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Currently, the world is faced with 

an unprecedented call for action at 

a moment in which four countries 

have been identified as at risk of 

famine, and 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. 

Partial geographical coverage and 

a lack of comparable data within a 

standardised system make it 

difficult to get a full global picture 

of food crises at any given time.  

 

The European Union, WFP and FAO 

have joined forces to coordinate 

the compilation of analyses to 

increase the impact of 

humanitarian and resilience 

responses through the preparation 

of the ñGlobal report on Food 

Crisesò. The Global Report 

enhances coordination and 

decision -making through a neutral 

analysis that informs program 

planning and implementation. The 

key objective and strength of the 

report is to establish a consultative 

and consensus -based process to 

compile food insecurity analysis 

from throughout the world into a 

global public product to inform 

annual planning and resource 

allocation decisions. Technical, 

operational and financial partners 

require evidence -based 

information to ensure appropriate 

planning and resources to tackle 

the consequences of food security 

crises within an evolving 

humanitarian financing landscape. 

The World Humanitarian Summit 

has prompted a major rethink of 

the way response financing is 

delivered in crisis settings, 

highlighting the need for more 

long - term development 

investments to address risk, 

prevent crises and build resilience.  

 

Since 2013, the European 

Commission has worked to 

develop ways to compare and 

clarify the results of food security 

analyses across partners and 

geographical areas to provide a 

comprehensive overview of the 

global food security situation. In 

2015, the Joint Research Centre of 

the European Commission (EC -

JRC) produced an annual report on 

food insecurity hotspots to inform 

decisions on food crisis allocations 

at the global level. In 2016, to 

increase the inclusiveness and 

transparency of the report, the 

European Commission invited FAO 

and WFP to contribute by providing 

additional food security data and 

analysis. Following the successful 

experience of the 2016 analysis, 

the three organizations agreed to 

move forward, involving additional 

partners in the global assessment 

of the food crisis situation, with 

the aim of producing a consensus -

based yearly report from early 

2017. The initiative was cemented 

with the launch of the Global 

Network for Food Insecurity, Risk 

Reduction and Food Crises 

Response on 23 May 2016 in 

Istanbul, Turkey. It was then 

agreed to undertake this effort 

under the umbrella of the ñFood 

S e c u r i t y  I n f o r m a t i o n 

Networkò (FSIN), an already 

structured global initiative co -

sponsored by FAO, WFP and IFPRI.  

$, ;A(> ǎŷ .6A>8&C$A.86 
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1 https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/report -food-crisis-jrc-20160425_en_.pdf   
2 See more at: http://www.fsincop.net/   É 
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T h e  F S I N  r e p r e s e n t s  a 

commitment to support and 

strengthen ï in both the 

development and emergency 

contexts ï food and nutrition 

security information systems for 

producing reliable and accurate 

data to guide analysis and decision

-making.  

The Global Report on Food Crises 

2017 is therefore the result of a 

consultative process established to 

invo lve  a  wide  range o f 

stakeholders who bring together 

credible and globally accepted 

findings from all major risk 

analysis and early warning 

systems. All partners are in 

agreement with the general 

magnitude and severity of acute 

food security suggested by this 

report. Population estimates in this 

report may differ from individual 

agenciesô estimates as they reflect 

a consensus -based approach.  

The report is designed to: i) 

summarize available data and 

analysis from global, regional and 

national food security monitoring 

systems; ii) add value by bringing 

together this complex data and 

information to provide an accurate, 

comprehensive,  t ransparent 

assessment of existing food 

security analysis, iii) identify key 

data and analytical gaps and iv) 

drive improved coordination and 

i n f o r m e d  p l a n n i n g  a n d 

implementation for humanitarian 

and resilience -building initiatives.  

Ultimately, it aims to instigate and 

inform better decision -making to 

increase resilience for the food 

security of the worldôs most 

vulnerable people and ñto ensure 

that no one is left behindò (High-

level Political Forum on Sustainable 

Development, 2016).  

The report retraces the critical 

issues that have emerged during 

2016. It has a cascading structure, 

presenting country - by - country 

analysis to build a global picture of 

the prevalence and magnitude of 

food insecurity. The following 

section provides an explanation of 

the methodology together with the 

presentation of relevant criteria for 

the selection of countries analysed 

and the sources of data and 

information used, including 

caveats and limitations.  

