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Introduction

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

Introduction

This document is intended to provide practical guidance to Oxfam
 staff on how to carry out food security assessments in emergencies. It is expected to be of most use to Food and Nutrition technical staff deployed from Oxfam’s Humanitarian Department in Oxford and Oxfam Regional Management Centres (Humanitarian Support Personnel, Consultants, Public Health Team Advisors), and to Oxfam Regional Management and Country Programme representatives faced with decision-making during food security related emergencies.

These guidelines are a follow up of the publication on Food Security Assessments in emergencies outlining Oxfam’s livelihoods approach
. They are intended to update the 1992 Oxfam guidelines Food Scarcity and Famine: Assessment and Response
. The guidelines should be seen as a support document to Oxfam’s Emergency Response Manual, Oxfam’s Guiding Principles on Response to Food Crises and the SPHERE Humanitarian Charter and Minimum Standards for Disaster Response.

Food Security Assessments should be undertaken as part of an overall assessment of the humanitarian situation. The Conceptual Framework of the Causes of Malnutrition described in Chapter 1 provides the overall framework for assessing the humanitarian situation. The assessment of food security is one component within this analysis. Oxfam has produced other guidelines which describes our approach to nutritional surveys.
 The current guidelines focus on how to assess food security, its causes, and how to identify appropriate interventions to save lives and protect livelihoods. 

The main purpose of undertaking a food security assessment is to inform decisions by Oxfam and other actors regarding the appropriate response to an emergency. This response may take various forms including:-

· Direct assistance to meet immediate food needs of the population affected by an emergency

· Assistance to support the livelihoods of the population affected by the emergency

· Capacity building support to partner organisations in their efforts to support the affected population

· Advocacy to promote a response by other actors, including the state, UN agencies, donors or NGOs. 

Food Security Assessments should be conducted with this purpose in mind. The findings of assessments should always lead to clear recommendations for response and action. Ultimately our aim is to answer some, if not all, of the following questions. These guidelines lead us through the process by which we can answer these questions.
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This document is comprised of 7 chapters.

Chp 1.
Food security and livelihoods

This chapter looks at food security in emergencies and describes the key concepts involved in food security and food insecurity. It is expected to be useful to those involved in food security analysis.

Chp 2.
Initial decision-making in emergencies

This chapter includes a brief description of what is involved prior to making food security assessments. It describes four types of food security assessments and their different objectives.

Chp 3.
Information required for all Food Security Assessments
This chapter goes into detailed information on the 9 key components involved in a food security assessment. Sources and ways of collecting secondary information are explained. It also includes guidance on how to define livelihood groups.

Chp 4.
Methods for collecting information during field assessments

This chapter gives detailed guidance on how to collect primary information. It describes different appraisal tools and provides tips on common mistakes. More details on each of these tools can be found in the appendix.

Chp 5.
Analysing assessment findings

This chapter describes ways in which to order assessment findings and assess the severity of the food insecurity. This involves identifying the worst affected livelihoods and determining whether support to save lives or livelihoods is needed.

Chp 6.
Identifying Interventions

This chapter presents various food and non-food interventions that can be considered when making programming decisions. Guidance on selection criteria and decision-making is provided.

Chp 7.
Influencing decision-making

This final chapter sets out the ways food security assessment findings can be used to influence decision-making at various levels within Oxfam when responding to food crises.

In order to serve the needs of both field staff and decision-makers, the appendix section is divided into sections A and B. Section B has more detailed explanations and examples of appraisal techniques used in Oxfam assessments in the field. The guidelines aim to be broad enough to be a useful tool for Oxfam programming in emergencies worldwide and draw on examples from recent work. At the same time they aim to be specific enough to guide both experts and more general staff through an assessment from beginning to end. 

This document constitutes a first draft that is to be piloted in the field from June 2003 onwards. It is expected that feedback will be incorporated by the Food and Nutrition Team in Oxfam’s Humanitarian Department so as to produce a final version by the end of April 2004. 

Chapter 1: Food Security & Livelihoods

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

This chapter looks at food security in emergencies and describes the key concepts involved in food security assessments. The chapter is divided in to three sections and provides an overview of Oxfam’s approach to emergency food security assessments.  It is expected to be useful to all those involved in food security analysis.

Oxfam considers food insecurity to be an underlying cause of malnutrition as well as a threat to livelihoods. It takes a livelihoods approach to food security. This means emergency programming aimed at supporting livelihoods, as well as saving lives. In terms of emergency food security assessments, a livelihoods approach involves assessing the longer-term risks to livelihoods, as well as short-term nutritional or life threatening risks.

1.1 Food security 

1.1.1 Definition of food security

Oxfam now uses the Sphere definition of food security and considers a population to be food secure when:

all people, at all times, have physical and economic access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food for a healthy and active life

Within this definition, the two elements of food security are: 

· availability (the quality and quantity of the food supply); and

· access (entitlement to food through purchases, exchange and claims).

1.1.2 Implications of definition for assessments

The various components of this definition guide us in determining what information we need to collect and analyse during food security assessments. 

“Availability”

This refers to the quantity and the quality of the food supply in the physical area affected by the emergency and beyond. It includes all local production of food through agriculture, fishing, animal husbandry and any wild foods including fruit and hunting, as well as imports and exports through the market system. The existence of well functioning market systems from international to local level is also included here. Any changes to the food availability, either to production or trade, as a result of the emergency must be identified during an assessment. 

The total availability of food may be affected by:

· Natural factors such as climatic change leading to crop and livestock losses.

· Conflict induced displacement resulting in a halt in production.

· Reduced labour capacity due to widespread illness such as HIV/AIDS.

· Government policies such as the sale of national grain reserves or cuts in 

      subsidies for farming inputs.

· Any disruption to market dynamics.

NB. It is not sufficient to only assess the availability of food because it is likely that a proportion of the population will be unable to acquire or “access” this food. 

“Access”
This refers to the ways in which food is obtained whether through purchase, production, trade, theft or received as a gift. The acquisition of food is not the same as its availability. Access to food is influenced by market factors and the price of food as well as purchasing power related to employment and livelihood opportunities.

The way people access food and income is often disrupted in emergencies, for example:-

· Purchasing power may be reduced due to rising prices or lower wages.

· Community support networks change due to displacement and migration.

· Unemployment may rise for certain groups as others shed labour to make savings.

“All people”

Different people are food secure to varying degrees and will be affected by an emergency differently. We must assess variations in food security status between different groups of people. Most commonly Oxfam GB differentiates between groups according to their main livelihood (source of food or income) but may define groups according to other factors such as: geographical location and wealth. 

“All times”


This refers to the seasonal element and how it influences the situation. This applies to annual changes in the availability and access to food due to seasonal fluctuations. The emergency needs to be compared with what may be considered normal for that particular time of year. Climate, work opportunities and patterns of disease affect food availability and nutritional status in a more predictable way than emergencies. In rural communities it is common to talk of “hungry periods” and “periods of plenty” related to the agricultural calendar and availability of wild foods and employment. This must be considered at all times when analysing the effects of the emergency.

“Sufficient”


The term “sufficient” refers to both the quantity and the quality of food. In food security assessments we want to find out whether people are able to meet their basic food needs.   

“Active and healthy life”

Food security influences nutritional and health status and the risk of mortality. 

1.2 Food insecurity as an underlying cause of malnutrition

Food insecurity is an underlying cause of malnutrition and mortality. To determine whether the lives of a particular population are at risk, there is a need to understand the causes and the links between the factors that lead to malnutrition, morbidity and mortality. Oxfam uses a framework adapted from UNICEF
 (figure 1) as an aid for the analysis of the level at which these inter-related causes operate in an emergency. This helps identify how the individual, the household, the community and wider structural arena are inter-related and allows for improved programming decisions.

Figure 1. A CONCEPTUAL MODEL OF THE CAUSES OF MALNUTRITION IN EMERGENCIES

MALNUTRITION + MORTALITY
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 HOUSEHOLD FOOD SECURITY

 SOCIAL & CARE ENVIRONMENT  
               PUBLIC HEALTH ENVIRONMENT

      -  Access to food                          - Women roles, status & rights              - Health environment

       -  Availability of food                        - Direct caring behaviours
  - Access to health care                                                                                                                  

                                                                   - Social networks & leadership
- Water & sanitation






structure

                   LOCAL PRIORITIES

BASIC CAUSES
at structural level

FORMAL AND INFORMAL INFRASTRUCTURE

    
POLITICAL IDEOLOGY

         RESOURCES

· human

· structural

· financial

· physical

· social

Adapted from the UNICEF Framework of Underlying Causes of Malnutrition and Mortality.
1.2.1 Immediate causes of malnutrition

The two immediate causes of malnutrition at the individual level are: 

· Inadequate food intake

This refers to the quantity and quality of food as well as its palatability and energy density. Monotonous diets and diets lacking in essential nutrients can lead to deficiency diseases which affect the body’s ability to function properly. A diet low in calories can lead to growth failure in children and weight loss in adults. 

· Disease

There is a cyclical relationship between disease and malnutrition that is not only confined to emergency situations. Disease may cause malnutrition and severe malnutrition can increase susceptibility to disease. Infectious diseases such as diarrhoea, acute respiratory infections, measles and malaria all contribute to malnutrition through loss of appetite, mal-absorption and loss of nutrients. Conditions such as HIV/AIDS and tuberculosis also put increased dietary demands on the body at a time when there is loss of appetite and eating regular foods becomes more difficult for the affected person.  Severe malnutrition makes an individual more susceptible to disease and moderate malnutrition prolongs the duration of disease.

1.2.2 Underlying Causes of malnutrition

An understanding of why the individual has reduced their food intake or has become sick involves looking at the underlying causes. Gender roles and age-related differences are of prime importance for the understanding of behaviour under each of the three inter-related factors:

· Household food security
All people, at all times, have physical and economic access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food for a healthy and active life

Households meet their food needs through different food and income sources (own production, collection of wild foods, purchase from market, trading, receiving gifts, or through illegal means such as theft). Food production depends on a wide range of factors, including access to fertile land, availability of labour, appropriate seeds and tools, and climatic conditions. Factors affecting food purchases include household income and assets as well as food availability and prices in local markets. In emergencies direct theft and destruction of assets, security restrictions and mobility are important influencing factors. Household composition is also important as it determines exact food needs (the diets and eating patterns of young children are very different from those of adults) and the human capital available to secure these needs. 

· Care environment and social environment

Direct caring behaviours in the household, including child-care and the allocation of food in the household. Social and political networks within and between communities affecting welfare.

Appropriate childcare is an essential element of good nutrition and health. Cultural factors and resources such as income, time and knowledge all influence the caring practices. In emergencies, displacement or forced migration is likely to cause social disruption that leads to breaks in links with the extended family and wider social networks. The health and psychological state of the mother or principal carer when the mother is absent and the extra demands placed on them during food insecurity affects breastfeeding and weaning behaviours, as well as hygiene and cooking practices. Normal taboos around eating practices may be difficult to overcome even during emergencies where food is scarce.

The welfare of the community, or certain groups within it, is determined in part by the accountability of existing leadership and institutions. Both formal and informal leadership and social organisation structures are community specific and often steeped in religious, political and / or cultural practices. The distribution of resources within a community is partly determined by the leadership structure and partly by the nature of the political contract between the government and the people.  Emergencies often see social ties and networks eroded or strengthened in favour of a subset of the population at the detriment of another. 

· Health environment

Access to health services, water supply, sanitation and housing.

The health environment includes everything that influences exposure to, and therefore incidence of, infectious disease.   Exposure to disease is increased by poor water quality and quantity, poor hygiene and sanitation, and overcrowding and inadequate shelter.   Health risks are drastically exacerbated during emergencies and there is usually a deteriorating health environment leading to a compromised access to safe drinking water, adequate sanitation systems and housing.   The health environment also includes access to health care.  The existing primary health infrastructure (essential drugs, immunisation, reproductive health care etc) and its ease of access, is as important as the type and quality of service it offers and the prices charged.  Inadequate or delayed treatment of disease prolongs, and may increase the disease’s severity. When a household member falls ill, strains are made on income and time resources that in turn can affect the household’s food security as well. This applies to the costs of both formal health care and traditional health care. 

1.2.3 Basic causes of malnutrition

The basic causes of malnutrition are those that determine whether a population is food insecure, lacks a good health environment, and has biased or non-existent official social support networks. The basic causes are a reflection of the resources available to a population (human, physical, social, financial and natural). The allocation of these resources is determined by political ideology. Basic causes include government policies or development strategies that exclude or marginalize sectors of the population. 

Poverty is often the over-riding cause of malnutrition and much of Oxfam’s development work is dedicated to addressing some of the existing imbalances.  Basic causes can create an underlying vulnerability which means that populations are more vulnerable to shocks such as drought, floods, etc. In political emergencies or chronic conflict, some populations may be more vulnerable because of a lack of formal and informal governance structures. 

Oxfam emergency programming acknowledges the limitations basic causes of malnutrition can have on mitigating the effects of an emergency. 

1.3 Food insecurity as a threat to livelihoods

Livelihoods are simply a means of making a living. Oxfam uses a Sustainable Livelihoods framework
 (figure 2) for its development work to help present various factors which constrain or enhance livelihood opportunities, and to show how they relate to each other. The model is intended as an analytical tool and provides a way of thinking about livelihoods in a more holistic way as it clearly identifies the key factors:

· Livelihood strategies and use of 5 Livelihood assets 

· Food Security as an outcome of successful livelihoods

· Vulnerability factors which may increase risk to food insecurity

· External influencing factors over which populations have little control

It must be possible to achieve sustainable livelihoods without diminishing opportunities for future generations, and so to reduce vulnerability to shocks
. 

Figure 1

SUSTAINABLE LIVELIHOODS FRAMEWORK












INFLUENCING FACTORS

Source: Taken from Oxfam Sustainable Livelihoods Team – Policy Department, 2003
In emergencies, Oxfam uses the following definition of livelihoods:

Livelihoods comprise the ways in which people access and mobilise resources that enable them to pursue goals necessary for their survival and longer term well being, and thereby reduce their vulnerabilities
.

This definition is suitable for emergencies as it excludes the notion of sustainability and while bringing in survival in addition to longer term well-being.   In emergencies, the concept of vulnerability is central to a livelihoods analysis.  People or countries may be suffer basic underlying vulnerabilities such as a high prevalence of HIV/AIDS, urbanisation, economic mis-management, etc, or are vulnerable as a result of poor governance, lack of law and order, or of basic services and infra-structure.  These factors reduce people's assets and constrain people's livelihood strategies which will influence the food security as a livelihood outcome.     

1.4 Vulnerability to food insecurity

Vulnerability to food insecurity must be considered from two perspectives: First the structural or underlying vulnerability of a population and the vulnerability to particular external shocks.
:

Vulnerability to food insecurity:

· Underlying vulnerability:

The structural conditions that render some populations or countries more vulnerable to acute food insecurity (poverty, chronic food insecurity, lack of basic services, etc) 

· External shock:


The actual emergency shock or stress factor (drought, flood, earthquake, inflation, conflict/attack, displacement etc.)

These are  events over which the affected population has no control.

· Internal capacity to cope:

People's ability to cope with the shock

Capacity to cope depends on the options open to people in response to a shock, and may depends on assets, social networks and political status. 

1.4.1 Underlying vulnerability


There are a number of structural failures which leave populations vulnerable to food crises, including weak states, unaccountable governments and non functioning judicial systems, as well as poverty, chronic food insecurity, a high prevalence of HIV/AIDS and the lack of basic services. It is often this underlying vulnerability which determines whether a population suffers a food crisis or not. Chronic conflict and political instability also contributes to a gradual erosion of people's assets and a restriction of people's livelihood options, making them more vulnerable to periodic external shocks.

For example, the Southern Africa crisis in 2002, abnormal rainfall (or drought) occurred in a country already suffering from a combination of economic decline, disruption of farming activities due to political strife and mismanagement of the grain reserves, as well a high prevalence of HIV/AIDS.   

Over the last two decades, a new underlying factor which increases vulnerability to food crises has emerged: that of HIV/AIDs.  HIV/AIDs is having a devastating effect on food security in poor countries.  Ability to cope with external shocks is reduced due to labour shortage, dependency ratios, knowledge loss, loss of formal and informal institutional capacity. The link between emergencies and HIV is two way.  First, the vast majority of humanitarian crises take place in countries where rates of HIV infection are already high.  This is true particularly in sub-Saharan Africa where an estimated 28.1 million people are living with HIV/AIDs and the adult prevalence rate is the highest in the world. Second, emergencies can increase the risk of infection among affected populations due to destruction, disruption, dislocation and displacement.   

These underlying vulnerabilities may also increase people's vulnerability to external shocks such as drought, conflict, displacement, etc.   The vulnerabilities for each livelihood group will be similar and the ability of a livelihood to recover from such shocks is central to the definition of sustainable or resilient livelihoods.  

1.4.2 External shocks


There are a number of external shocks which may create food insecurity or food crisis.  These can be divided into natural disasters, economic shocks, conflict or attack and displacement. Economic shocks include sudden inflation, the loss of employment, or fall in wages. People's vulnerability to these shocks may be related to livelihoods,  to wealth status, or to social or political status.  

Impact of natural disasters on food security

· Floods may cause sudden destruction of crops, livestock and cut people off from markets in defined geographical area.  For a short period, people may be totally cut off from their normal food sources

· Earthquakes can suddenly kill large numbers of people but may have a more limited impact on food security.  For a defined geographical area, earthquakes may destroy crops, food reserves, assets, and roads, all of which affect food security

· Drought may cause famine in a slow and gradual process, gradually worsening until finally destitution, migration and death can no longer be avoided.   Drought results in reduced production, loss of livestock, increased food prices.

Different livelihood groups will be affected differently by different shocks.   For example, rural pastoralists in Mongolia were vulnerable to harsh winters that often kill their animals, whereas the urban population relies on employment and is therefore not affected by the weather conditions as much. Similarly, camel herders in Kenya are more vulnerable to floods than cattle herders. 
The rich or better off may have a better capacity to cope with certain natural disasters.   For example, earthquakes and floods may affect both rich and poor equally, but the rich may have a better capacity to recover from such shocks due to stronger asset base and more diverse income sources. 

Conflict-related emergencies are qualitatively different because war strategies may be aimed at undermining people’s entire livelihood base. In conflicts which are fought along ethnic lines, vulnerability is often determined by people’s social and political status.  For example, in Afghanistan, the Taliban regime used blockades, destruction and forced displacement against the Tajiks, Uzbeks and Hazara who were all perceived to be supporters of the opposition.  

Similarly in Colombia, vulnerability is partly related to political status as the rural population is believed to be associated with the guerrilla by the government who therefore turn a blind eye to the paramilitary forces’ attacks on civilians.  

Both natural and conflict-related emergencies can lead to population migration and displacement so that people are cut off from their normal food sources.   Many displaced populations (whether internally displaced or refugees) are settled in chronically food insecure and poor areas.  Governments hosting refugees often have regulations that do not allow access to land or employment. Those who are not protected under international law are likely to be the most vulnerable.  For example, ‘prima facie’ refugees who have not undergone formal determination procedures are vulnerable to forced repatriation.   

1.4.3 Coping strategies

In addition to the external shock, the ability to cope with food insecurity determines vulnerability to food insecurity. The name coping implies the ability to deal with the shock in such a way that it is not damaging to one’s livelihood.  This resilience is embedded in the definition of a sustainable livelihood. 

Definition of Coping Strategies
:

“short term, temporary responses to declining food entitlements , which are characteristic of structurally secure livelihood systems”. These strategies encompass a wide range of economic, social, political and behavioural responses to declining food security. They need to be understood in terms of strategies whose effects are easily reversible, versus those that incur an unacceptable cost.

While the type of coping strategy is determined by people's livelihoods, there are nonetheless distinct categories of coping.   Coping strategies can be divided according to whether they are reversible or irreversible.   The aim of coping strategies is to preserve assets and prevent destitution. Reversible strategies cause no lasting damage to livelihoods and irreversible strategies may cause permanent damage.    Examples of these are given below. In drought, or slow-onset crises, coping strategies are adopted in stages, with early strategies being reversible and later ones irreversible.

