary sources include
products from European Union  -Joint
Research Centre, FAO, FEWS NET,
Food Security Cluster, SADC
Vulnerability Assessment and Analysis
UNICEF and WFP.

The report provides food security
population estimates for countries
selected on the basis of the degree of
risk of facing acute food crises in 2016
and beyond. M addition, a detailed
food security analysis is presented for
those countries and/or population
groups facing high severity and
magnitude of acute food insecurity
based on IPC/CH classification.

1 Countries included in the FAO Global Information for Early Warning Systems (GIEWS) list in 2016 were automatically selected for the report,
as they represent countries currently facing acute food crises. Also included were countries that have experienced at least e food crisis in the
past three years, or that have had at least three food crises in the past ten years.

2 Criteria used for selecting countries: Countries with any segment of the population in IPC/CH Phase 4 Emergency or Phase 5Catastrophe;
Countries with at least 20 percent of the population in IPC/CH Phase 3 Crisis; Countries with at least 1 million people in IPC/CH Phase 3 Crisis .;
countries for which an Inter -Agency Standing Committee (IASC) Humanitarian System-Wide Emergency Response was declared.



The report provides a detailed food security analysis for those countries

and/or population groups facing high severity and magnitude of acute food
insecurity based on IPC/CH classification:

Afghanistan ~ Burundi ~ Cameroon gggf,ﬂ,-ffr ican Chad
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8.5 million 2.3 million 0.3 million 2 million 1 million
food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people
DRC Djibouti Ethiopia Haiti Iraq
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59 million 0.2 million 9.7 million 1.5 million 1.5 million

food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people
Southern . . .
Lesotho Madagascar Malawi Mozambique Niger
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0.5 million 0.8 million 6.7 million 1.9 million 0.3 million

food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people

north Nigeria™ Somalia** gggg’;** Sudan Swaziland
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8.1 million 2.9 million 4.9 million 4.4 million 0.4 million

food-insecure people food-insecure people

food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people
Syria . Yemen Zimbabwe
Syrian Refugees in: -
% M Egypt, Iraq, Lebanon, % %ﬁ M? 5% M
7 million Jordan and Turkey 14.1 million 4.1 million

food-insecure people food-insecure people food-insecure people

All partners are in agreement with the general magnitude and severity of acute food insecurity suggested by

this report. Population estimates in this report may differ from individual agency estimates as they reflect a
consensus-based approach.

* North Nigeria covers 16 states, including the three north-eastern states of Adamawa, Borno and Yobe which account for 4.7million in IPC/CH
Phase 3 and higher.

** Figures for South Sudan and Somalia refer to the IPC analyses conducted in January and February 2017 using data from 2016.
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Globally, 108 million people in 2016 were
reported to be facing Crisis food insecurity or ‘i‘i“i‘iﬂiﬂiﬂi“i“i‘i“i‘iﬂiﬂi‘ @
worse (IPC/CH Phase 3 and above). This Yemen nnaNRwBpwnn 14.1M
represents a drastic increase compared to 2015 Ethiopia wwwwwwwwwl g Y D
when the figure was almost 80 million. In 2016, © 000000 0 ( ’
major food crises were fuelled by conflict, Afghanistan 'I“I“I“n“n“l“l"n“l 8.5M @
record -high food prices and abnormal North Nigeria S o080
weather patterns caused by El Nifio . Crises including northeast wwwwwwlﬂw 8.1M @

. . Nigeria 4.7 M 000000

were widespread and severe, in some cases Syria wwwwwww
affecting entire national populations, and in gegununa
others, causing intense damage in localized areas Malawi ‘I"I“l“l‘“"n“l Ly
such as in northeast Nigeria. Moreover, shocks 0000 0 .
were not bound by national borders, and the DRC wwwwww 5.9M
spillover effects had a significant impact on 2222 2
p_ ) ) g ) P South Sudan @
neighbouring countries (e.g. Syrian refugees 4.9M
crisis and Lake Chad Basin crisis). Y Yy

Sudan "M s @
The acute and wide -reaching effects of . S s “
conflicts left large numbers of people food - Zimbabwe wwww 4.1M
insecure  and in need of urgent assistance in . -F-y-

- : - Somalia ‘I“l"l @
Yemen (14.1 million), Syria (7.0 million), ® 0 2.9M
no-rTheast Nigeria (4..7 rr.lillion), .and Burundi (2..3 Burundi wwil M @
million). In Somalia, insecurity coupled with . ° o :
. . Central African
severe drought conditions has resulted in high Republic M 48%
food insecurity levels in 2016, which were M bi S 2
expected to increase further in early 2017. The ozambique .I“l 1.9M @
[ ]

latest analysis confirmed the worsening of food | 1
. L . . . raq 1 15M  *4%
insecurity with an estimated 2.9 million classified o :
as severely food insecure in February 2017 with Haiti ‘I\‘l @
risk of famine. In South Sudan, the latest IPC ° 1.5
analysis confirmed also an upward trend Chad ‘l‘ 1M
estimating 4.9 million people in IPC Phase 3 and Southern °
above, food insecure with famine and risk of Madagascar ‘I 0.8M

famine in conflict affected counties of Unity state.