п 

ÄrÅ .DXIPCPßPH] 

3 Annex 1 details differences and complementarities between the Global Report on Food Crises and the State of Food Security 
and Nutrition in the World .  
4 For more information, visit www.ipcinfo.org  
5 More information at: http://www.ipcinfo.org/ipcinfo -countries/afrique -de-louest/fr/  
http://www.agrhymet.ne/PDF/Manuel%20CH_version%20finale.pdf   
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Food security analyses and data on 

nutrition status at population level 

were compiled on countries that 

are vulnerable to food crises and 

have large food - insecure 

populations, through a joint review 

of existing information from 

globally accepted sources. The 

analysis covers the period January 

to December 2016; it is 

complemented by trends over the 

last few years where relevant, as 

well as forecasts of how food 

security is expected to evolve in 

2017.  

 

1.2.1 Information sources  

The Integrated Food Security 

Phase Classification (IPC) is a set 

of standardized tools intended to 

provide a ócommon currencyô for 

classifying the severity and 

magnitude of food insecurity. This 

evidence - based approach uses 

international standards that allow 

situations to be compared across 

countries and over time. It is 

based on consensus - building 

processes to provide decision -

makers with a rigorous analysis of 

food insecurity, along with 

objectives for response in both 

emergency and development 

contexts. Therefore, IPC analyses 

were used where available, along 

with the Cadre Harmonisé  (CH) in 

West Africa, which is a harmonized 

framework for the analysis and 

identification of areas at risk and 

vulnerable groups, which uses 

similar standards as IPC.  

 

IPC and CH analyses represent the 

main sources of information for 

this report for the countries where 

these protocols are used. A varied 

range of complementary sources ï 

such as FAO GIEWS country briefs, 

FEWS NET products, Food Security 

Cluster (FSC) documents, EC -JRC  

á 

http://www.ipcinfo.org
http://www.ipcinfo.org/ipcinfo-countries/afrique-de-louest/fr/
http://www.agrhymet.ne/PDF/Manuel%20CH_version%20finale.pdf
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reports, SADC Vulnerability 

Assessment and Analysis and WFP 

VAM analysis products ï were also 

used to give a comprehensive 

picture of countries affected by 

severe food crises. Nutrition 

information was extracted from 

available sources such as nutrition 

sections in OCHA humanitarian 

reports. The outlook and projected 

trends for 2017 are based on 

FEWS NET estimates or IPC/CH 

projections.  

Because (i) this report aims to 

inform decision -making including 

the prioritization of resource 

allocation, and (ii) not all IPC 

analyses are conducted during the 

same season (post -harvest vs. 

lean season), the overview table 

contains the ópeakô number, i.e. 

the highest number of people in 

IPC/CH Phase 3+ among all the 

IPC/CH analyses conducted during 

the year (current and projected).  

Where no IPC/CH estimates were 

available, FEWS NET IPC -

compatible products and/or 

products and estimations derived 

from the WFP Consolidated 

Approach for Reporting Indicators 

of Food Security (CARI) scale were 

used. The numbers of people in 

each IPC/CH Phase were estimated 

taking into account the phase 

descriptions and thresholds defined 

in the IPC/CH reference tables. 

The final estimates provided in this 

report try to make best use of all 

the information available at the 

time of writing, i.e. January 2017.  

Ê 
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Source: adapted from IPC Manual version 2.0. http://www.ipcinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/ipcinfo/docs/IPC -Manual -2-

Interactive.pdf  

http://www.ipcinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/ipcinfo/docs/IPC-Manual-2-Interactive.pdf
http://www.ipcinfo.org/fileadmin/user_upload/ipcinfo/docs/IPC-Manual-2-Interactive.pdf
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6 For more information, visit http://www.fao.org/giews/en/  
7 Based on GIEWS lists for the past ten years. 
8 El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua.  
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1.2.2 Geographical coverage  

The FAO Global Information and 

Early Warning System (GIEWS) 

classifies and regularly updates the 

list of countries requiring external 

assistance for food, dividing them 

into three categories according to 

the predominant driver: countries 

with (1) an exceptional shortfall in 

aggregate food production and 

supplies; (2) widespread lack of 

access to food; and (3) severe 

localized food insecurity.  

Countries included in the GIEWS 

list in 2016 were automatically 

selected for this report, 

representing the countries 

currently facing acute food crises. 