In many chronic emergencies (whether due to conflict, political instability, repeated natural disasters), coping strategies may not fit into such neat categories or follow sequential stages.  In such circumstances, strategies are a response to lack of employment and state services, loss or destruction of assets, and in some cases the growth of the informal economy.   Strategies may include increasing indebtedness and borrowing, high reliance on remittances, or what we have termed here "risky survival" strategies; prostitution, theft, engaging in the illegal economy, child labour etc.   Oxfam considers such strategies as unacceptable for gaining food security in a way that ensures dignity to life.

Classification and examples of Coping Strategies:

Insurance Strategies


Strategies in anticipation of future shocks .  For example:

· building up assets which can be disposed off in times of food insecurity

· diversifying income sources.

· Switching to drought resistent crops or herds

Households are actively preparing for possible future food insecurity.   

Reversible Strategies


Strategies which are not damaging to livelihoods in the long-term and can tide a household over a period of time so long as they are not exposed to another shock.   For example:

· changes in food intake (e.g. less meals, cheaper foods, wild foods)

· Drawing on food stores 

· migration for work, 

· selling non-productive assets

· taking out loans or calling in debts.

· Changes in livestock migration patterns

· Sending children to live with richer relatives

Households are managing to cope with a certain period of food insecurity and sustain their livelihood.


Irreversible Strategies


Strategies are damaging to livelihoods in the long-term. For example:

· the sale of productive asset (e.g. farmland, draught oxen, sewing machine if tailor, livestock which are key to survival of way of life)

· Mortgaging of farmland

· Taking out loans which cannot be paid back (which are greater than anticipated income?) 

This eventually leads to destitution and distress migration.  Households are no longer able to safeguard the assets that determine their livelihood.

Risky survival strategies


Strategies are aimed at survival irrespective of their adequacy. This includes damaging strategies that may be deemed illegal or unethical in the context in which they are taking place. For example:

· Prostitution

· theft, 

· engaging in illegal economy e.g. drug trafficking.

· Child labour

Households are in dire need and may have broken down altogether.

The speed and order in which these strategies are adopted is very dependent on the nature of the scale and intensity of the external shock and the populations underlying vulnerability.  

1.5 The severity of food insecurity 

In a livelihoods approach, the severity of food insecurity is gauged at two levels, its impact on nutrition in the short term (risks to lives) and its impact on livelihoods in the longer term.

1.5.1 Risks to lives:

The affected population’s ability to feed themselves in the short-term 

Oxfam uses two measures to estimate risks to lives during a food security related emergency:

· Significant shifts in different food and income sources which cannot be compensated for

 
through other sources

· The impact on the nutritional status of the affected population

Oxfam considers food insecurity as an underlying cause of malnutrition.

1.5.2 Risks to livelihoods: 

The impact on the sustainability of livelihoods in the long-term

Oxfam is concerned mainly with two aspects here during a food security related emergency:

· An analysis of “vulnerability” 
· The impact on livelihoods of strategies used by different livelihood groups in response to food insecurity. 
Oxfam considers food insecurity as a threat to livelihoods. 

By understanding the severity of food insecurity in an emergency, decision-making on the most appropriate response can be identified.   Prolonged or severe food insecurity may lead to a food crisis, which is defined by Oxfam as:

Food crisis definition:

“A situation of unusually severe food insecurity which threatens people’s lives and / or livelihoods.” 

Whether food insecurity becomes a food crisis depends on:

· the affected population’s underlying vulnerability

· the intensity and nature of the external shock

· the duration of the crisis

· the capacity of the population to cope

· the government and humanitarian agencies’ will to respond

Section 1.5 indicated that there is a relationship between the type of coping strategies being used and the severity of food insecurity. It should be noted that “irreversible” and “risky survival” strategies may indicate similar severity of food insecurity. 

We can develop the existing definition of food security in a way which helps us to assess food security more easily. We can say that a population is food secure when:-

all people, at all times, have access to, and control over, sufficient quantities of good quality food required for an active and healthy life – without utilising coping strategies which are damaging to their livelihoods and/or their dignity. 

With increasing food insecurity indicated in the table below, the more likely it is that people will start using strategies which are damaging to their livelihoods and to their dignity. Irreversible and risky survival strategies are damaging in this way. Once people have exhausted their strategies and/or are displaced in camps the risk of death greatly increases. 



Oxfam wishes to intervene before people have to start using damaging coping strategies.   

1.6 The scale of food insecurity

We also need to consider how widespread food insecurity is, i.e. the scale of food insecurity. We need to have some idea about the numbers and percentage of the population that are food insecure. This is important in order to decide on the most effective and efficient allocation of resources. 

Summary Points of Chapter 1.  

· Food security means access by all people at all times to the food needed for an active, healthy life. 

· Food security is an underlying cause of malnutrition and mortality and is interlinked with the social and care environment as well as the health environment.

· Food security is both a threat to and an outcome of sustainable livelihoods.

· Vulnerability to food insecurity is considered from two perspectives; underlying structural vulnerability and vulnerability to particular shocks.

· Coping strategies are the various responses people adopt when faced with food insecurity. Some strategies are reversible and some are irreversible.
· Severity of food insecurity is determined by shifts in food and income sources, nutritional status, and the type of coping strategies used.    
Chapter 2: Initial Decision-making in Emergencies

Food Security Assessment Guidelines 

This chapter looks at the decision making process made internally within Oxfam before a food security assessment takes place. Then four types of food security assessment are identified and described along with the objectives for each type of assessment. It is expected that this chapter will be of most use to those involved in food security analyses.

2.1 Assessment Rationale

Emergency response is based on the humanitarian imperative to alleviate suffering based on the greatest need. Information on who is most affected by an emergency is therefore needed for programming purposes and for advocacy. Oxfam decision-makers at Country Office, Regional and Humanitarian Department level will need to gauge the need for assistance based on the needs of the affected population.  Food security assessments provide Information on whether the situation is life threatening and / or damaging to livelihoods. Assessments should aim to fill clearly identified information gaps and the objectives should be set accordingly. The analysis of an emergency cannot be based on one source of information alone

The Humanitarian Charter
 makes it clear that programming decisions in emergencies should be based on sound understanding of the situation. This calls for an assessment to be carried out by specialised staff.

Some relevant SPHERE
 revised Key Indicators (still in DRAFT form):

Project Cycle Standard 1- General assessment

“Programme decisions are based on a demonstrated understanding of the emergency situation and on a clear analysis of the immediate and future threats to life, health and livelihoods.”

Capacity Standard 1- Competencies and responsibilities

“Programme decisions are implemented by staff who have appropriate qualifications and experience for the duties involved.”

2.2 Types of Food Security Assessment and objective setting

All assessments need to have clearly identified objectives. In emergencies, most food security assessments will be carried out at the start of the emergency to support programming decisions. This is however not always the case, as they may also be carried out during different stages of an emergency response programme cycle:

· Emergency assessments - at the start of an emergency

· Design and planning of programmes – throughout programme

· Monitoring and evaluation activities – throughout programme, towards the end 

There are 4 main types of food security assessments.

2.2.1  Initial assessments (2-5 days)


These make use of existing information and knowledge and determine the need for further investigation or potential intervention. Initial assessments are usually carried out by Oxfam programme staff in the affected country, but may also be done by the Humanitarian Programme Co-ordinator for that region. Initial assessments do not usually involve any field work to the affected area.

Typical objectives of an Initial assessment: 

· To carry out an analysis of the causes of food insecurity.

· To assess the severity of food insecurity as a result of the emergency

· To determine the need for an emergency response

· To identify potential need for an Oxfam response.

· To identify the need for a more in depth assessment

Example

An initial assessment of drought affected subsistence farmers Guatemala in October 2001 identified economic factors as having an important role to play in livelihood security of the farmers led to an in-depth assessment carried out to look at the effect of the fall in coffee prices on all livelihood groups.
2.2.2 Rapid assessments / multi-sectoral (5-21 days)

These assessments involve fieldwork in the affected area and determine the need for an immediate emergency response. Rapid Assessments should at the very least determine whether people are able to meet their food needs, hence identify the risk to lives due to the emergency.

· Rapid assessments involve collection of new data to fill gaps, identify priorities and verify the information collected form other sources.

· Oxfam’s Regional Management Centres and Humanitarian Department are mostly involved with rapid assessments. Rapid assessments are usually carried out by specialist Food and Nutrition staff that are recruited regionally or by the Humanitarian Department. 

· These assessments are increasingly becoming multi-sectoral involving staff from the three disciplines in the Public health Team (Public Health Promoters, Water and Sanitation, and Food and Nutrition Specialists) as well as Programme Managers, Logistics and Accounting staff. Multi-sectoral teams can be made up of local and international staff. 

· The Food and Nutrition Specialist will often work with a local agronomist or veterinary in the same team.

Typical objectives of a Multi-sectoral assessment: 
· To carry out an assessment of the public health risks and needs within the emergency-affected population and make recommendations for any necessary future action.

· To identify and assess the current resources and capacity of Oxfam GB staff, national counterparts, humanitarian agencies and governments to meet public health needs.

Example

The multi-sectoral assessment of hurricane affected Yucatan peninsula in Mexico in December 2002 led to the decision not to intervene because local capacity for response was adequate.

Typical objectives of a Rapid assessment for a Food and Nutrition Specialist:

· To assess changes in food availability and food access as a result of a shock

· To assess the severity of food insecurity and the need for an emergency response

· To identify the worst affected areas and livelihood  groups.  

· To analyse the underlying causes of the current food insecurity in the affected area.

· To identify the need   for immediate life saving reponse

· To clearly identify and assess the current resources and capacity of other stakeholders to meet needs.

· To identify appropriate interventions to address food security in the  medium term needs in conjunction with the Country and regional Oxfam team.

· To identify the need for a more in depth food security assessment of all livelihood groups

Example

A rapid assessment of drought and flood affected Malawi in January 2002 led to the recommendation to carry out nutritional surveys in Southern Malawi where the Oxfam country programme was operational in order to provide statistics that would help in advocacy work at a time when the government and various stakeholders denied the existence of a food crisis.

2.2.3 In-depth assessments (3-6 weeks)

In-depth assessments are carried out by specialist Food and Nutrition staff to support longer-term programming decisions. In-depth assessments are appropriate when there is a need to look at risks to livelihoods in more detail in order to identify livelihood support interventions.  These assessments are very useful to strengthen Oxfam Country programme strategies and often lead to recommendations that can be implemented over a twelve month period and not necessarily straight away. In-depth assessments take a deeper look at the livelihood assets required to ensure food security.

Typical Objectives of an in-depth assessment:

General Objective:

· To conduct a comprehensive food security analysis of all affected livelihood groups 

Specific Objectives: 

· Conduct an analysis of the causes of food insecurity (at national, international and local level) and the process by which people become food insecure 

· To identify appropriate food security interventions according to the nature and extent of the livelihoods affected, including both advocacy and programme.     

· Identify interventions to support livelihoods in the longer term.   

· To review the effectiveness of ongoing partner food security programmes in line with stated objectives.

· To provide recommendations on appropriate interventions to address risks to livelihoods and necessity of/ means for Oxfam GB involvement in the country.

Example

An in-depth assessment of food security needs in the West Bank in October 2002 provided the information for the development of a new Oxfam livelihoods programme in the region seeking new funding sources.  Recommendations were tailored to the nature and severity of food insecurity in each livelihood group.

2.2.4 Nutritional Surveys (3 – 6 weeks)

These surveys provide statistically representative information on the nutritional status of a  sample of the affected population. Surveys are time consuming and require careful planning, a special statistical package for analysis and an experienced Nutritionist to carry them out accurately. 

Oxfam surveys do not only look at nutritional status, but also morbidity, mortality and the underlying causes of malnutrition. This requires collection of both quantitative and qualitative data. Survey results are often used as a baseline against which programme impact can be measured.

Typical objectives for a nutritional survey:

· To determine the prevalence of malnutrition among the affected population.

· To estimate mortality rates, morbidity prevalence and immunization coverage.

· To determine the underlying causes affecting nutrition and household food security.

· To design appropriate interventions to address malnutrition and its underlying causes.

· To provide a baseline form which to evaluate response programmes.

Example

The results of two nutrition surveys in two regions in Nicaragua, one affected by drought and the other by floods, in August 2001 led to the decision to carry out public health programmes in the flood affected region where the situation was worse. 

Assessments often provide information that will later on be used as a baseline with which to make comparisons. In addition though, assessments are able to provide information on what is considered a normal year for the affected population.

Essential details on each assessment type are tabulated below.   

Table 1. Emergency Food Security Assessment Types and Characteristics 

	Type of

Assess-ment
	Time frame needed
	Likely Oxfam Team composition*
	Likely resulting

Decisions

	Initial
	2- 5 days
	Country Programme
	- Need for a

	
	
	RHPC
	   fuller assessment

	
	
	
	- Advocacy

	
	
	
	- Fundraising / DEC

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Rapid 
	5 – 21 days
	Country Programme
	- Identification of

	   Or
	
	HD/RMC  Food & 
	   risks to lives

	Multi-
	
	Nutrition
	   and livelihoods

	sectoral
	
	HD, PHPC
	- Need for a survey

	
	
	Multi-agency
	- Advocacy

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	In depth
	3- 6 weeks
	HD Food & Nutrition
	-Food and non-food 

	
	
	Country Programme
	  interventions

	
	
	Partners
	- Advocacy

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Nutrition 
	3- 6 weeks
	HD Food & Nutrition 
	- Food and non-food

	Survey
	
	Local staff / MoH
	   interventions

	
	
	Other agency staff
	-Comparative survey

   in 6 &/or 12 months

	
	
	
	- Advocacy to elicit 

	
	
	
	   a response


*Country Programme staff as well as their partners and possibly Oxfam International programme staff

RHPC : Regional Management Humanitarian Co-ordinator

HD: 
Humanitarian Department Public Health Team staff including Food & Nutrition, Public Health Promotion and Water Engineers, Logisticians, Accountants and Programme managers.

2.3 Oxfam’s Relative Advantage 

An understanding of the nature and the scale of an emergency is necessary before Oxfam can take appropriate action. The earlier on Oxfam can identify an emergency, or an encroaching emergency, the wider the range of options available for interventions to address the situation. Oxfam knows about emergencies through a combination of means:

· Oxfam country offices – presence in over 70 countries means there is a wide range of staff and partners worldwide keeping us very close to possible affected areas.

· Previous experience of emergencies  - years of specialising in disaster response means Oxfam has built up knowledge of geographical areas prone to emergencies.

· Links with external sources – information can be obtained through the media, government releases, United Nations agency reports, other NGOs and academic institutions specialising in conflict and climatic change.

Oxfam has a dual mandate. This means that when an emergency arises, Oxfam has a responsibility to respond. It is often placed in a position of relative advantage for detecting and responding to humanitarian emergencies because of its ongoing worldwide presence through its development programmes. Previous experience of emergency response also allow for speed and better targeting of interventions. Rarely does Oxfam start an intervention from scratch.

Oxfam’s assessment approach identifies both food and non-food interventions which can be implemented at different stages of the emergency (before, during and after). By assessing the severity of food insecurity, response programmes can be designed with the capacities of the local country teams and partners in mind. Development Programmes in Country offices have the support of the Humanitarian Department when their capacity is stretched. In this way, Oxfam is very well placed to provide local knowledge and expertise, alongside objectivity and transferable emergency response experience. 

Long standing programme history in a country can have the opposite effect as it may discourage Oxfam to venture outside its usual operation areas for fear of lack of capacity. Oxfam has expressed its commitment to responding on the basis of need and where it can have a lasting impact on people’s lives. Finally the Humanitarian Department has access to a revolving fund
 which can release funds for programming while external donors are sought. This speeds up the rate at which interventions can be started giving yet more scope for appropriate action.

Summary Points of Chapter 2

· This chapter has described 4 different types of food security assessments: Initial, rapid, in-depth and nutritional survey.

· The four assessments differ in their objectives, the length of time to be completed and the likely resources and recommendations.

· Assessment objectives should clearly be identified and agreed to by the Country Programme, the Regional Management Centre and the Humanitarian Department.

· Oxfam has a relative advantage in emergency response due to the combination of use of local knowledge and specialist expertise, as well as access to emergency funding which allows for Oxfam programming decisions to be wide reaching and involve life saving as well as livelihood supporting interventions. 

Chapter 3: Type of Information Required

Food Security Assessment Guidelines 

In order to answer the key programming questions listed in the Introduction, it is necessary to answer key analytical questions regarding the food security situation. 


In this Chapter, we identify the information which needs to be collected and the process which needs to be followed in order to answer these questions. Methods of collecting this information are described in Chapter 4. 

This chapter looks at the type of information needed in all emergency food security assessments. It may not be necessary to collect all of this information in the field as some of it may already exist from previous assessments by Oxfam or by other agencies. There are 9 key components to collecting food security related information. This includes defining and identifying livelihood groups and zones in the affected area and requires general information on food availability and access. This chapter is expected to be of most use to all those carrying out food security assessments. 

3.1 The 9 components of all food security assessments

The basic components and the approach to the assessment remain the same for all assessments:
1. The general emergency context

2. Food availability 

3. Defining livelihood groups /zones 

4. Changes in food and income sources

5. Ability of each livelihood group to cope

6. Nutritional status

7. Future changes in food security

8. External response so far

9. Oxfam’s internal capacity to respond

3.1.1 The general emergency context (location, causes and impact)

Whatever the nature or phase of the emergency, there is a need to describe and analyse the general context. The Conceptual Framework on causes of malnutrition, and the sustainable livelihoods framework, described in Chapter 1 should provide a useful structure for this. 

Checklist 1.
Information needed for assessment of the general emergency context:
· What are the chronic factors which have resulted in an underlying vulnerability of the population (political, economic, social, natural)

· What is the health environment?

· What event(s)/shock(s) happened which have had an acute impact on food security?

· What is the geographical area affected?

· Who is affected and what is the total population affected? 

· What are the demographic and social characteristics of the population?

· What is the local/national capacity to respond?

· How secure / stable is the area?

The information collected should include the following:-

Analysis of underlying or chronic vulnerability: This includes the political and economic context, but also other factors which cause a population to be more vulnerable to food insecurity.  For example a high prevalence of HIV/AIDS or weak governance structures.  This information is also important for the consideration of advocacy and protection work to promote accountability of local institutions. 

Definition of the geographical area and the population affected by the emergency and that will be assessed: It is important to clearly state the exact area under consideration and a description of the population in terms of demographics, ethnic composition etc. 

Description of the shock(s) event that led to the emergency: We need to know what led to a sudden deterioration in the humanitarian situation, e.g. flood, drought, conflict etc. 

Description of the health environment.    A basic description of the health environment is necessary because it may increase vulnerability to malnutrition and is necessary to later interpret nutritional status data. 

A food crisis is often caused by more than one “shocks” which can be defined as events which have a negative impact on livelihoods. It is necessary to identify these “shocks” and assess their relative impact on the ability of households to access food from different sources. 

Example

In Malawi in 2001/02, a drought resulted in low crop production and an increase in market prices. However, the major cause of increased food insecurity was the sale of the SGR by the government which was the major factor leading to increased market prices The crisis was characterised by many as a food production problem. However, once the reserve was replenished and market prices stabilised, people were once again able to access the food they required to meet immediate needs. However, this is at a cost as households are depleting their assets in order to achieve this. Furthermore their ability to cope is undermined by the high prevalence of HIV/ AIDS.A misdiagnosis of the problem can and did lead to inappropriate emergency responses. 

Most of the information required on the general emergency can be gathered through secondary information and through key informants in government or other agencies (see chapter 4). The type of information needed and likely sources are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Type of information needed with their likely sources for a description of the emergency context

	Checklist / key areas 
	Sources of information
	Collection method

	Geographical location
	
	Gathering secondary

	Climate and seasons
	Web sites
	Information through:

	Physical Environment
	Maps
	Interviews with Key

	Physical access by road/rail/sea/air
	UN reports
	Representatives:

	Physical infrastructure
	
	Ministry of disaster response

	
	
	Ministry of social affairs

	Political Context
	
	Academic institutions

	Local political structures
	Academics
	

	International relations
	Oxfam staff and partners
	

	Government Infrastructure & services
	Donor reports
	

	Political commitment to addressing 
	
	Collecting Oxfam reports

	
	
	from HD, RMC, CP

	Security and stability
	UN representatives
	Briefings with Oxfam staff

	Source and nature of conflict
	Local & international press
	

	Security of affected population
	Local staff 
	Searching web sites

	Access for relief personnel
	Inter-agency meetings
	Newspaper articles / radio

	Access for bulk relief commodities
	
	

	Affected population
	
	Meeting with other agencies

	Numbers
	Census data and reports
	

	Demographic breakdown
	From UN, agencies and
	

	Ethnic and social divisions, gender
	government
	

	Social cohesion/leadership structure
	Poverty indicators
	

	Health and nutrition status
	
	


Adapted from Young et al (2001)

3.1.2 Food availability

In this component we are trying to assess the extent to which there have been changes in food availability in the affected area. 