The outlook for 2017 points to worsening conditions in some locations, which may engender famine in pockets of northeast

Nigeria, Yemen, Somalia and South Sudan. In addition to conflict,

record staple food prices

Sudan, greatly restricted access to food for vulnerable populations, aggravating food insecurity.

Conflict causes widespread displacement

IDPs) and Syrian refugees in neighbouring countries (4.8
(3 million), Somalia (2.1 million) and northeast Nigeria (2.1

In some countries,

(internal and cross
host communities. The populations worst affected by displacement are those of Syria (6.3

El Nifio largely manifested itself in drought conditions

million), Iraq (3.1
million).

million), Yemen (3.2

triggering food insecurity. The countries most affected are in eastern and southern Africa and include Somalia, Ethiopia,
Madagascar (0.8 million in the Grand Sud), Malawi (6.7 million) and Zimbabwe (4.1 million). Projections for 2017 indicate an

increase in the severity of food insecurity, particularly in southern and south
The infographic above presents acute food insecurity estimates

food crises.

3 La proportion concerne la population analysée et non pas nécessairement I'ensemble de la population d'un pays.

, hotably in Nigeria and South

-border), protracting food insecurity and placing a burden on
million internally displaced people
million), South Sudan

that damaged agricultural livelihoods,

-eastern Ethiopia, Kenya and Somalia.
and proportion in total populations for Sountries affected by
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The acute and wide-reaching effects of conflicts left
significant numbers of people food insecure

DISPLACEMENT

EEE Food insecure people IPC/CH Phase 3+

SYRIA

4.8M

YEMEN

3.2M

IRAQ

3.1M
SOUTH SUDAN
3M

NORTHEAST NIGERIA
2.1M

SOMALIA

El Nifo-driven drought conditions and other climatic shocks F"
have damaged agricultural livelihoods undermining food security Pa

L] Food insecure people IPC/CH Phase 3+

ETHIOPIA 9.7M

Category 4
MALAWI 6.7M Hurricane
hit drough
ZIMBABWE 4.1M Haiti in |
HAITI

MOZAMBIQUE

VX

FOOD INSECURITY OUTLOOK

Countries at risk of famine
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Phase 3 Crisis
Even with humanitarian assistance, households have food consumption gaps

able to meet minimum food needs only with accelerated depletion of assets
that will lead to food consumption gaps.

Food Insecure (millions)

[ no estimates produced
<0.5
0.5-1.0

B 1.0-20

Hl->20

YA, The food security assessment methodology used tends to overestimate the number of
food-insecure population. The numbers are not comparable to other location on the map.

with high or higher than usual acute malnutrition; OR households are marginally

Phase 4 Emergency

Even with humanitarian assistance, households have large food consumption gaps

resulting in very high levels of acute malnutrition and excess mortality OR
households have extreme loss of livelihood assets that will lead to large food
consumption gaps in the short term.

Phase 5 Famine/Catastrophe
Even with humanitarian assistance, households have an extreme lack of

food and/or basic needs even with full employment of coping strategies.|
Starvation, death and destitution are evident.

Phase 3 Crisis
Even with humanitarian assistance, households have food consumption gaps

able to meet minimum food needs only with accelerated depletion of assets

that will lead to food consumption gaps.

Food Insecure

(percentage)

[ no estimates produced
<1%

1% - 5%

I 5% - 10%

I 10% - 25%

I > 25%

W44, The food security assessment methodology used tends to overestimate the number of
food-insecure population. The numbers are not comparable to other location on the map.

with high or higher than usual acute malnutrition; OR households are marginally

R

Phase 4 Emergency

Even with humanitarian assistance, households have large food consumption gaps

resulting in very high levels of acute malnutrition and excess mortality OR
households have extreme loss of livelihood assets that will lead to large food
consumption gaps in the short term.

Phase 5 Famine/Catastrophe
Even with humanitarian assistance, households have an extreme lack of

food and/or basic needs even with full employment of coping strategies.
Starvation, death and destitution are evident.




08> *88& $>. 2