We also included countries that 

have experienced at least one food 

crisis in the past three years or 

that have had at least three food 

crises in the past 10 years. This 

was in order to capture the 

persistence and protracted aspect 

of those crises. An additional set of 

countries were reviewed  based on 

reports and publically available 

information on food insecurity, 

leading us to include countries 

from the Dry Corridor in Central 

America, additional countries 

affected by El Niño in southern 

Africa and Libya as a result of the 

ongoing conflict. The final list of 

countries selected was also 

evaluated against the Index for 

Risk (INFORM), to cross check 

consistency between the major 

food crises selected according to 

this reportôs criteria and the very 

high risk category of the INFORM 

risk index. All countries ranked in 

the INFORM very high risk 

category are covered in Chapter 3 

except for Myanmar, Mali and Cote 

dôIvoire. 

This inclusive approach sought to 

be as comprehensive as possible 

and to avoid omitting new crises or 

countries that are not on the 

GIEWS watch list. Through this 

process, 65 countries (Map 1) 

were selected for overview 

analysis, which aimed to estimate 

food - insecure populations. 

Insufficient evidence and data 

prevented the team from 

producing acceptable estimates for 

the following selected countries: 

Bolivia, Cuba, Dominican Republic, 

El Salvador, Eritrea, Kyrgyzstan, 

Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, 

Philippines, Republic of Congo, Sri 

Lanka, Timor -Leste, Vanuatu and 

Venezuela; therefore, food security 

estimates are produced for a total 

of 48 countries (See table 2).  

 

ÄÃ 
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9 Syria: L3 activated on 15 January 2013; L3 extended for 6 months on 23 August 2016 (until February 2017). South Sudan: L3 
activated on 11 February 2014; óL3 deactivated on 5 May 2016. Iraq: L3 activated on 12 August 2014; L3 extended for 6 months 
on 23 August 2016 (until February 2017). Yemen: L3 activated on 1 July 2015 (for 6 months); L3 extended for 6 months on 23 
August 2016 (until February 2017).  
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1.2.3 Detailed analysis per 

crisis and/or country  

Declaration of an IASC 

Humanitarian System -Wide 

Emergency Response (óLevel 3/L3ô 

Response) activates a UN system -

wide mobilization of capacity 

(leadership, staffing and funding) 

to enable the accelerated and 

scaled -up delivery of assistance 

and protection to people in need. 

An L3 Response is activated when 

a humanitarian situation suddenly 

and significantly changes and 

when, following an analysis of five 

criteria ï scale, complexity, 

urgency, capacity and reputational 

risk ï it is clear that the capacity 

to lead, coordinate and deliver 

humanitarian assistance and 

protection on the ground does not 

match the scale, complexity and 

urgency of the crisis.  

As a first criterion, all countries/

crises included on the IASC L3 

emergencies list in 2016 were 

selected for more detailed analysis, 

i.e. Syria, South Sudan, Iraq and 

Yemen.  

Then, crises and/or countries 

fulfilling one of the following 

criteria were added:  

¶ Countries with any segment 

of the population in IPC/CH 

Phase 4 Emergency  or Phase 

5 Catastrophe ;  

¶ 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 .   

Case by case considerations were 

made based on a consultative 

process, adding countries affected 

by the Syria crisis, Cameroon 

affected by the Lake Chad basin 

crisis, and Ethiopia because of the 

lingering impact of El Niño - induced 

drought.  

A detailed food security analysis is 

presented for those crises and/or 

countries facing acute food 

insecurity conditions selected 

according to IPC/CH Phase 3 Crisis,  

Phase 4 Emergency , or Phase 5 

Catastrophe/Famine , as shown in 

the map below.  
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1.2.4 Countries to watch in 

2017  

Criteria used to establish a list of 

countries whose food security and 

nutrition situation should be 

watched closely in 2017 include 

the following:  

¶ Countries that experienced 

major food crises in 2016;  

¶ Countries that did not face 

major food crises in 2016 

but whose IPC/CH analyses 

have predicted Phase 4 in 

2017;  

¶ Countries that faced more 

localized or less acute food 

insecurity in 2016 and/or are 

exposed to a significant risk 

in 2017 that may lead to a 

deterioration of food security 

and nutrition;  

¶ Countries that were not 

covered by the report due to 

a lack of recent validated 

data; and  

¶ Countries for which there 

were huge discrepancies 

among the estimates of food

- i n s e c u r e  p o p u l a t i o n s 

produced by d i f ferent 

organizations.  