This includes an understanding of the national and local production, geographical differences in food production methods, and trading systems. This should also include information on specific markets and their importance as trading hubs, the range of food and cash crop imports and exports and comparative information on the price of commodities at local and national level. 

Checklist 2.
Information needed an assessment of the food availability:

Food stocks

· How much food is stored by the Government in the area? (e.g. in government grain reserves)

Production

· What are the main production systems in the area?

· What are the normal seasonal fluctuations in food availability?

· What are the main crops produced within the area?

· What is the level of production for these main crops?

· How has production (harvests, pasture, livestock) changed compared to normal?

· What other foods are available? To what extent will they enable the population to meet their requirements?

Imports/exports

· Where are the main markets?

· What are the usual sources of food in the market and what is it now?

· How much food is likely to be imported into and exported out of the area?

· How has availability of food in the markets changed?

· What are the national and local market mechanisms?

Market prices

· How have the prices of basic commodities changed compared to normal for the time of year?

Food stocks: Many countries keep food stocks in reserve to be used in the event of a food crisis. It is important to understand government policies regarding the use of these reserves. 

Food production: It is important to consider the main types of food produced including legumes, vegetables, livestock, and not only to concentrate on the main cereal crops. 

Imports/exports: It cannot automatically be assumed that a decline in food production will result in a food shortage. An assessment of the motivation and capacity of governments and commercial traders to import food is required Conversely, it cannot be assumed that there will not be a food crisis in areas of surplus production. The exportation of food may result in a food deficit and even if food is not exported there will be certain population groups which do not have access to available food 

Market prices: The comparison of market prices with the same period in a “normal” year may provide an indication of food availability. However, caution should be taken in the interpretation of this data as prices are affected by demand as well as supply and if taken in isolation may ignore the significance of non-marketed produce, such as subsistence production and wild foods. 

Much of this information can again be gathered from secondary sources.   Market data should also be gathered as primary data (see chapter 4). The type of information needed and likely sources are presented in Table 3 below.

Table 3. Type of information needed and likely sources for a description of food  availability

	Checklist / key areas 
	Sources of information
	Collection method

	Normal food supply
	
	Reports

	Production systems and mechanisms
	National statistics
	Key Representatives

	Agriculture, fishing, livestock
	Maps
	Ministry of Agriculture

	Regional differences
	Cropping calendars
	Ministry of commerce

	Seasonal variation
	
	Academic institutions

	Government subsidies/ policies etc
	
	Other agencies

	
	
	

	Market systems
	
	As above

	Food & cash crop imports & exports
	Early Warning Systems
	

	Transport networks
	Market traders 
	

	Market prices of key commodities
	
	

	Government policies 
	
	


3.1.3 Identifying Livelihoods groups

The basis of the Oxfam emergency food security assessment methodology is in the identification of livelihood groups. Livelihood groups must be identified in the area affected by the emergency to allow for analysis of the severity of the food insecurity and for recommendations to address the problem to be based on each livelihood group.   

A livelihood group is 

a group of people with similar food and income sources and who are subject to similar risks.

People with similar food and income sources, or a similar way of life, will respond in similar ways to particular shocks, and will benefit from the same interventions to promote food security and protect their livelihoods.

Livelihood groups may correspond with a geographical area or zone, as in the case of Wajir District in Kenya. The zone determines people's way of life, due to environmental or climatic reasons, proximity to markets, or employment, or borders, etc.        

Example: Livelihood zones in Wajir

	Zone
	Area
	Livelihood sources

	A


	North (Bute sub-division, Ethiopian border)
	Cattle, camels, agriculture, border trade with Ethiopia

	B
	North-east (border with Mandera District in Kenya and Somalia )
	Camels, cattle, gum arabic, border trade with Somalia

	C
	West and south (borders Isiolo and Garissa in Kenya, and Somalia)
	Cattle, shoats, camels, farming, border trade with Garissa

	D
	Area around towns
	Sheep, goats, petty trade (milk and firewood)

	E
	Wajir town and bullas (peri-urban settlements)  
	Petty trade, casual labour, dependence on relatives


In other siituations, several livelihood groups may exist within one geographical area.   In other words, within the same zone, there are groups who differ in how they make a living.  This may or may not be related to people's wealth or economic status.  It is may be related to people's social status, their cultural heritage, or options open to them because of political status or ethnic group. Even if it is related to wealth, it is still most useful to describe the population group (e.g. wage labourers), than to call them the very poor. This gives a better indication of who they are, and of the vulnerabilities they are likely to experience, and what interventions should be considered.  An example is the division into livelihood groups in Orissa, in India. A similar example in Zambia can be found in the Appendix. In Zambia, hunters, fishermen and subsistence farmers were different livelihood groups within the same area.   They may have been of the same wealth status, but had significantly different livelihoods.

Example:  Rural livelihood groups in Orissa

	Livelihood group 
	Livelihood sources 

	Land-owning farmers 
	Crop production and sale. Hire wage labourers and sharecroppers.

	Sharecroppers 
	Crop production. If sharecropper provides inputs, 25% of production goes to land-owner. If owner provides inputs, sharecropper repays 50–60% of harvest. 

	Wage labourers 


	Mainly agricultural wage labour, but also services like sweeping and cleaning. Daily wages or year’s employment contract.

	Fishermen 

Marine fishermen

Inland fishermen
	Marine: fish only.

Inland: Fish, crop production, wage labour.

	Artisans 

(potters, weavers, bamboo artists, sculptors) 
	Sale of craft products.


Sometimes it is not feasible or appropriate to group people by "livelihood type". This is particularly the case for displaced populations, in chronic emergencies and politically unstable or insecure situations. In this case, population groups should still be categorised according to their main food and income sources and the risks they face, but livelihoods are not the determining factor for this. Instead, people may be classified according to different criteria which form the overriding determinant of their access to different sources of food. Groups may be based on location, risk of attack or insecurity, phase of displacement, settlement type etc. An example where the population was divided by settlement type and location was in an assessment of IDPs in Colombia.  In this case we can call the groups "access groups".

Example: IDP settlements in Uraba

	Settlement
	Description

	‘River homeland’
	IDP settlements along the river, several hours’ walk from the IDPs’ original houses and farms. Temporary settlements where IDPS live for safety reasons, but are able to farm their own land. The area is far up-river and isolated from market towns.

	‘River camp’
	Intermediary IDP camps along the river, but about two days’ walk from the IDPs’ original farms.  Some IDPs go individually to farm their land, some fish and some exploit river trading.

	‘Rural homeland’
	IDPs living in their original villages, but not necessarily in their own houses. They live clustered together for safety reasons, occupying houses in the centre of villages. 

	‘Rural camp’
	IDP camps 300km from their inhabitants’ original farms. They are settled in a traditional logging and fishing area, and have no access to farmland. Hostility from the resident population restricts the IDPs to the land allocated to them. 

	‘Urban camp’
	These camps are home to IDPs in the city of Turbo, camped in the football stadium or in peripheral slums. There is no access to land; IDPs are dependent on daily labour and charity.


In some chronic emergencies everyone may adopt the same limited number of food and income sources in which case it may be impossible to identify different groups at all.

Three steps to livelihood identification

The aim of livelihood identification is to group people with similar living patterns and with access to a similar range and amount of resources, and which are subject to similar risks. The classification of livelihood groups or zones should be based on the means by which groups of people access food and income, as well as an analysis of their assets
 or resources. This essentially involves looking at what means the population has to secure their livelihood and at their specific vulnerabilities. A three step process is suggested:

First, identification of main food and income sources 

These can broadly be broken down into 5 categories:

· Production-based

Own food production through agriculture, fishing, livestock, wild food collection

· Waged Labour 

Payments are used to buy food from the market

· Trade-based

Money transfers and credit or transformation of natural resources into artisan products to be sold such as mats, or pottery.

· Gift and transfer

Food acquisition from families, the state or relief aid.

· Illegal means such as theft or looting

Households may resort to a combination of these activities, so the main food source should be used to define their livelihood.

Example

Farming households with about 2 hectares of land may grow enough maize and beans for their consumption and have some left over for feeding chickens and pigs. Some family members may also be involved in agricultural labour but whilst this contribution is important, it does not constitute the main source of food for the household which comes from their own production (crops and livestock).   This group could be termed "small scale subsistence farmers".

Second, identification of livelihood assets

This requires identifying what assets are required for a sustainable livelihood and distinguishing groups of people with access to significantly different assets. Looking at the assets in turn is a helpful way of identifying distinguishing characteristics.   Whether it is relevant to consider people's assets or wealth status will depend on 

Example

A farming community in Nicaragua was broken down into landowners and the landless agricultural labourers. Land ownership indicated wealth differentials within the livelihood grouping terms of land acquisition and size of farmland. Within the land owning group, there were further differences in asset ownership related to their livelihood such as seed source and crops grown, source of labour (automated, animal traction or human labour) and the market for their harvest (local market, commercial trader etc.).   The assessment therefore identified three different livelihood groups (landless labourers, land owning farmers, commercial farmers), who could also be distinguished on the basis of their asset ownership.

Third, identification of specific vulnerabilities or risks
Consideration of other sources of vulnerability.  For example, insecurity, lack of political power, loss of social networks, displacement.   In some cases, these are more important than livelihood groups in determining people's food security and populations can be groups according to these risk factors.


Example

In an assessment of refugee populations in Iran, it was found that vulnerability was related in part to people's political status. Iran has Afghan and Iraqi refugees.  Vulnerability was determined by nationality, whether the refugees lived in camps or dispersed amongst the host population, and whether they were located in, or close to employment opportunities in rural or urban locations.   Afghan refugees are more vulnerable than Iraqi refugees because they were subject to legislation which prohibited employment, as well as to forced repatriation of unregistered Afghan refugees. Iraqi Arabs receive additional financial and material support through political and religious affiliation. Refugees were therefore divided into groups such as: Afghan living in camp in rural area, Afghan living in camp close to urban area, dispersed Afghan refugees in rural area, dispersed Afghan refugees living in urban area, Iraqi Arab living in camp in rural area, etc.
Checklist 3
Information needed to identify livelihood or access groups.

· What are the main sources of food and income within the affected population as a whole?

· What are the risks that the affected population experiences?  (drought, inflation, attack, insecurity, HIV / AIDS). 

· Does everyone in the affected population have the same main source of food or can the population be sub-divided into different groups? 

· Do different sections of the affected population face different risks? 

· Are population groups with similar sources of food and income living in the same geographical area, or are they separated geographically?

· Are other factors such as insecurity, risk of attack, displacement, more important determinants of people's food and income sources than livelihood type?

Important factors to consider when defining Livelihood groups / zones:

· Do not focus only on poor groups.   

Poverty makes people more vulnerable to some but not all disasters.   Sometimes it is not the poorest  that are  most affected by the emergency.

· Consider the definitions used locally or by previous assessments

There might have been some changes to livelihood groupings if it is an area where emergencies are recurrent. In displacement livelihoods may have been lost altogether.

· Consider physical location

Find out how different groups are dispersed. This may be very obvious in some

cases, the farmers live along the river banks and the sheep herders live on higher

ground. However, livelihood groups can also be more mixed. 

· Consider the specific characteristics of rural areas

Most Oxfam assessments to date, occur in rural areas where populations tend to

have less access to services. More work is being developed for work with urban

populations. 

· Always verify groupings and zones through a range of sources

It is essential to define groups with the full knowledge that it is not definitive but a tool to help with analysis and programming. 
3.1.4 Changes in food and income sources

The next component involves describing the changes in sources of food and cash income that have occurred as a result of the emergency for each livelihood group. In particular, we need to understand the relative importance of different sources – this will help us to understand how food secure the population is. This requires a comparison between a situation regarded as “normal”, and the current situation. The changes should consider normal seasonal fluctuations in food access and a description of how people make up any difference in their food supply.

Steps in the assessment of changes in food sources

These steps should be followed for each livelihood group

1. The identification of normal food sources

The different ways in which households within the livelihood group acquire food after the shock should be identified and compared with food sources at the same time in a normal year. A normal year is one which occurs most often in the last 10 years. 

The Box below describes the range of the most common sources in a rural African 

population. It is important to remember the illicit or undisclosed sources of food and income which might include trading of sex, locally produced alcohol or drugs. Households affected / infected by HIV / AIDS are particularly vulnerable to such trading which could become a significant source of food or income.


2. Assess the impact of the shock in terms of changes in the relative importance of different food sources 
Use proportional piling, ranking or just ask representatives of livelihood groups to determine the changes in the relative importance of different food sources before and after the shock.  

Ask the following questions: 

· Which food sources are the same after the shock?

· Which have reduced?

· Which have increased?

· Are there any new sources of food?

In rapid assessments, some of this information can be derived from secondary data. It is not always appropriate or necessary to use proportional piling to assess the relative importance of different sources in the field – see Appendix B1 for examples. In situations where people are familiar with the idea of percentages then it is possible just to ask respondents to estimate the proportion of food coming from different sources, or rank them in order of importance. It may not even be necessary to derive percentages and a general description of changes in food sources might be sufficient to assess the impact of the shock. For example, the description of the impact of the cyclone on sharecroppers in Orissa (Young et al 2001):-

Example: Description of changes in the sources of food of sharecroppers in Orissa  

Sharecroppers enter into various arrangements with land-owning farmers to cultivate their land, and pay the owner a proportion of the harvest. Normally, sharecroppers also take out loans at the beginning of the cultivation season, repaying them after the harvest. The widespread loss of crops such as paddy and betel vines deprived landless sharecroppers of a vital source of income, and many were unable to repay their loans to landowners. In some cases, debts were waived, but generally they were extended for another two or three years, albeit without interest.

Example: The impact of drought and food aid in Turkana


This example shows the impact of drought in Turkana on the sources of food of pastoralists.   Note that the percentages are relative and give an indication of the shifts in people's food sources.   They do not indicate a percentage of requirements that is being met.    The total food obtained after the shock may be significantly less than before but also it cannot be automatically assumed that people are not meeting their requirements.     

The analysis of the seasonal variations in food sources allows us to differentiate between normal variations in income sources and the impact of the shock(s). 

3. Consider income sources

It may be necessary to assess the relative importance of different income sources if purchase is a relatively important source of food. In the Turkana example it was necessary to gain an understanding of the impact of the drought on income so as to be able to explain why the amount of food purchased declined. 

There may be livelihood groups for whom all their food sources are from purchase, in which case we definitely need to look into sources of income and how they have changed as a result of the shock.  For example, wage labourers, employees (people with regular salary), etc.

4. Assess terms of trade

The terms of trade is the ratio between the value of a key commodity which is sold (e.g. a goat) and a key commodity which is bought by a household (e.g. a sack of sorghum). Analysing changes in the terms of trade is a useful indicator of changes in household purchasing power. This information is often already available from early warning systems or obtained through the collection of market prices – see Chapter 4, Section 4.3. 

3.1.5 Ability of each livelihood group to cope
The next step is to assess the different coping strategies that people use to protect their livelihoods.    Changes in food sources are only one aspect of this.  As we have seen in section 1.5, coping strategies are aimed at preserving assets and preventing destitution.

Following the information gathering on changes in food and income sources, its best to ask a general question such as: "what else did you do in response to food shortages?".

This should elicit responses on a range of strategies, but if not, try and probe about:

· Changes in food intake (reduction in number and volume of meals, switch to a cheaper staple, etc)

· Migration (migration of one household member for work, migration of whole families, changes in livestock migration patters)

· Calling in favours from relatives (sending child to stay with them, loan of milking cow)

· Taking out greater loans than normal

· Selling assets which are essential to way of life to this livelihood group 

· Changes in agricultural practice (to less labour intensive crops, or those with shorter cycles)

Also how long they can continue each coping strategy for?  How viable/reversible are the strategies?

You will need to identify the key coping strategies from secondary information so you have at least some idea of what to ask about.    These questions are generally asked from the same focus groups as the changes in food and income sources.

It is difficult to ask directly about illegal or immoral acts such as theft , illegal alcohol / drug production,  trading of sex
,  or prostitution or involvement in the war economy. Get information from secondary sources, and wait for the right moment to follow some of this up in interviews.  Don't have predetermined questions on this.

Example

In the West Bank vegetable farmers affected by road blocks in late 2002 found themselves unable to sell their fresh produce to transporters who distributed the vegetables throughout the main markets in the West Bank. This resulted in an increase in vegetable consumption among the farmers, to prevent their produce from going to waste. Increasing vegetable consumption is an easily reversible strategy, as soon as the roadblocks were lifted, the farmers would be able to sell their produce again. However, prolonged blocks meant there were more vegetables than could be consumed and the produce started going off. This left the farmers very little left for sale once road blocks were removed, thereby undermining their ability to buy the necessary inputs for future vegetable production. The increase in vegetable consumption among the farmers was an unsustainable coping strategy damaging their livelihoods. On the other hand an increase in vegetable consumption among the agro-pastoralists in the West Bank living in more arid lands would have definitely been an indication of an improved food security situation as vegetables are a luxury food that can only be obtained from the market.

3.1.6 Nutritional status
.

The prevalence of acute malnutrition in a population can be used to judge the severity of food insecurity, as long as the health and care determinants of nutritional status are taken into account.  As a rule of thumb, unless there have been reported outbreaks of either measles or acute diarrhoeal disease, it is unlikely that a sudden decline in nutritional status has occurred as a result of disease. Similarly, the major care factors to look out for are significant population displacements, which might affect care-giving behaviours such as bottle-feeding. Interactions between the three groups of underlying causes may also affect the prevalence of malnutrition.   Where the primary care-giver is having to spend long hours in search of food this may have serious consequences for feeding of children.   

In the early stages of an acute emergency, where people have obviously been cut off from their normal sources of food, as found in the early days of a refugee emergency and other rapid-onset emergencies like earthquakes and floods, measuring nutritional status is not a priority. In slow-onset or protracted emergencies, a nutritional survey may be useful to confirm the severity of food insecurity.

The prevalence of malnutrition needs to be compared to what is normal for the time of the year.   Most rural societies show seasonal changes in malnutrition, and the interpretation of malnutrition prevalence therefore requires knowledge of such patterns. In communities where HIV / AIDS is suspected; the impact on nutritional status must be taken into account

Information on the prevalence of malnutrition can be from surveys done by other agencies, or Oxfam may carry out nutritional surveys itself.    There are separate guidelines on Oxfam's approach to nutritional surveys.

3.1.7 Assessing future changes in food security

It is not sufficient to provide a snapshot picture of the current food security situation, without assessing how needs are likely to change in the future. For example, it may not be necessary to provide food aid following a decline in food production if commercial traders are able to import food and households are able to purchase the food. It is also important to know when future harvests are due to ensure that assistance does not reduce the income that producers could earn from the sale of their produce. Conversely, it may be necessary to increase the amount of assistance being provided once household food stocks are depleted more than normal during the hunger period. 

Therefore, it is necessary to identify likely future changes in food security for different livelihood groups. These events might be 

· Normal seasonal changes and / or

· Likely future events, e.g. introduction of food aid, military offensives etc 

Information on normal seasonal changes and likely future events can be collected using seasonal calendars and key informant interviews (see Chapter 4). Changes in food security as a result of these events are assessed using the same process as described above. Recommendations for intervention can then be based upon different scenarios. 

3.1.8 External response to the emergency to date

Meetings with Key Representatives, attendance at inter-agency meetings and information from the media all help build a picture of the emergency response so far. Mapping the information out and keeping track of where the main actors by sector are responding can help keep an overview of the various responses. 