The main early warning sources 

used for identifying significant 

risks were FAO/GIEWS, FEWS NET, 

IA S C Ea r l y  W ar n in g ,  t he 

Assessment Capacities Project 

(ACAPS), Crisis Group and 

INFORM.  

 

1.2.5 Caveats  

It is worth noting the following 

caveats:  

¶ A l l  p a r t n e r s  a r e  i n 

agreement with the general 

magnitude and severity of 

acute  food  insecur i t y 

suggested by this report. 

Population estimates in this 

report may differ from 

individual agency estimates 

as they reflect a consensus -

based approach;  

¶ In cases where IPC or IPC 

compatible estimates do not 

exist, other sources (CARI, 

H u m a n i t a r i a n  N e e d s 

Overview and government 

released figures) were used, 

thus not ensuring full 

comparab i l i t y  be tween 

estimates;  

¶ I n c o n s i s t e n c y  i n  t h e 

geographical coverage of 

IPC/CH analysis constituted 

a technical limit to present 

trends for some countries;  

¶ Inc lus ion o f  nut r i t ion 

information is embedded in 

the IPC acute analysis. 

Some data on nutrition 

status at population level 

(e.g. acute malnutrition 

prevalence estimates) is 

included as a stand -alone in 

the nutrition snapshots. 

However, overall analysis of 

driving factors and the link 

between food insecurity and 

nutrition outcomes is not 

made in any detail.  

 

ÄÅ 
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The report is organised in four 

chapters. Chapter 1 introduces the 

background of this report and 

provides details on the 

methodology and criteria used to 

select the countries included, as 

well as any limitations. Chapter 2 

gives a global overview of food 

crises and estimates of food -

insecure populations. Chapter 3 is 

dedicated to more detailed 

analysis of 2016 major food crises, 

examining food insecurity and 

nutrition, as well as key drivers, 

outlook and trends for affected 

countries. Chapter 4 concludes the 

report by providing an overview of 

countries with a concerning food 

security situation that should be 

prioritized for monitoring and the 

projection of food insecurity for 

the first semester of 2017.  
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Globally, 108 million people in 

2016 were reported to be facing 

Crisis  level food insecurity or 

worse (IPC Phase 3 and above). 

This represents a 35  percent 

increase compared to 2015 when 

the figure was almost 80 million.   

The acute and wide - reaching 

effects of conflicts left significant 

numbers of food insecure people in 

need of urgent assistance in 

Yemen (17 million); Syria (7.0 

million); South Sudan (4.9 

million); Somalia (2.9 million); 

northeast Nigeria (4.7 million), 

Burundi (2.3 million) and Central 

African Republic (2 million). The 

immediate outlook points to 

worsening conditions in some 

locations, with risk of famine in 

isolated areas of northeast Nigeria, 

South Sudan, Somalia and Yemen.  

Conflict causes widespread 

displacement (internal and 

external), protracting food 

insecurity and placing a burden on 

host communities. The populations 

worst affected are those of Syria 

(6.3 million Internally Displaced 

People) and Syrian refugees in 

neighbouring countries (4.8 

million); Iraq (3.1 million); Yemen 

(3.2 million), South Sudan (3 

million), Somalia (2.1 million) and 

northeast Nigeria (2.1 million).  

In some countries, food security 

has been undermined by El Niño, 

which largely manifested in 

drought conditions that damaged 

agricultural livelihoods. The 

countries most affected are in 

eastern and southern Africa and 

include Somalia, Ethiopia (9.7 

million), Madagascar (0.8 million in 

the Grand Sud), Malawi (6.7 

million), Mozambique (1.9 million) 

and Zimbabwe (4.1 million). 

Projections for early 2017 indicate 

an increase in the severity of food 

insecurity in these regions. This is 

particularly the case in southern 

and south -eastern Ethiopia, Kenya 

and Somalia.  

Record staple food prices, notably 

in some southern African 

countries, Nigeria and South 

Sudan, also severely constrained 

food access for vulnerable 

populations, acutely aggravating 

food insecurity and the risk of 

malnutrition.  

El Niño - induced weather patterns 

and conflicts were the main drivers 

of intensified food insecurity in 

2016. The persistent nature of 

these drivers, and their associated 

impacts, has weakened 

householdsô capacity to cope, 

undermining their resilience and 

ability to recover from future 

shocks. The food crises in 2016 

were both widespread and severe, 

affecting entire national 

populations, such as in Yemen, or 

causing acute damage in localized 

areas, such as in northeast 

Nigeria. These shocks were not 

bound by national borders and the 

spillover effects had a significant 

impact on neighbouring countries.  
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2.1.1 Conflict and food  

insecurity  

The negative impact of conflict on 

food security, nutrition and 

agriculture is an uncontested and 

globally recognized phenomenon. 

Conflict is a leading cause of food 

insecurity and hunger in several 

parts of the world, undermining 

food security in multiple ways and 

creating access problems for 

governments and humanitarian 

agencies who often struggle to 

reach those most in need. The 

causes of food insecurity in 

conflicts are diverse but often 

coupled to disruptions in food 

production and food systems, 

plundering of crops and livestock, 

loss of assets and incomes or 

population displacement which all 

directly or indirectly impact 

availability, access and utilisation 

of food. In general, in conflict -

affected areas, the lack of 

adequate access to food, combined 

with poor access to medical 

facilities ï in some cases even a 

lack of access to clean water, has 

an immediate detrimental effect on 

malnutrition, especially for 

vulnerable groups such as children 

under five, and pregnant or 

breastfeeding women.  

The analysis presented in Chapter 

3 covers eleven countries where 

conflict or widespread insecurity 

have acutely impacted food 

security: seven countries in Africa 

(Burundi, Central African Republic, 

Democratic Republic of Congo, 

Nigeria, Somalia, South Sudan and 

Sudan); and four in Asia and the 

Middle East (Afghanistan, Iraq, 

Syria and Yemen).  

ÄÉ 10 The proportion refers to population analyzed and not necessarily the total population of a country.  

мл 
*88& ?($C>.AH .;$Ƅ$, $>.?.? ;, ?( ǐ  6&  #8E( 



 

+28# 2 >(;8>A 

86 *88& $>.?(? 
ǏǍǎǓ 

мм 

The analysis also covers the 

spillover impact of these conflicts 

on neighbouring countries and the 

regional implications reflected on 

the number of people in acute food 

insecurity  (e.g. the refugees or 

affected population in other 

countries). The largest and most 

widely - reaching conflicts resulted 

in the highest number of food -

insecure people  in need of urgent 

assistance in the following 

countries: Syria (7.0 million), 

Yemen (14.1 million), South Sudan 

(4.9 million), and the three states 

of northeast Nigeria (4.7 million). 

One of the primary effects of 

conflict is displacement (both 

internal and external), which can 

protract the food insecurity of 

those displaced and impact host 

communities. In the case of Syria, 

an estimated 6.3 million are 

internally displaced and, at the 

time of writing, a further 4.8 

million people have fled the 

country seeking refuge in 

neighbouring countries. 

Displacement can cause market 

failures, loss of assets, erosion of 

capital and disruption of economic 

activities, and it puts people in 

urgent need of assistance. Internal 

displacement is also a major cause 

of food insecurity, impoverishing 

people who are forced to move 

and putting pressure on the 

resources of host communities. In 

the case of South Sudan, an 

estimated 1.7 million people have 

been internally displaced by the 

conflict; in Yemen, the figure is 3 

million while in Somalia more 

than 2 million. In countries that 

host large refugee populations, 

such as Lebanon where 1 million 

refugees reside, this has put an 

enormous strain on existing 

resources.  

In countries affected by conflict, 

the lack of access to food coupled 

with unsustainable coping 

mechanisms causes a rapid 

deterioration in the livelihoods of 

rural people. In many cases, the 

detrimental effect of the conflict on 

agriculture and other basic means 

of production slows economic 

progress and affects market 

development. In Afghanistan, 

conflict and insecurity have 

contributed to acute food 

insecurity, limiting market 

functionality, weakening the 

purchasing power of vulnerable 

households and seriously depleting 

livelihood assets. Meanwhile, in 

South Sudan, renewed and 

intensified fighting has disrupted 

agricultural activities and access to 

markets. The country has seen a 

general economic downturn 

characterized by a sharp 

devaluation of the local currency 

and very high food prices, which 

has put significant pressure on 

household access to food. In 

Somalia, population displacement, 

trade disruption due to insecurity 

and a scarcity of employment 

opportunities and income 

combined with high food prices 

and drought conditions have 

severely undermined food security. 