The identification of gaps, overlaps and inconsistencies in the humanitarian response are essential. In a slow onset emergency, the government may not have officially declared an emergency requesting external assistance which may mean the assessment is taking place at a time when Key Representatives may not agree there is an emergency situation. This does not mean there is no food insecurity, and the assessment should still aim to assess the severity of the food insecurity and attribute it to specific causes. Even at early stages, there may be a range of livelihood interventions which could mitigate the effects of an emerging crisis due to crop failure, mass migration due to political instability or recurrent flooding. 

All assessments should involve time spent contacting other agencies to find out what they are doing and plan to do. Information sharing may be formalised through an inter-agency meeting usually arranged by the Government Disaster Preparedness department, or the United Nations. In large -scale emergencies these will be very regular. During slow-onset emergencies it may take more time to co-ordinate the information flow. An analysis of risks to lives and risks to livelihoods will help determine how other actors are contributing to the situation.

Checklist 3.
External response to emergency so far:

· What is the government doing to address the situation (capacity and interest)?

· What are commercial traders doing to address deficits in food production?

· What UN, local and international agencies are present/operational in the affected area?

· What are donors doing and expecting?

· Have there been any joint / collaborative assessments?

· How accessible (physical and security) is the affected population?

· Who is being left out?

· What are Oxfam partners doing?

· What are the views on how the situation will evolve?

Decisions on how to divide up geographical spread of agencies are often made quite early on in humanitarian emergencies. A decision on how Oxfam is best placed to contribute to the overall relief effort should be made quickly. More details on decision-making for programming options are found in Chapter 5. 

3.1.9 Internal Oxfam capacity to respond

Whilst assessing what others are doing to respond there is also a need to be clear of what Oxfam, Oxfam partners and Oxfam International members are doing to respond. During an initial assessment this is likely to be limited, however, by the time rapid and in-depth assessments are underway Oxfam decision-makers will already be discussing the possibility of a response. It may be that some assistance is already being offered if for example floods are a yearly occurrence, and the Country Programme emergency preparedness plan may include the allocation of funds for paying boat-men to evacuate animals and food stores to higher ground. 

It is often the Regional Humanitarian Co-ordinator who makes the link between the Country Programme and the Humanitarian Department to decide if there is a need for a wider reaching response intervention. 

Example

Contingency plans for emergency refugee influxes to Zambia from Zimbabwe in early 2002, led agencies to identify Oxfam as best placed in the provision of water to the refugees. The expertise of Zambia’s Oxfam livelihoods programming was unknown to those in the emergency contingency planning teams, but could have afforded improved response capacity.

Checklist 4.
Assessing the internal capacity for Oxfam to respond:

· Does Oxfam have operational food security programming experience here?

· What experience do the Oxfam partners have on food security?

· Does the Country Office have an emergency preparedness plans and system?

· Is there any previous experience with SCO1 and link with food security activities

· What human resources are available in the Country and Regional offices?

· What are the potential funding sources in the region?

· What are the logistics involved in accessing the affected population?

By providing information on these 9 components during all assessments it will be clear whether there is a risk to lives and a need for food aid because people cannot feed themselves.  If the risk is more to livelihoods then there is a clear need to carry out field work involving a fuller assessment of needs. This chapter has looked at the type of information needed in an emergency food security assessment. 

Summary points in Chapter 3
· All food security assessments involve 9 key components which provide information to analyse whether the emergency poses risks to lives and / or livelihoods.

· Livelihood identification is an essential part of Oxfam’s assessment methodology. It is best carried out in three stages: identification of  food sources and income, description of livelihood assets, and identification of specific vulnerabilities and risks. 

· Assessments involve the collection of information on response capacities as well as the food security situation. 

Chapter 4: Information Collection Methods

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

This chapter looks at how to collect information during field assessments. This includes methodological principles, selection procedures and techniques for gathering information. The methods described are applicable to rapid and in-depth assessments and some aspects of nutritional surveys. Detailed methodology on each method and tool is provided along with samples of each in the Appendix section. This chapter will be of most use to those carrying out food security assessments. 


All assessments should be based on information collected from a range of sources. This involves starting with existing, or secondary, information. Initial assessments often rely solely on secondary sources of information since they are very rapid and often carried out by Oxfam Country Programme staff as soon as the emergency has been identified. In general, rapid assessments will rely upon secondary information and key informant interviews. In-depth assessments will use a wider variety of assessment tools. 

4.1 Methodological Principles

Field assessments require skilled assessors who are able to learn as they go and make decisions quickly whilst gathering information. The information collected is mostly of a qualitative nature and is very dependent on the assessment team’s observations. 

Methodological principles for all assessments
:

· Have clear objectives

· Be rigorous

· Be transparent 

· Provide adequate orientation and training to your assessment team

· Remain sensitive to the emergency situation and people’s suffering 

· Ideally the principle of participation should be included, but can be problematic in emergency situations due to time constraints.
4.1.1  Optimal ignorance

Assessments should be guided by the principle of “optimal ignorance” to ensure rapid and accurate information gathering. The principle does not require collecting information on everything. This principle involves the assumption that one has no knowledge of the situation in advance and therefore aims to collect the minimum information necessary for decision-making. 

4.1.2 Use of a translator (when necessary) 

The translator is an important member of the assessment team. 

· Age and gender, political affiliation, of the translator will very likely influence the way key informants relate to the assessment team. This consideration may be more important in some communities than in others. Local staff should be able to offer guidance on the matter.

· Translators should be familiar with terms used during assessments so spending time going over some key concepts and definitions from the beginning is useful.

· The likelihood of a translator shifting from direct translating to interpreting increases as the translator becomes more familiar with the style of working.

· Allocation of time for the sharing of the translator’s impressions and interpretations outside formal translating activities is important. 

· If the translator does not seem to be able to meet the assessment methodology needs, they should be replaced, otherwise the information collected will be of little value.

· Drivers should not be expected to translate as this requires them to do twice as much work as the rest of the team in a day. They can provide plenty of relevant information in a less structured way whilst in the car or having meals.

4.1.3  The assessment team

The composition of the assessment team may differ from emergency to emergency. Possible combinations of assessment teams including Food and Nutrition Assessment Staff (FNS) are:

· FNS alone with local staff (a driver and a translator only)

· FNS with local Oxfam Country team or partner (Programme Manager & staff)

· FNS with multi-sectoral emergency Public Health Team

· FNS with Oxfam International partners

· FNS with other agencies – UN, government and NGOs

Available resources, language skills, logistical considerations of travel arrangements, and restrictions in access for certain people will be some of the factors determining the composition of the team. There is no ideal team and the merits of each combination should be exploited. In the final analysis consideration of how the team composition may have affected the findings should be included.

Usually it is best for any team of more than 4 people to start out together and split up once consensus on approaches and methods has been reached. Team members are likely to have different first languages, religions and gender perspectives. In addition to this, the size of the team is often associated with its importance by others, so the bigger the team the bigger the expectations raised in the community. 

Essential Components of a Food Security assessment team:

· Local knowledge

· Objectivity 

· Language skills

· Gender balance

· Dividing the team into pairs and feedback every 2/3 days is essential 

· Agreeing on methodologies for comparison.

· Recording information in similar ways (use of check-list is often easiest tool)
· Appropriate translators
4.2 Selection procedures and minimising bias

Field assessments aim to provide new information and verify information collected through secondary sources. For an accurate representation of the effects of the emergency, careful selection procedures are required. These are most crucial at three distinct stages:

1) Selecting the assessment area to visit

2) Selecting the communities to visit within assessment area

3) Selecting the key informants to interview in each community

Be aware of the ethnic composition of your team and possible political biases as a result.

In order to validate information, use different methods to collect information from different sources by different data collectors. This is called triangulation and is a means of reducing bias in qualitative information. For example nutritional surveys can provide a quantitative estimate of severity of the food insecurity, as long as morbidity is not a significant cause of malnutrition. However, key informant interviews and field reports from partners may give information on how the situation has changed and people are responding. 

4.2.1 Selecting the assessment area to visit

This should be based on the information obtained through secondary sources of information:

· Who is affected (livelihood groups/zones)

· Where is the affected population located

· Who has been there already

Oxfam in country and previous emergency response experience will also determine what information is available and where the gaps are. The final choice of areas to visit will not only be influenced by the affected population, but also by:

· Oxfam and Oxfam International partner presence

· Oxfam historical programming

· Perceptions on the worst affected area based on secondary information sources

The actual selection of areas will be most limited by time constraints and access to the affected population. 

4.2.2 Selecting population groups to visit in the assessment area

This should be based on a sample of the livelihood groups/zones identified in the assessment area, which have been identified using secondary information and key informant interviews.  In rapid assessments, it is best to visit what you think is the worst affected livelihood group and do an analysis on the basis of secondary data for other livelihood groups.    In in-depth assessments, a visit to at least one of each livelihood group is recommended. The number of representatives for each livelihood group to visit should be determined on the basis of: 

· How are the different livelihood groups dispersed?

· How large is the population for each livelihood group?

· Which livelihood group is most affected?

4.2.3 Selecting key informants in the field

A wide range of key informants should be sought for each livelihood group. This should include those directly affected by the emergency, to minimise the risk of bias and to triangulate some of the information collected through other means.

A visit to a community should include discussions with key informants and representatives of different livelihood groups. If the demographics of a community have been altered by conflict, mirgration or HIV/ AIDS ensure that the key informants are representative of the livelihood groups. For example adolescents may make up a significant proportion of subsistence farmers.

Examples of Key Informants include:

· Traditional leaders: 

Provide an understanding of structure, decision-making power relations and access to the affected population. 

· Professionals:

For example teachers and health professionals often able to give overviews on wider concerns affecting the community.

· Oxfam partners:

Local information and knowledge of area prior to emergency

· Traders and transporters at market centres:

Provide information on changes to food supply and demand

· Other individuals as necessary 

Representing viewpoints of different livelihood groups, gender, ethnic groups.

There is no such thing as a bad key informant. Questions should be worded in a way that is appropriate to the informant. Key informants can provide information on issues they are assumed to be an expert in, for example a fisherman can talk of fishing techniques, but they may also provide answers on other topics. For example asking about knowledge of an existing food aid programme in another village or attitudes about competing natural resources such as water for other livelihood activities (farming and animal husbandry), or about perceived security risks in a conflict area and ways to overcome them. 

Common mistakes in KI interviewing:

· Not looking for any Key Informants yourself to get a wider range of views.

· Key informant interview fatigue – staying too long or repeated interviews

· Rushed in-and-out approach – held belief that emergency staff never have time

· Not allowing Key Informants the chance to ask you questions at the end of the interview
· Translator intervening to tell you the answer or that you have already asked that question before

· Key Informant intimidated by Interviewer writing things down

· Lack of privacy – if others join in, use the opportunity for informal group discussion instead

· Not being aware of the limits of the interview – a quote from a farmer in the West Bank may help illustrate this: 

“Your questions to my wives are all very interesting and we have talked a lot together, 

but, you must realise we have not told you many things for that would be telling you 

how we really survive. Sometimes we are not proud of what we do”.
4.2.4 Minimising bias

 All agencies agreed the potential for bias in food security assessments is very high. Methods of validation are scarce and there is a need to train staff appropriately.

MSF 1997 Inter-agency Food Security workshop. Amsterdam.

Emergency assessments are constrained by time and by the assessment team’s expectations and preconceived ideas. This affects the interpretation of the situation. Being aware of the most likely stages at which bias can creep in will help rectify the situation to ensure a more accurate picture of the needs and the views of the affected population.   

The most likely sources of bias are related to:

· Selection of assessment areas to visit

· Selection of key informants in the field

· Selection of assessment team

· Selection of methods of recording information

· Lack of triangulation and verification of findings 

Ways of minimising bias include triangulation of qualitative data and combining qualitative data on food security with quantitative data on nutritional status.

4.3 Secondary data collection

The 9 components described in Chapter 3 are needed to be able to determine the severity of the food insecurity (risks to lives and risks to livelihoods). Most of this will be collected from secondary sources in the form of written reports and discussions with key representatives of selected organisations and institutions. 

Most common sources of Secondary Information:

· Government reports and statistics, maps  (disaster preparedness, Ministry of Agriculture, Ministry of Health, Ministry of Development)

· United Nations agencies (FAO, WFP, UNICEF, WHO) 

· Non-government Organisations (both operational and non-operational)

· Specific support organisations working on HIV/AIDS, domestic violence etc

· Economic reports

· Web sites

· Oxfam programmes

· Numerous literary sources on countries with previous emergencies, for example Horn of Africa literature

· Reviews from good practice networks, disasters publications

· Academic institutions

· The Media

· Personal communication with experts

Meeting relevant people involved in ministries, NGOs, institutions and Oxfam programmes needs to be planned so as to make best use of time available. The Oxfam Country Office or chosen partner if Oxfam does not work in the country will have some of the documents needed and established contacts with a range of people and institutions. New sources of information should also be consulted.

Sample Key Representative checklists for Key Representative meetings used in Cambodia can be found in the Appendix section B.

Tips on how to conduct Key Representative interviews:

1. Be clear about the interview objectives

2. Use a range of sources, even if this involves duplicating some information

3. Provide information about yourself and Oxfam and be ready to provide something in return for the informer’s help (a contact list, a copy of the final report, specific advice)
4. Use the opportunity to decide on the need for a collaborative field assessment with another agency. Do not undermine local capacity to go to assessment area. 
Consider meeting Oxfam partner representatives in a group to save time.

4.4 Key informant interviews and group discussions

4.4.1 Key informant interviews

These are one of the most used methods of gathering information in emergencies. The heads of house often serve as key informants to obtain more information and therefore can last over half an hour. However there are a vast range of key informants to chose from.

Key informants are chosen because they are considered to have an in-depth knowledge of an area, community or topic such as agriculture, trade, feeding practices, historical events etc. It is also often necessary to interview community leaders for reasons of etiquette as well as for their knowledge. Prepare a checklist of questions covering the main themes which you want to cover during the interview. Discuss the themes and issues in detail during the interview. If the responses of the key informant are unclear, inconsistent or incomplete, ask supplementary or probing questions. This requires a clear understanding of the information required and why it is important to the overall objectives of the assessment. 

Example

Discussion themes applied to Key Informant Interviews with Local Officials:  The themes discussed will depend on livelihood group and type of disaster. This example is of themes to be discussed to assess the situation of pastoralists suffering drought:

· Population figure

· Normal sources of livelihood

· Rainfall

· Pasture conditions

· Livestock conditions

· Levels of livestock loss

· Circumstances of animal loss

· Price of livestock in market

· Price of main food items

· Terms of trade

· Coping strategies of affected herders

· Population movement

· Livestock sales

· Distress migration

· Emergency Assistance received and methods of distribution

· Local government strategies to deal with the impact of the dzud

· Levels of livestock loss

· Impact of dzud on livelihoods on normal diet,

· Impact on migratory patterns and on kinship mechanisms

· Assistance received
· Plans for the future
Source: Mongolia Food Security Assessment, May 2001. R. Brown

4.4.2 Group Discussions 

These involve applying semi-structured questionnaires and guidance sheets to a selected group of people from the community who share something in common, usually their main source of food and/or income, i.e. the participants in the discussions are representatives of a particular livelihood group. Once livelihood groups have been identified and defined as described in Chapter 3, key informants in the community are asked to identify 4 or 5 people from different households that are representative of each livelihood group. Separate discussions are held with the representatives of each group. These meetings take between one and one and a half hours. The approach to the interview is similar to that described above for key informant interviews. Further guidance can be found in Appendix B2. 

Example 

Group discussion threads applied to subsistence farmers 

· Major crops: main crops grown in Meher / Belg & Sape  harvest 

· Coping strategies – How do households cope during the hunger gap

· Land use – Proportion of land under: Crop / Grazing / Tree cover / Karia

· Land Tenure – What proportion of land is: Own / Rented / Share cropped

· Input use: What proportion of farmers use inputs – seeds and fertilizers

· Indebtedness: What are the types of debts/ credits that constrain food security?

· Livestock  ownership: Cow  / Oxen

· Household income: What proportion of income Farm / Petty trade / Labour

Source: Bollosso Sorie Food Security Assessment, February 2001. Robert

4.5 Rapid Appraisal Tools

A series of well-known and documented tools and techniques known as Rapid Rural Appraisal and Participatory Rapid Appraisal exist which help collect information rapidly first hand
. However, some of the techniques are not rapid at all and take considerable amounts of time to organise. Experienced staff can make these techniques look very simple, but a lot of thought goes into deciding which tool is most appropriate in which situation. Many Oxfam Staff in country programmes are experts in the use of these tools. 

Rapid appraisal tools are a particularly useful way of ensuring some community participation in the collection of information and addressing some of the gender imbalances often found when it comes to community representation. Y

The most useful methods are presented in Table 4 and discussed below briefly. More detailed method description, likely application and examples can be found in Appendix Section B. All field assessments should involve a combination of each of the main tools:

· Direct Observation

· Semi-structured interviews: key informant interviews & group discussions (see above)

· Local Market pricing

· PRA Tools

The use of rapid tools during interviews should be adapted to the type of key informant involved, and the objective of the interview. More details on the methodology for each tool are found in the Appendix section.

Table 4. Most useful Rapid Appraisal Methods for fieldwork in Food Security Assessments

	Assessment Method
	Main Objective
	Main target
	Main Method
	Main shortfall
	Most likely use in analysis

	Direct Observation
	Contextualise
	Communities
	Checklist
	Selection
	Basis of gap 

	
	& verify
	villages
	
	bias
	Filling

	1. Transect walk
	Triangulate
	camp
	Looking
	
	

	2. Household level
	Identify gaps
	livelihood group
	Looking
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Semi-structured 
	Qualitative
	livelihood 
	Checklist
	Translator
	Livelihood

	Interview
	information
	groups
	
	bias
	comparison

	1. Key Informant
	
	leaders
	Guide sheet 
	
	

	2. Household level
	
	Gender
	Guide sheet
	
	

	3. Group discussion
	
	livelihood group
	Guide sheet 
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Local Market pricing
	Getting
	markets,
	Form
	Replication
	Differences 

	Of key commodities
	accurate price
	Shops
	
	rigour
	in access &

	
	
	
	
	
	availability

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rapid tools for use in 
	Identifying and
	Any one
	Discussion
	Time
	Livelihood

	interviews
	understanding
	
	
	consuming
	comparisons

	1. Proportional piling
	Comparisons of food and income sources. %’s
	anyone
	Piles / %
	
	&

	2. Timelines
	Sequence of
	anyone
	Diagram
	
	assessing

	
	Events. Severity of food insecurity
	
	
	
	changes

	3. Seasonal 
	Hunger gap
	anyone
	Calendar
	
	due to the

	    diagram
	& changes
	
	
	
	emergency

	4. Mapping
	Visualise
	anyone
	Diagram
	
	

	5. Activity profiles
	Gender
	anyone
	Clock /
	
	

	
	Seasons
	
	Table
	
	

	6. Ranking
	Priorities
	anyone
	List
	
	Asset reference

	
	
	
	List
	
	Wealth status


Survey questionnaires administered at household level are NOT a rapid assessment tool and reserved for in –depth nutritional surveys where information from statistically representative households is collected and can be extrapolated to make judgements about the general population.

4.5.1 Direct Observation

Looking at the physical surroundings first hand helps put information collected from others into context and give valid indicators to help you evaluate the situation. Observation means learning through looking.  For example the state of crops or livestock in the affected area, interactions between people, access routes all give valid indicators to help evaluate the situation. To get the most out of observation there must be an awareness that poverty, suffering and malnutrition are not always obvious to the naked eye. There is a need to be cautious in the interpretation of what is seen. Using a checklist is often a good way to look for things in a purposeful way.

Tips on observation :

· Communities are observing you just as much as you are observing them

· Be prepared to follow advice from people you meet on places, people to visit 

· Use opportunity to do things you were not planning. 

For example a fisher woman walks past, ask about fishing rights, distance to 

fishing area, tools used. Triangulate the information during key informant 

meetings and group discussions.

· Keep focused to make useful comparisons – active observation as opposed to looking.

· Avoid only looking for signs of destitution.

For example if a house is empty of furniture do not assume they have sold 

everything, they may be moving away, take the opportunity to find out why.

· Be aware of what you may not have seen.

· Observation should be unobtrusive.

Most observation takes place during:

4.5.1.1 Transect Walks  

These are purposeful walks in the community with local community members as guides. This allows conversation to be focused on what is seen and heard during the walk, as well as what is not seen. Transect walks involve recording the physical layout of the community. 

A transect is a cross section of an area. To conduct a transect walk, start on the outskirts of a community and walk in a straight line towards the centre, through and across to the far side of the community. Whilst walking make a note of all the relevant objects, interactions, resources and activities that you observe. Interview anyone of interest and ask your interpreter/assistant to explain what you are observing. A checklist of issues to look out for is presented in Appendix B2. A number of transect walks can be undertaken if it is felt that important information or sections of the community has been missed. 

Example: Transect Walk. IDP camp, La Union, N. Columbia
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Source: J. Frize Dec 1999

4.5.1.2 Household Visits 

These are purposefully selected visits to between 3 to 5 households in order to meet household members in the privacy of their home. Casual household visits as part of the transect walk merely help put observation into context. Issues to observe are suggested in Appendix B2. 
4.5.2 Local Market pricing of Key Commodities 

Purchasing power at household level is related to overall and local supply, demand and speculation. Market prices of local commodities also provide a fuller picture of information on food availability as changes in price of food and essential household items are often used as an early warning sign of food insecurity. Price changes will not affect all livelihood groups in the same way (some will benefit from increased prices, some will suffer). When collecting this information at field level comparisons need to be valid (comparing like with like in terms of type and quantities of food). Price changes will need to be explained and not just presented in tables to enable an interpretation of the impact of price changes on livelihood groups. The steps involved in local market pricing can be found in Appendix B2. 
Example

Market prices collected and analysed using community based indicators of food insecurity for a community of Hunters in Zambia,  resulted in identification of:

· A significant increase in the price of the main staple indicates decreased supply of food and/or inflation
· A significant decrease in the price of live meat indicates a food crisis.
· Hunters identified the following prices as most appropriate indicators of food insecurity:

· Price of maize exceeding K 500 per kg (current price is K1133 per kg) 

· Price of meat (cattle meat -not live) falling below K2000 per kg (current price is K1500 per kg)

· Price of a deer falling below K 10,000 (current price is K5000 per deer).

	Price of essential commodities
	In a normal year
	now

July 2002

	1. Maize grain (per 15 kg)
	K 2,500 (K167 / kg)
	K 17,000 (K1133 / kg)

	2. A mature cow
	K 400,000
	K 200,000

	3. A mature dear (40 kg)
	K 15000
	K 5000

	4. One kg of meat 
	K5000
	K1500

	5. A partridge (2.5 kg)
	K 800
	K 200

	6. Guinea fowl (4 kg)
	K5000
	K2500

	7. Giant rat (7 kg)
	K2000
	K1500


Based on the normal community indicators and current prices, it can be seen that the hunting community is severely affected by market price changes.

Source: Rapid Food Security Assessment, July 2002, Monze, Zambia A. Busili
Terms of trade

In some communities it will be more important to record the terms of trade between essential commodities. This is common practice in the Horn of Africa where some communities trade without cash or in a mixed economy. There is usually a local standard, for example the terms of trade between a 90kg sac of sorghum and a male goat expressed as a ratio 1:1.

Example
The ToT was determined using the price of a one-year male Goat compared with a 90kg Sorghum sack. This is the standard TOT in Tokar normally expressed as 1:1.  A 90kg sack of grain is seen as enough for a household for a month. The market dynamics for ToT in the Tokar is illustrated and explained below. 




In May the ToT was 4:1 (4 goats to 1 sac of sorghum) already twice the expected price for this time of year and similar to the exchange rates found in 1996 when the region faced its last widespread food crisis. At that time terms of trade deteriorated to 15:1 by the peak of the hungry season in September 1997 as can be seen in the graph above. By August ToT had deteriorated to 6-9:1
Source: Nutritional Surveys May 2001 and August 2001.  P. Ippadi.

A more detailed presentation of Terms of Trade analysis is provided in Appendix B3. 

Gathering additional information in market places

Markets are vibrant places, frequented by many people at different times of day and for different reasons. A weekly trip to the market to sell a chicken may be combined with a visit to relatives, with the repayment of a credit payment, with the need to buy medicine. It is useful to combine trips to the market with:

· Visits to food storage warehouses, mills and food processing installations

· Informal talks with transporters and main food suppliers

· Key Informant interviews with traders, suppliers, buyers, government authorities controlling market stall access

4.5.3 Participatory Rapid Appraisal (PRA) tools for interviews 

More participative ways of obtaining information during interviews with key informants and household visits can be used to save time and overcome language barriers. Each tool should be used with a specific information gap in mind, that way the tool will serve as a method of collecting relevant information. The six most common PRA tools are listed in Table 5 along with their most common use and objectives. Details of how to apply the tools are found in the Appendix section.

4.5.3.1 Tool 1
Proportional piling 

To assess changes in the relative importance of different food and income sources. 

During group discussions with representatives of a particular livelihood group, ask participants to identify all the different sources of food and income that they access. Iexplain that  a pile of stones, beans or other item represents the total amount of food that a household from that livelihood group acquires in a year. Ask the participants to divide the stones into separate piles which represent the amount of food acquired from different sources, i.e. the number of stones in each pile is proportionate to the amount of food acquired from each source.  

For example, in the Turkana assessment referred to in Chapter 3, the representatives of the pastoralist livelihood group allocated 35% of the stones to each of animal produce and purchase, and 15% of stones to each of wild foods and gifts. 

Example: The impact of drought on sources of food of pastoralists in Turkana

	Sources of food
	Normal year
	Post-drought

	Animal produce
	35%
	10%

	Purchase
	35%
	20%

	Wild foods
	15%
	25%

	Kinship (gifts)
	15%
	45%

	% of yearly food income
	100%
	100%


Each of these piles can then be further sub-divided in order to represent the amount of food acquired from each source during different periods of the year. For example, the proportion of food that is purchased may be higher immediately after the harvest than at other times of the year because prices are lower at this time. 

You can also use proportional piling to do estimate other percentages.  For example,  the percentage of a community who have migrated, or eating wild foods. 

Example: Proportional Piling. Sources of food. Fisherfolk. Kenya
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Source: A. Busili October 2000

4.5.3.2 Tool 2
Timeline 

To understand key events in a community over a period of time that may have affected food security for example plagues affecting crops, land reform, harsh weather conditions etc, i.e. this method is useful for understanding the causes of food insecurity. It can also be used to identify yearly variations in food security, i.e. good years, bad years and normal years. 

A line can be drawn on paper or on the ground during a group discussion. The group can be asked to recall events which affected the amount of food and income that they acquired and events which made them adapt their livelihood strategies and adopt coping strategies. These events can be placed in chronological order along the line.   Timelines can also be used to determine the severity of this particular period of food insecurity.   Ask about the earliest period of famine they remember, and then about each period of food insecurity or famine since then.   Ask how the current period compares to the previous ones.  Getting the local name of a famine often helps as the name often tells you a lot about the severity – see Appendix B4 for an example. 

Example: Timeline. Nicaragua
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Source: Intermon Partner Sept 2001

4.5.3.3 Tool 3
Seasonal Diagrams 

To understand and compare seasonal changes in food security within a one year span to identify the normal hunger gap and the time of food surplus. Calendars can be used to show seasonal variations in rainfall, agricultural activities (e.g. planting, weeding, harvesting etc), grazing migration patterns, market prices, casual labour opportunities, incidence of disease etc. 

Identify key informants with a specialised knowledge of the topic of interest. It might be beneficial to interview 2 or 3 people in a group so that they can discuss and differences of opinion can be resolved by the group. Locally available materials can be used (e.g. sticks, stones, beans etc) to produce the calendar on the ground or on paper. The informants are asked to illustrate seasonal trends in activities and events over the time period (usually 1 year). 

Example: Seasonal calendar of a peasant association in Wollo, Ethiopia
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Figure 4 Complete seasonal calendar of a Peasant Association in
Wollo, Ethiopia (Ethiopian Red Cross Society, 1988)




Source: Ethiopian Red Cross Society 1988

4.5.3.4 Tool 4
Livelihood Mapping 

To map livelihoods when they  live in particular geographical area.   

Do this with focus groups who are familiar with entire affected region.   If Oxfam has a development programme in the area, you may well be able to draw the map with local Oxfam staff and then verify with other sources.   

To understand the layout of a certain place highlighting key community landmarks such as schools, water sources, religious centres. It is particularly useful when talking to populations displaced by conflict or a natural disaster that leaves their community cut off.

Key informants should be selected who know the geographical area in great detail. First of all, informants can be asked to identify and mark the main economic activities or livelihoods in different parts of the area, e.g. subsistence production, cash crop production (perhaps broken down into variations in the type of crop), livestock production, employment from a factory, fishing etc. This may commence with the identification of different agro-ecological zones but should continue to identify and locate other livelihood sources on the map. The map can then be used as a basis for discussion about issues such as the areas most prone to threats such as floods, drought etc and areas with the least ability to cope with such events.  

In the Wajir example, Oxfam organised a workshop with knowledge people in the District capital, including local staff, MoA, MoH, community representatives.

Example: Livelihood Zones in Wajir District 
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Source: Oxfam Wajir 1998

4.5.3.5 Tool 5
Activity Profiles 

To understand the time involved in livelihood activities and assess how food procurement during the emergency impinges upon other activities such as child care, land cultivation etc. It is particularly useful for identifying gender differences and the effect of the emergency on daily life.

Example: Activity Profiles for men and women Sierra Leone
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Source: K. Ogden 

4.5.3.6 Tool 6
Ranking 

To identify preferences in livelihood assets and help place them in order of importance. 

To assess wealth status and any changes. 

Example

Ranked household perception of the main causes of food insecurity:

· Low wheat yields due to low rainfall / low river levels
· Poor functioning irrigation system (pumps not working, inadequate electricity, silting)
· Unemployment

· Sickness of family members

· Lack of affordable quality seeds, fertilizers, etc.
· Increasing cost of goods, especially fuel
· Infrastructure and distance from market
Ranked household priorities for preferred type of assistance:

· Food

· Clean water

· Clothes and shoes

· Agricultural inputs such as seeds and fertilizers
Ranked household/ village/ jamoat solutions to household food insecurity:

· Improvement of the irrigation systems

· Access to good quality agricultural inputs such as seeds, fertilizers and pesticides on a credit basis

· Improved electricity supply

· Improved agricultural technology
Source: In-depth food Security Assessment. Tajikistan. L. Phelps

4.5.3.7 Which tool to use

Assessments need to be flexible enough to use the combination of methods that are suited to:

· Information required

· time available 

· team composition

· the nature of the emergency 

· the key informant being approached

The constraints to fieldwork imposed by emergency situations means there is often very little time and need to apply all tools. In all circumstances a combination of tools will be necessary.

Tips on use of Appraisal Methods and Tools:

· Be consistent – use same methods in each community visited

· Do not overdo the visits - taking in information will become less effective

· Record data consistently to ease comparisons and highlight obvious differences that stand out.

· Record access routes, time taken and other logistical tips to help future plans

· Compare findings, views and impressions with all team members. 

· Apply 2 to 3 tools to each Key informant. 

4.6 Nutritional Surveys

In depth assessments that involve a full-scale anthropometric survey have a different set of objectives and methodologies. Nutritional surveys estimate the nutritional status of the affected population through a representative sample of the 6-59 month old children. It is now being debated as to whether this age group best represents the nutritional status of the population as a whole. Changes in demographics during emergencies due to conflict and illness such as HIV/AIDS have implications for the population pyramid. Measuring adult malnutrition is becoming increasingly important.

Oxfam has a manual on how to carry out Nutrition surveys
 and what information is needed. The methodology is based on:

· Standard CDC/ WHO/ MSF methodology for anthropometry

· UNICEF framework for underlying causes of malnutrition

· Livelihoods approach to emergency food security assessments

The decision to carry out a nutritional survey should be based on clear objectives as discussed in chapter 2. 

It is very often possible to make decisions about programming needs without a full-scale nutritional survey. The appropriateness needs to be discussed with experienced staff.

Typical Information provided through a Nutritional Survey:

· Rates of severe and moderate  malnutrition amongst children aged 6-59 months

· Estimated measles and other vaccination coverage

· Estimated Crude and Under Five mortality rate for a defined period of time

· Underlying causes of malnutrition

· General Food Distribution, Supplementary Feeding Programme coverage

Summary points in Chapter 4

· The information collected during fieldwork needs to be relevant to decision-making.
· Selection of assessment area, communities to visit and key informants to interview must represent the affected population and minimise bias.
· There are a series of well-known practical methods and tools used for primary data collection known as Rapid Rural Appraisal techniques. 
Chapter 5: Analysing Findings

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

This chapter looks at how to analyse the information that has been collected during food security assessments. Through the analysis, the key analytical questions posed in Chapter 3 and repeated here should be answered. 


The most important aspect is to use the information to gauge the severity of food insecurity and the most affected livelihood group to determine whether support to save lives or livelihoods is needed. It is expected this chapter will be of most use to those making food security programming decisions based on assessment results.

5.1 Ordering the information

The first step will be to order all the secondary and primary information collected to help with the analysis. The amount of information available will be dependent on the assessment type, the team composition and the time allocated to the information gathering process. In all cases, it is best to group the information under the 9 key elements involved in a livelihoods assessment, as this will provide the structure for the final report as well:

1. The general emergency context

2. Food availability 

3. Defining livelihood groups /zones 

4. Changes in food and income sources

5. Ability of each livelihood group to cope now and in the future.  

6. Nutritional status

7. Future changes in food security

8. External response so far

9. Oxfam’s internal capacity to respond

The aim is to identify the type of information, its source and its method of collection to get an overview of gaps and overlaps and potential bias. The information is likely to be quantitative, qualitative and pictorial and some may have been collected by the local team in a local language. 

5.2 Determining the causes of acute food insecurity

· What are the causes of food insecurity?

In an emergency food security assessment, the cause of acute food insecurity is one or more “shocks”, such as a drought, floods, or conflict. However, care should be taken to identify all the factors that may have led to a deterioration in the food security situation. 

5.2.1 Differentiating between chronic and acute factors

In the analysis of food security information it is important to differentiate between chronic and acute factors leading to food insecurity. For example, food security may have been declining over a long period of time as a result of factors such as climatic change, macro-economic policies and the effects of HIV/AIDs. These are the underlying vulnerabilities referred to in Chapter 1. The effect of these chronic factors will be aggravated by the impact of acute shocks resulting from natural or man-made causes, such as drought, floods, conflict etc. 

5.2.2 Assessing the relative importance of different shocks

Care should be taken to identify and analyse the impact of all acute events and factors, which may affect food security. The most severe food crises occur as a result of a combination of different shocks. For example, mismanagement of a countries strategic grain reserve leading to increased market prices may coincide with a drought which affects food production and availability and further increases in food prices. The relative importance attached to these different events will influence the types of response which are implemented. 

5.3 Determining the severity of food insecurity for each livelihood group

In this section we seek to answer the following analytical questions:-

· How severe is food insecurity?

· Which geographical areas have been most affected / are most food insecure?

· Which livelihood/population groups are worst affected? 

· Are people able to meet their food needs?

· Are people using coping strategies which are damaging to their livelihoods

The findings of the assessment will most likely lead to these probable scenarios:

· No risks to lives or livelihoods as a result of emergency 

· A need to monitor the situation.

· Risks identified but local capacity to respond is appropriate 

· A need to monitor the situation very closely.

· Local capacity is outstripped as risks to lives or livelihoods have been clearly identified and not being met 

· A need for a food security response.

· Oxfam Country Office capacity outstripped as risks to lives or livelihoods have been clearly identified and cannot be met 

· A need for a rapid or in-depth assessment to identify appropriate food security interventions.

Gauging the severity of the food insecurity involves assessing if there is any evidence of the following for every livelihood group you have identified.

5.3.1 Changes in the major sources of food and income

This analyses the impact of a shock on food and income sources:

· Results of proportional piling exercises when interviewing representatives of different livelihood groups.  

· Answers to the semi-structured interviews with community leaders and group discussions with different livelihood groups. 

· Information on planned or actual food aid programming.

· Comparing all the above with seasonal availability of food and expected changes in food supply and food access.

· Gauging the effects of the emergency on food production and trade. Crop, livestock and wild food losses need to be estimated along with market price variations for key commodities.  

5.3.2 Higher than normal levels of malnutrition not attributable to other factors

This analyses how food insecurity may be the cause of malnutrition and identifies the extent to which a community may not be able to meet its food needs.

· Results of Nutrition Surveys (may have been carried out by another agency). 

· An assessment of nutritional status along with its underlying causes allows for analysis of the severity of the food insecurity.

· NB. The confounding effect of factors such as mortality, displacement, HIV/AIDs which affect the demographic structure of the population.

5.3.3 Substantial reliance on irreversible and risky survival strategies

This analyses the extent to which each livelihood group is relying on strategies are “unacceptable” in that they are damaging to livelihoods and/or dignity and are irreversible.

· Listing the coping strategies that each livelihood is adopting.

· Determine the “acceptability” of strategies - categorise these according to the types of strategy identified in Chapter 1, i.e. reversible, irreversible, risky survival. 

· Gauging the time span for which these strategies will allow each livelihood group to maintain their present standard of living. 

Food Security Standard 1 on General Food Security in the Sphere Standards
 emphasises the need to analyse the acceptability of coping strategies:-

People have access to adequate and appropriate food and non-food items in a manner that ensures their survival, prevents erosion of assets and upholds their dignity.

Guidance Note 4 in this section provides examples of coping strategies, which “carry costs or incur risks in the short or long-term, (and) which although successful in providing food or income in the short-term, may increase vulnerability”.    

a. Cutbacks on amounts of food, and quality of the diet risks declining health and nutritional status.

b. Cutbacks in expenditure on school fees and healthcare affects human capital

c. Prostitution and external relationships to secure food risks social exclusion and HIV infection or other sexually transmitted disease.

d. Sale of certain household assets may reduce the future productive capacity of the household

e. Taking out and failing to repay loans risks undermining future food security and losing future access to credit

f. Over-use of natural resources reduces the availability of natural capital (through excessive fishing, collection of firewood etc)

g. When travel to insecure areas to work, gather food or fuel wood exposes people (especially women and children) to attack, robbery or injury.

h. Producing or trading illicit goods risks arrest and imprisonment.

i. Separation of families and mothers from children, risks poor standards of child care and malnutrition.

5.3.4 Deciding which livelihood group is most food insecure as a result of the shock

Compare the 3 indicators described above for each livelihood group (although it is highly unlikely that malnutrition rates will be available for different livelihood groups). See examples of how this has been done below. NB. The poorest livelihood group will not necessarily be the worst affected by the emergency. 

For each livelihood group, we should be able to answer the following key questions:-

Are people able to meet their food needs?

This question is answered by:-

· Analysing significant shifts in the major exchange entitlements or sources of food, which cannot be compensated for adequately by other sources; and/or

· Analysing the impact of the shock on nutritional status.

Are people using coping strategies which are damaging to their livelihoods and/or dignity?

This question is answered by:-

· Analysing the type of coping strategies and the extent to which they are damaging to livelihoods and/or dignity.

5.3.5 Determining the different ways in which livelihood groups are affected

Different livelihood groups are affected in different ways as well as to different extents. The analysis of this will influence the types of intervention which are implemented. The different ways in which people are affected will depend upon their normal sources of food and income, the level of exposure to the shock, the alternative sources of food and income utilised, and the different types and levels of capital and assets available to them. 

Example

Summary of effect of floods on different livelihood groups in Wajir

	ZONE
	AREA
	LIVELIHOOD
	FLOOD EFFECTS
	STRATEGY

	A
	North (Bute,

Ethiopian border
	Cattle, camels, agriculture, border trade with Ethiopia
	Crop losses

Camel disease
	50% ration in July only

Seeds and tools distribution

Ox-ploughs

CFW

	B
	North east (border Mandera)
	Camels and cattle.

Gum arabic
	Camel disease

Loss of access to markets
	50% ration in July

CFW

	C
	West and south (border Isiolo, Garissa)
	Cattle, shoats, camels.