Food security in Somalia is 

deteriorating: 5 million people 

(over 40  percent of the population) 

are food insecure (1.4 million are 

in IPC/CH Crisis Phase 3 or above) 

due in part to severe drought 

conditions in crop -producing areas 

during the 2015/16 agricultural 

season. The latest figures for 

Somalia point to 2.9 million people 

in IPC/CH Phase 3 and higher 

between February and July 2017. 

In northeast Nigeria, rising food 

prices have aggravated the impact 

of the conflict and resulted in 

acute food insecurity. For a third 

consecutive year, planting failed in 

many farming areas and large 

numbers of people are trapped in 

inaccessible areas without food, 

water or health services. The Boko 

Haram insurgency also continues 

to affect neighbouring countries, 

namely Chad, Cameroon and 

Niger. In Yemen, as the conflict 

persists, nutrition is continuing to 

deteriorate. According to Yemen 

2017 Humanitarian Needs 

Overview, about 3.3 million 

children and pregnant or 

breastfeeding women are acutely 

malnourished, including 462,000 

children under five suffering from 

severe acute malnutrition.  

2.1.2 Natural disasters and 

food insecurity  

Natural disasters and extreme 

weather events were also a 

primary driver of food insecurity in 

2016, particularly for countries 

with inadequate capacities to 

respond to shocks and with 

populations characterized by low 

resilience.  

Äá 11 https://docs.unocha.org/sites/dms/Yemen/YEMEN%202017%20HNO_Final.pdf   

https://docs.unocha.org/sites/dms/Yemen/YEMEN%202017%20HNO_Final.pdf


 

The analysis covers ten countries 

that were affected by natural 

hazards, including El Niño: three 

countries in eastern Africa 

(Somalia, Ethiopia and Djibouti); 

six in southern Africa (Malawi, 

Madagascar, Lesotho, Zimbabwe, 

Mozambique and Swaziland); and 

one in the Caribbean (Haiti). In 

Ethiopia, the impact of El Niño -

related drought on pastoralist 

livelihoods and the wider 

agriculture sector left an estimated 

9.7 million people in need of 

urgent food assistance. In the 

Horn of Africa, drought in late 

2016 could trigger rising food 

insecurity with impacts on 

nutrition and livelihoods. In 

southern Africa, the humanitarian 

consequences of El Niño - induced 

drought were severe in Lesotho, 

Madagascar, Malawi, Mozambique, 

Swaziland and Zimbabwe. The 

drought also placed severe 

pressure on food security in 

Angola, Namibia, Botswana and 

Zambia. The current conditions are 

the result of the cumulative impact 

of two consecutive years of 

drought, including El Niño - induced 

dry conditions in 2015/16 that 

resulted in below -average cereal 

production and livestock losses. 

Areas and countries of particular 

concern in southern Africa are 

southern Madagascar, where 

localized crop losses and reduced 

access to food are at critical levels 

(affecting 840,000 people, 52 

percent of the population of the 

three drought -affected regions); 

Malawi, which registered the 

highest caseload of food - insecure 

people in the sub - region 

(estimated at 6.7 million people); 

and Zimbabwe, with an estimated 

food - insecure population of 4.1 

million people. While El Niño -

induced drought was the main 

driver of stressed food security in 

southern Africa in 2016, the region 

is afflicted by high rates of poverty 

and structural vulnerabilities. In 

the Caribbean and Central 

America, during 2015 and early 

2016, a drought exacerbated by El 

Niño hit Haiti and localized areas 

of the Dry Corridor in Guatemala, 

El Salvador, Honduras and 

Nicaragua. Haiti also suffered the 

category 4 Hurricane Matthew in 

late 2016, which directly affected 

2.1 million Haitians (more than 

20  percent of the population) and 

left 1.4 million people in need of 

food assistance.   

 

2.1.3 Prices and food 

insecurity  

High food prices, while a potential 

opportunity for farmers who are 

net producers, have also acutely 

impinged on food security in 

several countries, severely 

constraining food access for 

vulnerable households. Prices 

largely declined on the 

international cereal market in 

2016, reflecting downward 

pressure from ample global 

inventories and an increase in 

world cereal production in 2016. 

The lower international prices 

shrank the estimated world food 

import bill compared to 2015; 

much of the decline sprang from 

reduced expenditure on cereals 

and livestock products. However, 

despite significantly lower import 

costs at the global level, forecast 

reductions were much smaller for 

food import bills in Low - Income 

Food -Deficit Countries (LIFDC), 

particularly those in sub -Saharan 

Africa. For some of these 

countries, currency depreciations 

and increased import needs in 

response to production shortfalls 

offset the positive gains of lower 

international prices. This was 

particularly the case for maize ï a 

staple food across most of 

southern Africa; import costs are 

estimated to have risen for maize -

importing LIFDCs in 2016. Despite 

generally lower international 

prices, several countries 

experienced rapid and acute food 

price increases, mostly triggered 

by sharp drops in national cereal 

outputs related to conflicts and 

unfavourable weather patterns, 

and in some cases the upward 

trends were exacerbated by 

currency depreciations. In Africa, 

record -high prices were recorded 

in Nigeria and South Sudan, driven 

by conflict and weak currencies, 

and in several southern African 

countries, caused by El Niño -

induced production shortfalls. A 

slowdown in economic growth, 

which affected some countries in 

2016, also had a detrimental 

impact on food security, limiting 

income opportunities and 

squeezing national financial 

capacities to respond effectively to 

shocks.  
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2.1.4 Food security outlook  

The immediate outlook points to a 

further deterioration of food 

security in certain hotspots, 

particularly in areas that have 

been severely affected by 

droughts and conflict. In southern 

Africa, the poor 2016 harvests 

have greatly reduced household 

food supplies. This is expected to 

result in a harsher lean season in 

early 2017. Further ahead, the 

early 2017 production outlook 

points to an expected recovery 

based on favourable rainfall 

forecasts, with the main harvest 

expected to start in April. 

However, there are forecasts of 

worsening food security, 

particularly for Malawi, Zimbabwe 

and Mozambique. The current 

drought in East Africa is expected 

to increase food insecurity in early 

2017, with major concerns in 

southern Somalia, south and south 

eastern Ethiopia and south eastern 

and coastal parts of Kenya.  

According to the latest figures, the 

number of food - insecure people in 

Kenya increased from 1.3 million 

to 2.2 million in February 2017, 

leading the government to declare 

the current drought a national 

disaster.  

Conflict and civil insecurity remain 

the primary drivers of acute food 

insecurity in many countries, 

severely constraining food access 

and eroding the resilience of 

households and governments. 

Some areas, especially those with 

large numbers of IDPs, will be 

particularly hard hit and there is a 

risk of famine in places such as 

northeast Nigeria, South Sudan, 

Yemen and Somalia, particularly if 

humanitarian assistance cannot 

reach the population in need. The 

latest IPC analysis in South Sudan 

reported confirmed famine, or high 

risk of famine, in conflict -affected 

areas of Unity State between 

February and July. In 2017, 

widespread food insecurity is likely 

to persist in  Iraq and Syria 

(including among refugees in 

neighbouring countries). Other 

countries are currently facing 

more localized or less acute food 

insecurity but are at risk of 

worsening food security and 

nutrition in 2017. These are 

Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Burundi, 

Central African Republic, 

Madagascar, Uganda and the 

United Republic of Tanzania. Early 

warning sources also point to 

Libya, Myanmar, Sri Lanka and  

Ukraine, as countries that could be 

falling under this category. Finally, 

the worsening economic situation 

in Venezuela might also cause 

severe shortages of consumer 

goods, including food and 

medicine. Hence, food security 

here will need to be monitored.   
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* For most countries, the population analysed is significantly below the total population because of the focus of IPC/CH 
analysis on rural population.  
** 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.  