Some farming

Border trade with Garissa
	Large losses of shoats

Reduction in border trade
	50% rations in July and August

Seeds

Emergency restocking

	D
	Area around town
	Shoats, petty trade (milk, firewood)
	Loss of shoats

Increased competition for petty trade
	80% ration July

50% ration August/September

	E
	Town and bullas
	Petty trade

Casual labour

Dependence on relatives
	Influx of displaced people

Reduction in trade, then increased competition
	Government of Kenya food distribution




Example 

Coping strategies and future prospects of livelihood groups in three districts of the West Bank exposed to increased food insecurity due to an escalation in Israeli-Palestinian conflict.


	Livelihood group
	Coping Strategies adopted at time of assessment


	Future prospect

	Herders

S. Hebron
	Sale of animals at unfavourable prices

Use of animals as collateral for credit access

Taking children out of school

Reducing meal variety

Increased intake of milk products

Saving fuel by cooking less often

Saving water
	Poorest group.

Very limited asset base on which to fall back on.

Threat of eviction and complete loss of livestock and land will make them destitute and migrate to towns.



	Workers in Israel 

(skilled and unskilled)

NWFV , S. Hebron
	Asset stripping of household goods

Reducing medical care costs

Looking for odd jobs locally (including FFW)

Looking for support from labour union

Trying to work in Israel despite risk of being arrested and fined


	Hardest hit group.

Credit lines and household assets will run out.

Dependency on family and welfare will increase until new skills are acquired and put to use.

	Rain dependent Farmers

NWFV, S. Hebron
	Reduced consumption of purchased foods

Sale of produce to locals to get cash

Payment of debts in kind

Registration in government subsidised seed programme

Assistance from Al-Zakat committee 

Reduce water consumption
	Poor group.

Will continue asset stripping and may be forced to sell land eventually if access to inputs does not improve

	Traders
	Less bulk buying

Denying credit to some customers

Closing down

Opening new shops in villages to make up for lack of  access to towns 
	Stable group

Can continue to use credit lines to maintain business, will have more relatives depending on them for support.

	Commercial vegetable farmers

East Jenin
	Reducing price of produce for sale

Increasing debt

Growing less vegetables

Shedding hired labour

Risking access to land despite settler violence


	Hard hit group.

Loss of income and increased debt will lead to loss of livelihood. Will revert back to subsistence farming or become landless and dependent on work. 

	Agricultural  labourers

East Jenin
	Borrowing from relatives

Extending credit with traders

Entering welfare programmes such as FFW

Looking for work in Israel despite risk

Reduce household expenses, water and electricity


	Poor group.

Will become destitute and migrate for work and welfare programmes into towns where there are relatives


Source: Rapid food security assessment, West Bank, October 2002. J. Frize

5.4 Determining the evolution and duration of food insecurity 

· When will the food insecurity be most severe and widespread?

· How long is the food insecurity likely to last?

This analysis involves an understanding of:-


· the sustainability of coping strategies, and

· the impact of future events

We need to know whether food insecurity will worsen as coping strategies become exhausted and/or further events or shocks, such as bad harvests or military offensives, further reduce food and income. Alternatively, food security may improve as a result of good harvests, peace agreements, the actions of governments, commercial traders or the intervention of other humanitarian actors. 

5.5 Determining the scale of food insecurity

· What proportion of the population is affected by the shock(s) and are unable to cope? 


This will require an estimate of the total population affected by the shock(s) and the proportion of the population falling into different livelihood groups. Once it has been established which livelihood groups are unable to cope with the impacts of the shock, it is possible to determine which livelihood groups and what percentage of the population require different types of assistance.

5.6 Determining external and internal capacities to respond

· What are the external and internal capacities to respond?
Analysing external capacity to respond involves the identification of the different actors that will have an impact on the food security situation, including governments, commercial traders, UN agencies and other I/LNGOs, donors etc. The analysis of market responses to poor harvests is an aspect which is frequently neglected in food security assessments. It is important to assess the motivation and capacity of the commercial sector to respond as well as the purchasing power of consumers. The analysis of the capacity and impact of other actors is often undertaken as part of the analysis of the evolution and duration of food insecurity. 

5.7 Deciding whether life saving and/or livelihood saving interventions are needed

Life-saving interventions

When the affected population cannot meet their immediate food needs there is a need for a life saving response. This is normally due to:

· A drastic reduction in major food source

· Being cut off from their normal food source

· High malnutrition levels 

In these cases an immediate response necessary to meet those food needs.

Livelihood support interventions
Livelihood support without any food aid depends on risks to livelihoods due to the emergency. Considerable destruction or loss of main livelihood assets such as livestock, crops, or labour will damage livelihood security and eventually undermine the population’s ability to meet their basic food needs. 

Summary points of chapter 5

· Analysis of assessment findings requires ordering and presenting the information so that it can be interpreted according to the 9 components of assessments.

· Determining risks to lives involves an assessment of reduction in major food sources and higher than normal levels of malnutrition.

· Determining risks to livelihoods involves an analysis of the extent to which the affected population relies on irreversible coping strategies, which are damaging to livelihoods and/or dignity. 

· Comparisons between livelihood groups and the relation between them help determine who is most affected by the emergency and what types of assistance they require.

Chapter 6: Identifying Interventions 

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

In this Chapter the types of food security interventions most suited to emergencies are discussed. A wide range of food and non-food interventions are discussed in relation to their objectives and likely duration. This chapter helps see what preliminary decisions can be made whilst the assessment findings are being prepared for dissemination. It is expected this chapter will be of most use to all those making decisions on food security programming options.

6.1 Initial Decision-making based on assessment findings

The first question to ask is whether the situation requires an intervention at all. The decision not to respond also needs analysis and justification based on assessment findings.

If the emergency leaves unmet needs, Oxfam needs to decide if they can meet these to: 

· Save lives

· Save livelihoods

· A combination of both

This is reflected in Oxfam’s Strategic Change Objectives. Food and nutrition emergency response work overlaps over two of Oxfam’s five Strategic Change Objectives because it involves addressing to risks to lives and longer-term risks to livelihoods.

Oxfam Strategic Change Objectives:

SCO. 3. The Right to Life and Security

3.1:”Fewer people will die, fall sick, and suffer deprivation as a direct result of armed conflict or natural disasters”.

 3.2:“Fewer people will suffer form personal or communal violence, forced displacement or armed conflict”.

SCO. 1. The Right to a Sustainable Livelihood

1.1:People living in poverty will have achieve food and income security.”

1.2: “People living in poverty will have access to secure paid employment, labour rights, and improved working conditions.”

6.2 Types of emergency food security interventions and response

The most appropriate food security intervention will be dependent on a combination of need, capacity and resources. This section describes interventions which address risks to lives and livelihoods. The narrative and tables are based upon those in the HPN Network Paper on Oxfam’s Livelihoods Approach (Young et al 2001), Against the Grain Revisited (Jaspars et al 2002), and the forthcoming Sphere Food Security Standards, Annex 3 (Sphere Project 2003). 

6.2.1 Interventions addressing risk to lives

Where normal food sources are cut off and food needs are not being met consideration can be given to the following types of intervention:-

· Provision of food aid 

General Food Distributions

Complimentary food for target groups – Supplementary Feeding

· Training staff and improving protocols

· Market interventions to increase food supply 

Subsidising markets

Interventions to increase purchasing power - Cash / food vouchers

If people are unable to meet their immediate food needs and their lives are at risk, the first task is to increase their access to food and rehabilitate the malnourished (as well as addressing disease and access to healthcare as underlying causes of malnutrition). In acute emergencies, where people are cut off from their normal food sources, the initial response is usually food aid and feeding programmes. For guidance on how to determine ration sizes, see Appendix A7. 

Description and objectives of different food aid and nutrition interventions 

(Adapted from Jaspers et al, 2002)

	Food Security Intervention
	Description
	Objectives

	General Food

Distribution

	Free distribution of a combination of food commodities to the affected population as a whole. 

The food ration needs to be balanced and provide a certain number of kilocalories set out in nutrition guidelines.


	To save lives

To meet immediate food needs of populations cut off from their normal sources of food. 

To preserve livelihoods

To prevent the adoption of damaging coping strategies.

To support livelihood recovery.

To support agricultural activities or livestock recovery.

	Supplementary  feeding

Dry ration,

Wet ration,


	The provision of free food aid in addition to the general distribution.

Special food ration distributed to nutritionally vulnerable groups: 

children under five, the malnourished, 

groups with higher nutritional requirements

(e.g. pregnant and lactating women,    HIV/Aids affected)

those excluded from social networks

(unaccompanied minors, newly displaced) 

those unable to look after themselves (the disabled, elderly)

The food may be prepared and eaten on site or taken home as a supplementary ration to the normal household food supply


	To save lives

To provide nutritional support to the moderately malnourished, where exposure to disease is high;

To prevent severe malnutrition;

prevent malnutrition in those with high requirements;

To save livelihoods

To improve enrolment, attendance at school / clinic

	Food for work


	Public works programmes where workers are paid in food aid per day worked. 

The food ration is often calculated to be worth less than the daily wage rate for the area.  This aims to make the programme self-selecting as only the poorest will enrol.

Careful planning of works programmes is needed.
	To save livelihoods

To provide food aid as income support for the poor or unemployed.

To rehabilitate infrastructure, e.g. roads, schools, irrigation systems, shelters for hurricanes, clear damage caused by disaster eg bush clear to access crops


NB. A description of food aid as a livelihood support is provided below.

6.2.1.1 Food aid or non-food alternatives?

Although food distribution is the most common immediate response to acute food insecurity in emergencies, other types of food security interventions may also provide for immediate food needs in some situations.  For example, sales of subsidized food food (when people have some purchasing power but supplies are lacking); addressing lack of purchasing power through employment programmes (possibly including food-for-work), de-stocking initiatives or cash distributions etc. Especially in urban areas, the priority may be to re-establish normal market arrangements and revitalise economic activities that provide employment. Such strategies may be more appropriate than food distribution, because they uphold dignity, support livelihoods and thereby reduce future vulnerability. Agencies have a responsibility to take into account what others are doing to ensure that the combined response provides complementary inputs and services.

General food distributions should be introduced only when absolutely necessary and discontinued as soon as possible. General free food distribution may not be appropriate when:

a. Adequate supplies of food are available in the area (and the need is to address obstacles to access).

b. A localised lack of food availability can be addressed by support of market systems.     

(Revised Sphere Standards, Food Security Standard 1: General Food Security, Guidance Note 1).


There are three major types of cash interventions which have been used in emergencies: cash grants, cash for work, cash vouchers.  Such programmes have been implemented by governments, UN organisations, the Red Cross and NGOs, in both natural disasters and insecure situations.  The objectives of cash interventions are generally broader than the objectives of food aid, namely to give beneficiaries choice as to which basic needs they can procure, to protect livelihoods and to aid recovery and to support local economies and markets.  The table below outlines the advantages and disadvantages of cash interventions as opposed to food aid to address food crises. 

Relative advantages and disadvantages of cash as compared with food aid

	Costs
	More cost-efficient.

Transfer costs minimal.

More easily converted (fungible).

	Impact on beneficiaries
	Allows beneficiary choice.

Empowers beneficiaries.

Beneficiaries receive greater proportion of donated money.

Can improve status of women and marginalised groups.

Minimises migration.

Women may not retain control of income.

	Impact on market
	Encourages productivity and stimulates markets.

Inflationary pressure.

	Speed
	Shorter response time.

	Food security/ Nutritional value
	Can be used for non-food consumption and anti-social activities e.g. cigarettes, alcohol.

	Losses
	Losses from inflation and leakage.

	Targeting
	More difficult to target. 

	Other
	Security risk (but may be less than for food as easier to move cash without notice).

Greater risk of diversion/taxation.

Only of use in cash economy.

Not suitable for conflict areas.

Requires good monitoring and administration systems.


Source: Peppiat et al., 2000; Khogali, 2001
6.2.2 Interventions addressing risk to livelihoods

Where coping strategies adopted by different livelihood groups are damaging to future self-sufficiency.  All interventions should consider the specific needs and capabilities of households run by males or females and affected by HIV/AIDS and review how these households will benefit from the intervention. The most common interventions include:

6.2.2.1 Food aid as a livelihood support

Food aid may also be a form of livelihood support. When provided at an early stage of a slow-onset emergency, food aid can prevent the sale of assets to buy food. It also means that people can save money that would otherwise be spent on food, and use this to maintain their livelihoods. Similarly, food aid can assist in the rebuilding of livelihoods following a crisis. As part of the rehabilitation of drought-affected pastoralists, for instance, this would allow them to build up their herds, rather than sell livestock to buy food. Using food aid to protect livelihoods leads to higher estimates of needs.

6.2.2.2 Supporting primary production 

(see Sphere Food Security Standard 2: Primary Production)

Primary food production refers to the initial steps in the food chain from where food originates, and includes those steps in the food chain up to and including, for example, harvesting, slaughter, milking, fishing for either own consumption and or exchange. Trade and exchange of food implies that this standard is closely linked with the standard on Access to Markets, and also Income and Employment. 

	Food Security Standard 2: Primary Production

Primary production mechanisms are protected and supported


Description and objectives of different primary production based interventions. (see also Jaspars et al 2002 and Food Security Standards Annex 3)

	Food Security Intervention
	Description
	Objectives

	Agricultural support
	Programmes aimed at increasing production through provision of inputs (seeds, tools, fertiliser, animal traction), irrigation systems, greenhouse material , irrigation, water harvesting, introduction of water harvesting intercropping
Promote trade of local products (farmers markets and seed fairs)

Extension work 

Seed banks, loans

safe grain stores

Access to land

Crop diversification

Labour saving tools & devices


	To save livelihoods

To help re-establish crop production and production based entitlements;

To diversify food sources.

To improve farming techniques.

To promote use of local seeds.



	Fishing support
	Distribution of fishing tools to improve catch (nets, boats, cages, needles to make nets, lobster traps)

Market interventions to increase income 

Access to fishing water / safety/ rights/ fuel


	To save lives

To assist in food procurement and self-sufficiency.

To encourage new livelihood

To save livelihoods

To improve fishing practices

To improve access to natural resources.



	Livestock support
	Survival interventions include provision of water, fodder, veterinary care, livestock off-take (when animals are at increased risk of dying). 

Safeguarding from flood, cyclone, theft  etc

Small v large animals

Fodder banks over winter

Slaughter houses 

Honey – protect bees, herbs, medical plants

Drug revolving funds
	To save livelihoods

To prevent loss of livestock through sales or death.

To assist in herd recovery.

To minimise migration / conflict related loss.




Agricultural and livestock support interventions can take a variety of forms, depending mainly on the stage and type of emergency, and the livelihoods affected. Agricultural support programmes (ASPs) usually involve some form of seed distribution in conjunction with inputs to help plant and harvest crops, for example tools, pesticide spray.  ASPs are often implemented in conjunction with general ration distribution programmes to ensure that seeds are not eaten or sold for food. Programmes may also be implemented in conjunction with credit or cash to allow populations to purchase other essential items.  ASPs also include programmes which restore the productivity of land through strengthening or repairing irrigation or de-silting following flooding.  

Livestock interventions include livestock offtake, fodder distribution, veterinary support including vaccination, reparation of boreholes and other water sources, subsidies for transport to market, initiatives to improve access to pasture in neighbouring regions or countries, either at an early stage of crisis, or during acute phase of the crisis.  Restocking may be done during the recovery stage.

Example

Recommendations for programming emergency livestock scheme

Water provision

· Exploration of water resources

· Fodder provision

· Introduction of high yielding summer and winter fodder

· Dissemination of supplementary feeding and feed alternatives

Herd preservation

· Re-stocking can only be thought of under 'normal' climatic circumstances where access to ample amount of canopy and ground vegetative coverage is feasible.

· De-stocking wherever pasture is poor.

· Breed improvement in small ruminants and fattening of lambs and kids with improved feeding systems

· Maximize animal health coverage through vaccination against anthrax, pleuropneumonia, enterotoxaemia, Newcastle disease etc prior to seasonal outbreak will minimize livestock losses. 

Skill transfer

· Capacity building and extension services. 

· Training of communities to promote  improved technologies if appropriate such as milk churning equipment.

· Use of animal by-products eg training in proper shearing, wool grading and packaging for better marketing.

Livelihood preservation

· Supporting livelihoods through timely interventions such as livestock product marketing, improved fodder and feeds,  increasing household savings.

Alternative livelihood

· Introduction of small livestock e.g. guinea fowel, rabbits, guinea pigs etc to households with low labour capacity, or in communities where animal husbandary knowledge has been lost.

Example 

Considerations for successful distribution of seed
. 

· What have people lost as a result of the emergency?

shelter, water, food, reasonable security, hope for future, basic medical aid,      access to 

arable land, labour capacity and health status, animal or mechanical  traction    (health of 

animals and source of fuel), access to seeds and tools, agricultural extension, knowledge of good agricultural practice?

· How important was agriculture as a means of livelihood for the affected population?

· What coping mechanisms are they suing to survive at present?

· To what extent does climate and the present environment support agriculture?

· How will affected population regain the things they may have lost as a result of the emergency? How can the programme help them regain these things?

· How will a lack of any of the above things affect the farmers’ ability to farm?

6.2.2.3 Supporting income and employment

(see Sphere Food Security Standard 3: Income and Employment)

Income earning opportunities include employment among the opportunities that generate household income. Each measure’s appropriateness must be locally determined based on what is feasible and appropriate in the economic, social and environmental context of the disaster, and acceptable in terms of its social and environmental impact.   

	Food Security Standard 3: Income and Employment
Where income generation and employment are feasible livelihood strategies, people have access to appropriate income earning opportunities, which generate fair remuneration and contribute towards food security without jeopardising the resources on which livelihoods are based.




Description and objectives of different income and employment based interventions. (drawing on Jaspars et al 2002 and Sphere Food Security Standards Annex 3). 

	Food Security Intervention
	Description
	Objectives

	Cash grants 
	Distribution of cash as a relief item to targeted beneficiaries.

Start up grants to producers 

Cancel credit debts in other programmes
	To save livelihoods

To provide income support to the poor



	Cash for work
	Public works programmes where workers are paid in cash per day worked based on agreed rates.

Targeting of vulnerable groups is possible 

Careful planning of works programmes is needed
	To save livelihoods

To provide income support.

To improve infrastructure.

To stimulate local economy?

	Food-for-Work
	provides food insecure households with opportunities for paid work that at the same time, produce outputs that are of benefit to themselves and the community
	To provide food 

	Income Generating Schemes
	allow people to diversify their sources of income, in small-scale, self-employment business schemes (includes support of people in the management, supervision and implementation of their businesses).
	To increase income and purchasing power

	Micro-finance
	The provision of financial services to vulnerable but economically active individuals and households

- acute stage of an emergency

(e.g. emergency loans, remittance services, loan rescheduling), 

- at the rehabilitation stage (loans to restore capital assets, housing or to start new economic activities).  
	To save livelihoods

To restart local economies through enterprise and employment creation;

To increase economic self-sufficiency.


Microfinance schemes have long been implemented in development settings but are now increasingly applied in both post-conflict and post-natural disaster settings. The contexts where microfinance programmes have been implemented vary tremendously by levels of violence and disruption, numbers of people displaced, quality of community relationships, and macroeconomic context.
The most suitable candidates for microfinance services are home-based resident populations and returnees, both of whom tend to have at least some assets and an incentive to stay where they are if they can earn a living.  IDPs and refugees pose greater challenges, although experience working with both populations exists. The critical factors appear to be the relative stability of their tenure in their present location, and the extent to which government regulations forbid or curtail economic support to refugees.  Microfinance can be applied in the acute stage of an emergency (for example, emergency loans, remittance services, loan rescheduling), or at the rehabilitation stage (loans to restore capital assets, housing, or to start new economic activities).  The preconditions for success are (Doyle, 1998):

· Reasonable amount of security and stability of access in the project area (though microfinance programmes have continued to operate during conflict).

· Existence of some market activity.

· Assurance that, when refugees or IDPs are the focus, they will remain in place long enough for programmes to make and recover loans (18 months is the common benchmark). 

6.2.2.4 Supporting access to market goods and services

(see Sphere Food Security Standard 4: Access to market goods and services)

Market conditions, including access to markets, market prices, and demand and supply of goods and services, are a major determinant of food security in both rural and urban areas.   Markets can be substantially disrupted by a disaster, particularly conflict. Market conditions influence the income of those people who are dependent on trade as a source of income.  They also influence expenditure and purchasing patterns especially for those individuals who buy food from the market.     