Country  

Total 
population 
analysed  

  
Number 

(millions)  

% of 
population 

analysed on 
total 

country 
population *  

Population in Crisis, 
Emergency and Famine  

(IPC/CH Phase 3 and 

higher)  

Population in Stressed  
situation  

(IPC / CH Phase 2)  

Total food - insecure 
population (IPC/CH 

Phase 2 and higher)  

Number 
(millions)  

% of total 
population 
analysed   

Number 
(millions)  

% of total 
population 
analysed  

Number 
(million)  

% of total 
population 
analysed  

Afghanistan  26.4  79%  8.5  32%  4.8  18%  13.3  50%  
Angola  12.8  54%  0.1  1%  0.7  5%  0.8  6%  
Bangladesh  3.7  2%  0.2  5%      0.2  5%  
Burkina Faso  18.9  100%  0.2  1%  1.9  10%  2.1  11%  
Burundi  9.4  81%  2.3  25%  4.1  44%  6.4  69%  
Cameroon  24.4  100%  0.3  1%  2.2  9%  2.5  10%  
Central African 
Republic  4.2  84%  2.0  48%      2.0  48%  

Chad  12.9  89%  1.0  8%  2.7  21%  3.7  29%  
Côte d'Ivoire  19.4  89%  0.8  4%  0.9  5%  1.7  9%  
DRC 71.7  90%  5.9  8%  3.0  4%  8.9  12%  
DPRK 25.3  100%  4.4  17%  5.6  22%  10.0  39%  
Djibouti  0.9  100%  0.2  22%  0.0  5%  0.2  18%  
Ethiopia  102.9  100%  9.7  9%  8.0  8%  17.7  17%  
Gambia  1.9  94%  0.1  5%  0.4  20%  0.5  26%  
Guatemala  16.3  98%  1.5  9%  0.3  2%  1.8  11%  
Guinea  8.9  70%  0.1  1%  1.4  16%  1.5  17%  
Guinea -Bissau  1.1  62%  0.1  9%  0.3  22%  0.4  31%  
Haiti  10.3  95%  1.5  15%  0.6  6%  2.1  20%  
Honduras  4.5  52%  0.1  2%  0.7  16%  0.8  18%  
Iraq  36.9  98%  1.5  4%  0.9  2%  2.4  7%  
Kenya  11.4  24%  1.3  11%      1.3  11%  
Lesotho  1.4  65%  0.5  35%  0.5  33%  1.0  69%  
Liberia  4.2  91%  0.1  2%  0.8  18%  0.9  21%  
Libya  6.2  97%  0.4  6%  1.0  16%  1.4  22%  
Southern  Madagascar  1.6  7%  0.8  49%  0.5  32%  1.3  81%  
Malawi  14.5  82%  6.7  46%      6.7  46%  
Mali  18.3  100%  0.2  1%  1.9  10%  2.1  11%  
Mauritania  3.7  89%  0.1  3%  0.5  13%  0.6  16%  
Mozambique  12.5  43%  1.9  15%  4.2  33%  6.1  49%  
Myanmar  35.0  64%  0.7  2%  1.8  5%  2.5  7%  
Namibia  1.3  52%  0.6  47%  0.1  10%  0.7  57%  
Nepal  28.9  100%  0.4  1%      0.4  1%  
Nicaragua  5.9  93%  0.1  2%      0.1  2%  
Niger  18.0  87%  0.3  2%  3.5  19%  3.8  21%  
North  Nigeria**  92.0  49%  8.1  9%  18.6  20%  26.7  29%  
Senegal  11.9  77%  0.3  3%  2.1  18%  2.4  21%  
Sierra Leone  6.4  99%  0.2  3%  0.8  12%  1.0  16%  
Somalia***  13.0  100%  2.9  22%  3.3  25%  6.2  48%  
South Africa  55.0  102%  3.9  7%  10.4  19%  14.3  26%  
South Sudan***  12.0  94%  4.9  41%  4.1  34%  9.0  75%  
Sudan  36.8  89%  4.4  12%  12.1  33%  16.5  45%  
Swaziland  1.0  77%  0.4  40%  0.3  29%  0.7  69%  
Syria  18.6  100%  7.0  38%  2.4  13%  9.4  51%  
Tanzania  35.8  66%  0.4  1%      0.4  1%  
Uganda  39.0  94%  0.4  1%  6.0  15%  6.4  16%  
Yemen  28.2  100%  14.1  50%  8.2  29%  22.3  79%  
Zambia  9.2  57%      1.0  11%  1.0  11%  
Zimbabwe  10.2  64%  4.1  40%  1.4  14%  5.5  54%  

ÅÄ 

For countries in italic, the sources of food - insecure people estimates are from government, Food Security Cluster (HNO or  HRP) or  WFP -CARI.  



 

ñ ñ countries  selected according to 

acute food crises faced in 2016 

and beyond. In addition, de-

tailed food security analysis is 

Phase 5 Catastrophe ratings  
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