Access to services includes a wide range of services provided by the private and public sectors. Examples of provision of services that relate to food security include financial services (grants, credit, loans, saving schemes), agricultural extension services, fisheries development, market support, veterinary services, transport and business services.    
Food security interventions in disasters directly and indirectly affect market conditions, both positively and negatively. For example, food distribution may distort market prices causing both affects on wider nutrition, but by flooding the market and bringing prices down, may act as a disincentive to producers.

	Food Security Standard 4: Access to Markets
People’s access to market goods and services as producers, consumers and traders, is protected and promoted.


Description and objectives of different market based interventions (adapted from Sphere Food Security Standards Annex 3)

	Food Security Intervention
	Description
	Objectives

	Market and infrastructure support
	including provision of transport, improving feeder roads
	To allow producers to take advantage of distant markets



	Monetisation or sale of subsidised food
	Sale of food aid or sale of food at prices affordable for the poorest households
	To make food affordable

	De-stocking (of livestock)
	which provides herders with a good price for their livestock in times of drought, when there is pressure on water supplies and grazing, and market prices of livestock are falling
	To protect income and terms of trade

	Fair Price Shops
	Or shops where bartering is allowed
	To make food and other items affordable

	Food or Cash Vouchers
	Vouchers are distributed to the affected population and can be exchanged for set commodities from certified traders.

Traders reclaim the vouchers at a bank or from the implementing agency for the equivalent cash value. 
	To save livelihoods

To provide income support;

To support traders/retailers.

	Microfinance projects
	provision of financial services for example, provision of credit, and a method for saving assets, which may involve grants, loans, cattle banks, cooperative savings accounts
	To increase purchasing power


Market support interventions can take many forms.  Market support basically means helping the market to work more effectively.  The aim of market support programmes in emergencies is generally to ensure that people’s access to food is maintained, for example prices are kept within normal bounds, and that people and traders have access to commodities to trade, say, livestock/meat, seeds.  There has not been very much experience of market support programmes during emergencies.  Types of market support programmes include:

· Selling grain to traders or government at subsidised prices in order to stabilise escalating prices due to food shortages.  The resulting funds (monetisation) can be used in various ways, for example for development programmes, rehabilitation measures and to support cash for work. 

· Improving physical access to markets through repairing flooded or war-damaged roads as part of a food- or cash-for-work programme (WFP, 1998, May).  

· Facilitating traders to attend a livestock offtake market which would in turn allow households to dispose of livestock that might not survive drought conditions (Aklilu and Wakesa, 2001, July).  Seed fairs  also constitute market support programmes (Field Exchange,  2002, April).  Box 7 gives an example of seed fairs.

6.2.3 Interventions addressing future vulnerability to food insecurity:

Where the situation shows no immediate risk to lives or livelihoods, but where the nature of the vulnerability to shocks clearly shows that there is a likelihood that the situation will be of risk in the future 

· Capacity Building

Training of Oxfam staff and partners in assessment methods

Supporting disaster preparedness ministry activities, having clearly defined protocols for 

collaboration with other agencies

· Surveillance 

Setting up or contributing to Early Warning Systems, continuous market price monitoring 

in selected areas, attending sectoral meetings 

Checklist 6.
Information needed about a specific Food Security intervention:

· Common Name for intervention

· Description of main activities involved

· Usual Objectives and target population

· Expected resources

· Expected start-up time

· Expected duration of intervention and exit strategy

· Expected impact

· Ways of monitoring and evaluating

· Approximate Cost and cost-effectiveness

· Previous Oxfam experience in this programme

· Links with longer-term programmes eg market interventions

In all cases, emergency Food Security interventions usually involve the following approach: 

· Staging - various activities taking place over time, not a one off

· Combining - to prevent excess mortality, protect health and support livelihoods 

· Targeting - identifying interventions based on need and available resources

· Integrating – building on longer-term programming strategies and using local staff 

6.3 Determining appropriateness and feasibility responses

Making decisions about the appropriateness of interventions depends on the stage, scale and severity of the emergency, the type of emergency (or affected population), and the local economy or infrastructure.  

In the initial, acute stage in sudden-onset emergencies, free food aid is usually the first response because at this point it is difficult to assess the situation accurately and to set up appropriate alternative systems.  In some cases, existing development programmes using food aid may be expanded, for example school feeding or vulnerable group feeding through MCH clinics.  Alternative interventions generally require more assessment and planning, although there are cases where food and cash vouchers, cash grants and interventions to prevent livestock sales and deaths have been applied in the early or acute phase of an emergency.  

When an emergency is no longer acute (i.e. the population no longer suffers unusually severe food insecurity, malnutrition and/or mortality), free food aid is usually phased out.  During the recovery phase, public works programmes (CFW and FFW) are often implemented, both to provide income support and to repair damaged infrastructure. Microfinance projects, agricultural support and restocking interventions are also normally implemented during the recovery period.  

In large-scale emergencies, food aid is usually the first response.  This is in part because other interventions are perceived as having greater management requirements, and because there is little experience in implementing alternative interventions on a large scale.  Experiences with cash suggest that it can be successful on a small scale but there are concerns that large-scale programmes may cause adverse effects, such as inflation.  Similarly, projects involving management expertise, lengthy planning and start up and considerable adaptation to local circumstances (for example, FFW, CFW, livestock offtake and micro-credit) are probably not easy to implement on a large scale.

Free food aid is commonly distributed among large refugee or displaced populations because people have been separated from their livelihood base, and because the population is fluid.  The possibility of embarking on public works schemes and agricultural projects will depend in part on the displaced population’s legal status, employment rights and access to land.  Alternatives such as cash-based interventions or loans are easier to implement among stable populations. 

In rapid-onset disasters the initial response may be food aid, but this can be quickly replaced by other interventions, depending on the extent of destruction and loss. Drought-induced food crises, on the other hand, are usually slow to develop giving time to prepare interventions such as borehole maintenance, livestock offtake and FFW as early responses.   

In general, public works programmes are most appropriate when food insecurity is the result of loss of employment or a fall in wages.  These types of programmes have been implemented in situations where people have lost assets to give them a choice of purchasing food or assets.  CFW and FFW schemes are only viable where there are sufficient able bodied members of the community to carry out the work, or where there is a grant or free component to the programme a certain proportion of the population are capable of working.  Programmes are not appropriate where the population is made up largely of children and the elderly.  Market support is most appropriate where food insecurity is a result of fragmented markets, inflation or where local food prices are volatile.

In situations of conflict and political crises, options may be limited as war strategies or government policies may actively undermine people’s livelihood base.  However, in protracted political emergencies, there may be areas which experience relative stability, during which alternatives can be implemented. For example, CFW is probably not appropriate at the height of a civil war, but has been shown to be successful in some insecure or politically unstable situations. 

The appropriateness of different types of interventions also depends on the economic and development and infrastructure of the affected area.  In general, there is less justification for food aid in a developed country than a developing country because structural underlying factors (such as poverty and chronic food insecurity) are unlikely to cause a severe food crisis in the short-term.  The more market-based an economy, the more potential there is for cash alternatives.  Microfinance projects have the highest infrastructural requirements including functioning markets and banks, a stable economy and skilled workforce.
Table 8.
Decision-making criteria for selecting interventions to address food crises 

	Type of Food Security Intervention
	When intervention is appropriate
	Example of an

Oxfam programme

	General food distribution 
	People are cut off from normal sources of food.

Unusually high levels of malnutrition.

Livelihood protection or recovery.


	Displacement

Severe drought, Ethiopia.

Conflict, Afghanistan.

	Supplementary feeding
	High rates of moderate malnutrition

Effective general food distribution with good coverage

A clear transition strategy to support livelihoods 
	Bolosso Sorrie, Ethiopia

	Food for work
	Loss of employment and shortage of food.

Infrastructure damaged.

Small-scale emergency.

Slow-onset or later stage of crisis.


	Cyclone affected

Groups in Orissa, India.

Targeted vulnerable groups.

	Food vouchers /

Cash Vouchers
	Rapid-onset emergency.

Small-scale emergency.

Food can be brought in by traders.

Needs functioning markets


	Localised Conflict,

Uganda.

	Cash grants
	Early stages of emergency or rehabilitation.

Food available and markets functioning.

Non-conflict context.


	Post-flood recovery, Cambodia.

	Cash for work
	Small-scale emergency.

Food available and markets functioning.

Food insecurity result of loss of income, assets or employment.

More appropriate in insecure situations than cash grants.

Recovery phase.


	Drought recovery in Turkana and Wajir, Kenya.

Flood recovery, Orrissa, India.



	Income generating schemes
	Limited purchasing power

Recovery phase

Secure environment

Food and other items available on the market
	

	Micro-finance
	Recovery stage of emergency.

Relatively secure context.

Access to functioning markets and banks and markets

Stable economy (no hyper-inflation).

Skilled workforce (or where extension services / skills training is available)


	Displaced rural population settling in urban areas, Colombia.

	Market support
	Food insecurity is result of fragmented markets.

Local food prices volatile.

Direct distribution not possible because of insecurity.


	Trade of surplus crops in displaced population in Colombia.

	Monetisation or sale of subsidised food
	When there is a problem of food availability and access
	

	De-stocking (of livestock)
	When the terms of trade are unfavourable.


	

	Agricultural support


	Food insecurity due to reduction or loss in crop production.

Recovery stage or protracted emergencies.

Only works if it is timed properly.
	Desertification, Tajikistan.

	Livestock support


	Emergencies where livestock affected.

Sales causes collapse in market prices.

Deaths result from lack of pasture and/or water.

Livestock disease.

Restrictions to livestock movements.
	Dzud affected herders in Mongolia

	Fishing support
	When there is sufficient water and labour
	Malawi


Source: Adapted from Jaspars et al,  2002.

Example

Flash floods in northern Colombia among IDPs resulted in the extension of a General food distribution that was phasing out for 2 more months to allow households to spend time repairing the damage caused by the flood and recover from the losses, rather than devoting their time to food procurement.  On the other hand in northern Kenya, flash floods led to losses to livestock, and the food security programme was designed to support the affected population through a recovery phase of 2 years so that the communities could build up their herds again and attain the same milking levels as those prior to the flooding.  
Feasibility analysis

A feasibility analysis is one of the quickest ways of differentiating between the internal and external factors that make an intervention more appropriate than another. This is related to what is possible and what is appropriate.

The 7 main feasibility considerations for deciding on any intervention are:

· Cultural

Appropriateness of the interventions for the affected population’s practices

· Economic 

Cost and cost-effectiveness 

· Environmental 

Effect of the interventions on longer-term environmental factors

· Social

Acceptability of the interventions by leaders, different sexes and impact on the

development of the community and its networks

· Political & security

Likelihood of security, mobility and administration of intervention in relation to                                                                                                        warring factions and government

· Technical 

Consideration of the appropriate resources for the interventions i.e. skills, inputs

· Scale of emergency 

The timing, the number of people affected and the scale of emergency

Looking at those 7 factors, will help distinguish which are more appropriate for the situation.

In addition there is a need for a consideration of:

· The best timing for each intervention (seasons, dependency on another intervention)

· The changing nature of the emergency while you mount a response programme

· Impact criteria (Is it a life changing intervention)

· Participation of the affected population

· Making optimum use of gender roles

· Sustainability through a programme exit strategy

· Regional considerations on how the planned response fits into the country / regional strategies (Preparedness, Livelihood etc) and longer term livelihood interventions

Taking into account different ethnic groups is important. No food security intervention must start or exacerbate a conflict. Although this sounds obvious there are plenty of examples of food security programming that has caused divisions in communities.

Finally. non-technical considerations which will influence the final decision on which interventions are most appropriate include:

· The interest and capacity for response (government, UN, Oxfam, other agencies)

· The availability of appropriate resources (financial, technical, programme planning).
6.4 Deciding not to respond with a food security programme

When it has been decided that the need is not great enough to warrant a response, or that the local capacity to respond is more than adequate, there is a conscious decision being made not to respond. This is different from not being able to respond because there is no access to the affected population, because there is no funding or because the information provided by the assessment was not enough with which to make a decision.

Possible options for Country Programmes activities when it has been decided that an emergency food security Intervention was not needed include:

1) Improving information systems and flows

· Co-ordinating with other agencies by facilitating relief efforts and organising multi-agency assessments.

· Improving monitoring systems 

· Setting up systems to view donor response to the evolving emergency

· Reviewing General Food Distribution systems / Measuring coverage / Lobbying for minimum standards in food ration provision

· Implementing some of these through partners or government departments

· Participating in building food security and nutrition information systems

2)
Improving practical food security programming options

· Setting up price monitoring systems

· Commissioning more in-depth nutrition surveys

· Support visits by Oxfam staff RMC, HD, other technical teams to identify other livelihood needs

3)
Capacity Building activities to better prepare for future 

· Improving targeting criteria identification

· Training staff on methodologies, emergency preparedness and gender awareness

· Improving knowledge on HIV/AIDS impact and possible interventions

6.5 Advocacy on food security issues

Oxfam emergency programming acknowledges the limitations basic causes of malnutrition can have on mitigating the effects of an emergency. Linking programming on the ground with advocacy to address the basic causes is essential.   Advocacy may include messages to improve or elicit humanitarian response to food crises, or to promote the accountability of states to respond to crises within their own country.   

Advocacy work is carried out at various different levels: global advocacy messages which are determined by the Policy Department in Oxfam GB every year, advocacy strategies in response to specific crises, or long-term advocacy work done at country level to influence the government, UN and donors of that country as well as the agencies working in the particular country.  In addition, Oxfam campaigns on particular food and nutrition issues.    Food security assessments can inform such strategies.

The recent strategies for Ethiopia in 2000 and Afghanistan in 2001 are good examples of advocacy in response to a specific crisis.   Both messages were around the delivery of food aid.

In March 2000, Oxfam staff in Ethiopia reported that EU food aid shipments had been slow. Oxfam’s main advocacy aims were to increase donor awareness of the humanitarian situation, and to increase the level of assistance going in to Ethiopia and other countries in the Horn (as well as longer term aims).  The main message was, however, to the EU to speed up its food movements.  Oxfam issued a press statement on 11 April 2000, which singled out the EU for failing to meet its food commitments to Ethiopia.  Parliamentary briefing notes also suggested that MPs urge the government to respond generously to the current crisis in Ethiopia, and to use its influence within the EU to increase the speed of the EU’s response.  
Advocacy strategies at country level are often to influence governments, UN and donors for the specific countries in which a food crises occurs.  These are developed by the country office, using all available information, and may aim to bring about change in the longer term.  Food security assessments For example the Kenya country office has been able to influence significantly policies and practices of the government of Kenya, WFP and DfID.   

Oxfam Kenya takes the following approach to influencing government, UN and donors to improve response to food crisis:

· Half of the emergency coordinator’s time is spent on coordination and advocacy

· Funding of activities that buy access to decision-making; e.g. funding of workshops for the Kenya Food Security Steering Group, a review of coordination structures, funding a visit of government officials to Ethiopia to learn about disaster management.

· Establishing credible humanitarian programmes which are built on local knowledge.

· Providing technical expertise on food distribution to WFP.

· Innovative programming, which has influenced both DfID funding and GOK drought-mitigation programmes.

Summary points of chapter 6

· Food security programming decisions should be based on needs of the affected population and on the capacity of Oxfam to respond.

· Broadly, Oxfam aims to save both lives and livelihoods. 

· A livelihoods approach to assessments and programming allows for both food and non-food interventions.

· Food aid might be provided as a support to livelihoods. 

· Oxfam may implement programmes to support primary production, income and employment and access to market goods and services. 

· Careful consideration should be given to the appropriateness and feasibility of different responses.

· The decision not to respond with a programme should be based on assessment findings and not gaps in information.

· There are a range of activities a Country Programme can engage in even when they decide not to respond with an emergency food security intervention.

· Advocacy should be strongly rooted in our analysis and programming.

Chapter 7: Influencing Decision-making

Food Security Assessment Guidelines 

This chapter looks at how to ensure food security assessment findings feed into the Oxfam decision-making mechanism. It includes a description on how to disseminate findings, particularly in report form. The contents and layout of final assessment reports are discussed in detail. Finally ways of using findings are listed. It is expected that this chapter will be of most use to all those involved in analysis of assessment findings. 

7.1 Dissemination of assessment findings

As described in chapter 2, the rationale for the food security assessment should have clearly identified objectives. However, valuable information does not automatically lead to good programming, and assessment findings need to be disseminated to the appropriate decision-makers. For this, an understanding of humanitarian programme decision-making within Oxfam is needed including clearly identified communication methods and feedback mechanisms. 

Decisions mainly happen at these levels within Oxfam:

· Country programme of the affected area (if there is one)

· Regional Management Centre

· Humanitarian Department 

· International Funding  Unit for the region

The findings of Food Security Assessments will be disseminated within and outside Oxfam. All assessments (initial, rapid, in-depth and nutrition surveys) will need to be written up into an assessment report. Additional methods of communicating the findings may be more or less appropriate to the programming needs of the decision-makers and affected population.  

The speed of dissemination rather than the level of detail, may be of essence in the early stages of an emergency where little is information is available such as a newly displaced population. Detailed information to help fine-tune programming needs may be more important where the assessment takes place in a slow-onset or ongoing humanitarian crisis such as drought. Most assessments require a combination of both speed and detail.

The most common dissemination methods include:

· One-to-one discussions

· Meetings

· Telephone conversations, faxes and emails

· Dissemination of a 2 page summary of findings

· A full final written report

· Oxfam Intranet website postings

· Feedback presentations 

In addition to the final assessment report, feedback on general impressions will be needed during the whole assessment process. This may include feedback to:

· Villagers of affected areas visited during any fieldwork

· Local authorities collaborated with and met 

· Partners collaborated with and met 

· Key Representatives from agencies and institutions met prior to the field work

· Other agencies and UN met though meetings or usually in contact with the Oxfam Country programme

· Potential and past donors 

Each of these will have a different set of expectations from the findings. 

Assessment reports 

These constitute the basic method of disseminating findings at all levels. It is usual to disseminate a short version of preliminary findings before the final report is ready. 

· Internal dissemination: 


Country level, regional level and Humanitarian Department level (Humanitarian Co-ordinator, Humanitarian Officer and Food and Nutrition Advisory staff for that specific region based in Oxford).

· External dissemination

Beyond Oxfam, the report is likely to go to a select number of key people depending on the context, most likely to local authorities, key agencies, informants who may have contributed, Oxfam partners, Oxfam International members and donors. Reports circulated outside Oxfam should be cleared by the Food and Nutrition Advisor and by the Regional Management Centre or Humanitarian Department Humanitarian Officer.

Each of these readers will have a different role. The contents and format of the report will with difficulty meet all readers’ needs, however for programme decision-making the vital information should reach the right people. 

There are 4 types of written reports:

· Full Food Security Assessment report with annexes

This is the most complete record of the assessment findings, and the most used. 

It will be needed for immediate use for decision-making, funding proposals etc.

It will be used in future for staff coming in to implement programmes.

It may be used as a model report, or for case studies and drafting internal documents.

· Summary Report of 1-2 pages (may be translated into local language/s)

Most likely to be useful to your external secondary information sources, interagency meetings, local authorities, Oxfam partners, International Finance Unit and the media unit.

· Internal Funding Needs for the Humanitarian Department Catastrophe Fund

This is usually in the form of a contribution to the concept note and PASF narrative sections. It will be used by the Humanitarian Programme Coordinator at regional and Humanitarian Department level and by the Food and Nutrition team.

· External donor reporting formats (for example for Dfid, ECHO, EU)

This will vary on the donor requirements. It will be used by IFU and the Country Programme and or Humanitarian Officer will let you know what is needed.

The TOR will specify the reports expected. Sometimes assessment reports are attached as annexes to funding proposals in their full version. 

Tips on the dissemination of the assessment report:

· Copies of the final written report will be stored on paper (need to be photocopied) and electronically. It is good practice to leave at least one of each in country office who may experience more technical difficulty downloading big files electronically. Oxfam’s internal mail system allows for printed copies or a disk to be sent on.

· In OH Food and Nutrition Advisors and Humanitarian Officers will file assessments electronically. For those with no access to these systems, printed copies are usually kept in Country Specific boxes. Leave a printed copy and a disk of the assessment report  will be useful for future use.
7.2 Report writing

Report writing styles differ considerably according to intended reader, culture and personal attributes. In humanitarian work many people reading and making decisions may not be reading the report in their first language. The assessor should adapt to local expectations whilst keeping to this basic standard structure below. A detailed description of each heading and its contents can be found in Table 9 in the appendix section A. 

· Title Page

· Contents

· Acknowledgements

· Summary with recommendations

· Introduction

· Methodology

· Findings

· Conclusions from information in the report from the findings

· Recommendations specific to Oxfam and generally form the findings

· Appendices 

Tips on the FORMAT of assessment reports:

· Font size (not everyone will read the report in optimal light conditions)

· Page numbers are needed on every page

· Name the report with a header or footer

· If it is a DRAFT version, state so on every page clearly indicating the date and the version

· Section headings should be self-explanatory

· Bullet points are useful to summarise information

· Tabulating as much information as possible

· Annexing as much of the complementary information as possible

· Always referencing sources, including a contacts list and acknowledging the assessment team.

· Limiting the overall length (no more 40
 pages, even for a nutrition survey)
7.3 Incorporating Feedback from findings into programming options

Proposal writing

The Emergency Response manual sets a time limit of 48 hours for completed Public Health Team assessments to be turned into a proposal
 to start the process of releasing and accessing funds for a response programme. 

In order to mount the appropriate response they will be looking for the following information:

· Oxfam’s capacity in Country

· Financial, logistical and human resources needed

· Timing for implementation

· Monitoring and evaluation tools

· Likely impact

Considering who will make immediate programming decisions and what factors, other than factual technical considerations, will influence the value of the recommendations is also important. These are summarised in the following check list.

Checklist 7.
Additional factors to consider on the possible value of the assessment  recommendations.

· What is Oxfam’s relation with the donors, governments, affected populations?

Is it the first time they are approached or is there an established relationship? 

Is there a new Country Programme Representative?

· What was the assessment team composition?

Is the assessor an HSP, a new Consultant, a consultant known in the region?

· What were the previous interventions in the affected area and the lessons learnt?

· What information is available from other sources?

Do the assessment findings match other findings? 

· Is the report a source of secondary information to others?

Possible avenues for influencing decision-makers within Oxfam structure

In country

· Direct contact with decision-makers

· Meeting with the Programme managers, HPCs, HD staff

· Meeting with potential donors at field level (Oxfam manager and Assessor)

Presenting findings to Oxfam and / or OI Country team 

· Oxfam staff may not have been involved at all in the assessment but they are likely to come into contact with someone who has. This may be the first time a Country programme has direct contact with a member of the Humanitarian Department.

Phone / email exchange 

· Ensuring the regional Humanitarian Coordinator discusses gaps in the findings with the team.  

· Following-up the dissemination of the report with a phone call if face to face discussion was not possible is advisable.

· Getting input from the Food and Nutrition Advisor for the region through the provision of insightful advice on regional needs and information coming in from other sources while the fieldwork was carried out. 

· Finding out whether the Humanitarian Coordinators have mobilised other units (such as media, international finance and advocacy.

Inter-agency meetings
· Humanitarian emergencies usually result in a network of response agencies meeting regularly to share information. Attending the meeting or preparing a document that can be disseminated by a colleague to keep updated.

Formal dissemination of results/media

· In order to attract wider attention and to raise awareness inviting other agencies, known key informants and government representatives to an official release of results.

· Other agencies often request assessment reports for their own programming options for example WFP, Action against Hunger. 

Keeping regular contact 

· Keeping all offices (Oxford, regional and Country programme) updated with a weekly situation report of proceedings throughout assessment periods prepares them for the findings so that they can be aware of what they will need to mobilise. 

· Helping decision-makers by being available to discuss findings, providing data in a different format, explaining malnutrition results, analysing findings from other sources will ensure a fuller understanding of the situation and lead to better decision-making.

Summary points of chapter 7
· Food security programming should address needs and build on Oxfam’s capacities for response.

· Various programming options and their advantages and disadvantages combination of technical and practical considerations will influence the final decision. 

· Clearly identified communication methods and feedback mechanisms are essential for effective programme decision-making. 

· The final assessment report needs to follow a set format based on the 8 components of all food security assessments.
· Effective dissemination of findings to decision-makers is a vital part of carrying out assessments.
This chapter has looked at ways of ensuring the assessment findings provide information for effective decision-making. In this way, the guidelines have gone through the stages of a food emergency security assessment from conception to dissemination.

Conclusion

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

This document aimed to provide practical guidance to Oxfam staff on how to carry out food security assessments in emergencies. The key elements involved in an Oxfam food security assessment and methods of gathering, analysing and presenting information presented here should be seen a guide, and not a definitive step by step manual. The varied context of food insecure emergencies requires flexibility and experience to adapt to the situation’s needs without losing sight of the systematic approach to analysis. 

Food security levels do not just return to normal after an emergency. The affected community will be marked by the events and its various consequences. Any Oxfam intervention aimed at improving food security levels is unlikely to remove all risk of future food insecurity. The various inter-linked factors illustrated in the framework of underlying causes of malnutrition clearly show that some of the structural causal factors leading to food insecurity are probably beyond the scope of any humanitarian agency. However, the Humanitarian Department’s links with other Oxfam departments can be strengthened and allow for some of these basic causes to be addressed through the livelihoods and advocacy departments and regional Country Programme strategies as well as with the general Public Health approach adopted by the Humanitarian Department.

Despite the limitations, food and nutrition interventions do have a conclusive impact on people’s lives. Oxfam’s approach enables the identification of interventions to save both lives and livelihoods through food and non-food programmes. A combination of rigorous methodology, learning from past experience and willingness to try out new interventions may help fill the gaps and improve the impact Oxfam can have.

It was beyond the scope of these guidelines to go into the stages of the programme cycle (implementation, monitoring and evaluation). A series of Oxfam manuals related to more specific food security and emergency programming exist. The most relevant include:  

Existing Oxfam manuals:

· Livestock programming in emergencies

· Cash for Work manual

· Nutrition Surveys in emergencies

· Seeds and Tools programmes

· Emergency Response Manual

· Public Health Promotion
· Public Health Assessment Tool

· HIV mainstreaming manual

Further reading on food security in emergencies is listed separately at the end.

Glossary, Further Reading & References

Food Security Assessment Guidelines

Glossary

Anthropometry


Body measurements such as weight, height and arm circumference, which are used as a direct measure of an individual’s nutrition and growth – their nutrition status. Collectively, the nutrition status of a population of children may be used for making comparisons over time or with other populations.

Coping strategies

Temporary responses to changes in situations. They can be reversible or irreversible and also damaging to livelihoods. 

Coverage


The extent to which those who need a service are actually receiving it

Crude Mortality Rates (CMR)

A measure of the frequency of deaths form all causes within a particular population during a certain period of time. 

Destitution

Without any resources such as food, money or shelter

Emergency

Situation with exceptional and widespread threat to life, health and basic subsistence, which is beyond the coping capacity of individuals and the community

· Complex emergencies recognise various triggering factors simultaneously

· Chronic versus transitory recognise time involved

Food crisis

A situation of unusually severe food insecurity which threatens people’s lives and / or livelihoods

Food security

Access by all people at all times to the food needed for a healthy life
Food Security Assessments

Evaluations of the food security situation. Oxfam assessments in emergencies fall into 4 categories.

· Initial

· Rapid

· In depth

· Nutrition surveys 

Gender analysis

Looks at the impact on men and women in relation to their roles and status in society. Analyses how social and power relations between men and women are reflected in the differences in their vulnerability to a situation.

Indicator


A sign that can be observed and measured, and which can be used as evidence of progress or change.

Key Informant

An individual in a community whose knowledge is relevant for the purpose of the assessment.

Key Representative

An individual working in a government, academic or non-government institution whose position and knowledge is relevant for the purpose of the assessment.

Livelihood

A means of making a living.

Livelihood analysis

Looks at the impact of a situation on different livelihood groups. Analyses how livelihood strategies and relations between livelihood groups are reflected in the differences in their vulnerability to a situation. 

Livelihood group

A group of people with similar income and food sources who are subjected to similar risks and share a set of vulnerabilities. This grouping may or may not coincide with geographical location.

Livelihood security 

When there is adequate and sustainable access to income and resources to meet basic needs (including adequate access to food, potable water, health facilities, educational opportunities, housing and time for community participation and integration).

Livelihood strategies

A set of paths available to a livelihood in order to maintain its sustainability.

Livelihood strategies can be at individual, household, community level and regional, national.

Mainstreaming HIV

Process through which institutional capacity to cope with and respond to HIV is increased

It may change what is done and how it is done. It is a process through which HIV/AIDS considerations are fully factored into programmcycles of problem assessment, causal and resource analysis and action.

Malnutrition

Nutritional deficiency caused by inadequate food intake or by disease leading to a deterioration in physical status and eventually death if left untreated. 

Nutrition survey

A one off assessment of the nutrition situation; a snapshot in time, which may be referred to as a cross-sectional survey.

Optimal Ignorance

Principle applied to rapid information gathering techniques focusing on finding the right sources of information rather than an exhaustive list typical of survey techniques. It is accepted that there is no need to know everything, and that the accuracy of the information is more relevant to the analysis and decision-making.

Primary Data

Data which needs to be collected at filed level through visits to communities, observation and interviews with Key Informants and affected household members.  

Risk

The probability that an event will occur, usually differentiating risks to lives and risks to livelihoods.

Sampling

Choosing a subset of the population or geographical locations that are relevant to the purpose of the assessment.

· Purposive sampling:

The selection of the sample is according to a specific purpose

· Random sampling:

Where all individuals or objects in the population of interest have an equal chance of being selected

Secondary data

Existing data that can be collected through reports and interviews with Key Representatives.

Stress

A small regular, predictable disturbance with a cumulative effect

Shock

A large infrequent, unpredictable disturbance with immediate impact

Sustainable Livelihoods

A livelihood is sustainable when it can cope with and recover from shocks, maintain itself over time, and provide the same or better opportunities for all, now and in the future. SL policy.

Targeting

Restricting the coverage of an intervention to those who are perceived to be most at risk, in order to maximise the benefit of the intervention whilst minimising the cost.

Triangulation

Method for verifying the accuracy of information by consulting various sources or using different ways of getting the same information.

Vulnerability

The capacity to cope with shocks and changes. Vulnerability to food insecurity is dependent on internal factors at household level and external factors at structural level as well as the actual shock itself.

Further Reading

· Bonnard, P. (2002). HIV/AIDS Mitigation: Using what we already know. Food and Nutrition Technical Assistance. Technical Note No.5.

· FAO (2003) Mitigating the impact of HIV/AIDS on food security and rural poverty. HIV/AIDS programme.

· Ferron, S. (1998). Guidelines for Public Health promotion in Emergencies. Oxfam.

· MSF (1996) Emergency Nutrition Guidelines. MSF.
· Jaspars, S. and Khogali, (2001).H. Oxfam’s approach to Nutrition Surveys in Emergencies

· Jaspars, S., Dolan, C., Shoham, J. and Watson, F. (2002, August). Against the Grain Revisited. Responding to food crises: A review to inform Oxfam GB’s policy and strategy. NutritionWorks.

· Jaspars, S., J. Shoham, (2002). A critical review of approaches to assessing and monitoring livelihoods in situations of chronic conflict and political instability, Overseas Development Institute.  Working  paper 191.

· Johnson, D. (1998).Distributing Seeds and tools in Emergencies. Oxfam.

· Khogali, H. (2002). Cash: an alternative to food aid? Oxfam.

· Oxfam GB (2001). Mimimum standards for food security in disaster response. A report of the proceedings of an Inter-agnecy workshop. St. Hilda’s College, Oxford, 2-3 July 2001. Oxfam, Oxford.

· Oxfam GB (2002). Guiding Principles on Response to Food Crises. Food and Nutrition, Public Health Team, Humanitarian Department.

· Pretty, J., Guijity, I., Thompson, J. and Scoones, I. (1995). Participatory learning and action: A trainer’s guide. London, International Institute for Environment and Development.

· The Sphere Project. (2000) Humanitarian Charter and Minimum standards in Emergency Response.  Geneva. (New edition expected in 2003.)

· SCF-UK Household Economy Approach. (2000). Save the Children Development Manual No. 6. SCF.

· United Nations (UNHCR, UNICEF, WFP, WHO) Food and Nutrition Needs in emergencies.
· Young, H. (1992) Food Scarcity and Famine; Assessment and Response. Oxfam Practical Guide 7. Oxfam, Oxford.
· Young, H., S. Jaspars, R. Brown, J. Frize, and H. Khogali. (2001). Food Security Assessments in Emergencies: A Livelihoods Approach, HPN Network Paper 36. Humanitarian Practice Network, Overseas Development Institute, London.
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Appendix A

Appendix A1: Format and content for food security assessment reports

Food Security Assessment report format and contents 

	REPORT SECTION
	SECTION CONTENT

	Title page

(1 page)
	Indicating assessment details:

· Location, geographical area/ zone, country & RMC

· Date of fieldwork and date of report

· Organisations involved

· Funding donor if external to Oxfam

· Report authors & Team members



	Acknowledgements
	This is an opportunity to recognise contributions of individuals and organisations

 

	Contents Page

(1-2 pages)
	Section headings with corresponding page numbers

List of Tables and Figures 



	Summary

(1 page)
	Containing all the basic information

The summary should read as a stand-alone document and be a short version of the full report with similar headings. Include place & emergency!

	Introduction

(2 pages)
	· Assessment Rationale 

Clear indication of the decisions that led to the assessment taking place and the timing in which it takes place relative to the stage of emergency. 

· Assessment objectives (usually found in TOR)

· Oxfam programme and historical presence in country, partners, Oxfam International 

· Any other context specific background information.

	Methodology

(2 pages)
	· Assessment Methods 

A detailed description of selection of assessment areas, staff and people interviewed. 

Assessment tools used.

For a Nutrition Survey the description of the cluster methodology and analysis programme used (version of EPI-INFO)

Assessment schedule (usually more detailed in an annex)

· Limitations of methodology 

Constraints other than the usual time constraint. This will guide the reader’s interpretation of what is presented.



	Findings 

(10 pages)
	According to the 9 key components. 

	1) Emergency context


	· Background information on:

Geography, demography, economy, seasons, weather, administrative structure, and nature of emergency & Oxfam history in country.



	2) Changes in food availability
	· Changes in production

· Changes in prices and availability in markets seasonal fluctuations

· National and local food stocks

	3) Defining livelihood groups / zones  
	· Description of main food and income sources for each group

· Description of assets

· Description of specific vulnerabilities and risks 

	4) Changes in food and income sources
	· Description of normal food sources 

· Impact of the shock on relative importance of different food sources

· Description of income sources

· Terms of trade

	5) Ability to cope 


	· Coping strategies adopted per livelihood group.

· Sustainability of these coping strategies per livelihood group and likely

· Developments now and over time.

	6) Nutritional status 
	· Prevalence of acute malnutrition 

· Causes of malnutrition 

	7) Future changes in food security 
	· Description of normal seasonal changes and potential impact

· Likely future events and potential impact

	8) External response and capacities
	· Response strategies and capacities of government, UN and other agencies and gaps

	9) Internal Oxfam response and capacities
	· Capacities of Oxfam and partners to respond

	Discussion of the implications of the findings
	· Identification of worst affected livelihood group and the risk to lives or livelihoods.

· Future prospects (likely evolution of emergency, of response and of changing needs) based on an analysis of the situation (its severity, type and sustainability of coping mechanisms, Oxfam’s ability to support and logistical considerations.

· Clear identification on how protection issues, gender relations and HIV/AIDS influence the situation and how the emergency impacts upon them.

	Conclusion

(1- 2 pages)
	This should answer the initial objectives of the assessment set out in the introduction. Some people will only read this section and it should be succinct.

All conclusions should be drawn from assessment findings.



	Recommendations

(1-2 pages)
	Clearly indicating what should be done to address the situation. Divide them up:

· General Recommendations to anyone and Specific to Oxfam GB

(Your recommendations to Oxfam take into account Oxfam’s capacity to respond to the needs)

· Immediate (0-3 months), mid term (3-9 months) and long term (9 –24 months) 

(making it clear that recommendations for long-term will need re-assessing as the emergency situation changes).

· Subject headings (water, health, food and nutrition, advocacy etc)

	Annexes

(1-20 pages)
	All contextual information

· Assessment Terms of Reference

· Assessment Itinerary

· Maps

· List of contacts, names, titles, contact point

· List of places visited – spelling is essential

· Examples of check-lists, survey forms, training material used

· Quantitative data - complimentary tables, extra data on crops, livestock migration pattern 

· References of documents consulted

· For anthropometric surveys include the final list of selected clusters and names of all staff involved and any extra tabulated anthropometric results 




Appendix A2: Summary of different agencies’ approaches to food security

Oxfam’s approach to Emergency Food Security assessments is characterised by its livelihood approach and its objective to estimate the level of food insecurity in trems of risks to lives and risks to livelihoods.

Table 10.
 Different Agency approaches to food security assessment 

	Agency  and Approach
	Approach Objectives


	Elements of livelihoods included*
	Context of Application 

	CARE 

Livelihood Security
	To provide a multi-dimensional view of livelihoods to identify vulnerable households and people’s goals and then identify programming priorities. 


	All
	Mostly development, stable situations

	Oxfam 

Livelihoods Approach to Food Security
	To determine the severity of food insecurity in terms of risks to lives and risks to livelihoods, and then identify appropriate interventions.
	Food security
	Mainly natural disasters

Displaced

Political emergencies

	SCF-UK 

Household Economy
	To estimate the impact of a ‘shock’ on the ability of a household to acquire food and non-food goods and then to identify food gap to estimate food aid needs. 


	Food security, income and expenditure
	Natural disasters

Refugee situations

Conflict

	ICRC 

Economic Econo    Security

	To determine the risk of decapitalisation through 3 stages of economic security and to intervene to prevent this.
	Resources, assets, strategies, obligatory expenditure
	Conflict

	MSF 

Food Security
	To determine the stage of food insecurity through a 3 stage framework and identify appropriate food and health interventions.


	Food security and access to health care
	Conflict 

(newly developed approach)

	WFP 

Vulnerability Assessment and Mapping
	To provide a detailed understanding of food insecurity and vulnerability conditions and thus support program design, particularly regarding food aid targeting and priority groups.


	Food security
	Mostly development, also includes monitoring in disaster-prone areas.

	USAID 

Famine Early Warning
	To manage threats to food security through provision of timely and analytical early warning and vulnerability information.


	Food security
	Natural disasters

	Applied anthropological research
	To improve knowledge of social and cultural dynamics to inform interventions.
	All, often emphasis on  

specific aspects
	Mostly stable contexts Development 


Source: Adapted from Jaspars and Shoham, 2002 (p 15)

Appendix A3: Basic information requirements

TYPE OF BASIC INFORMATION OF USE TO FOOD AND NUTRITION STAFF COMING TO AN OXFAM COUNTRY PROGRAMME TO CARRY OUT AN ASSESSMENT
Food and Nutrition staff coming from the Humanitarian Department to carry out an assessment do a lot of their visit planning once they arrive in country as they need to continuously assess what information is available and what is missing. It is therefore difficult for assessment teams to give a detailed schedule before they arrive to the Oxfam Country office. To help country teams to know what to expect, minimise disruptions to normal Oxfam programming activities, and save time, here is a list of useful information that can be prepared before the team arrives. Country Teams should feel free to add additional information too.

General Information:

1. Maps of areas where Oxfam operates

2. School atlas of country (showing administrative and geographical data, industry, resources, language groups etc…)

3. Copy of last population census

4. Latest Ministry of Health nutritional survey data (may be in conjunction with another agency)

Oxfam:

1. Security Guidelines

2. Oxfam country office and staff contact details & numbers

3. Reports of past emergency programmes

4. Current Oxfam country programme summary

5. Partner Profile (basic information)

6. Business plan

7. Latest Impact report

8. List of Oxfam planned meetings, workshops, visits etc. during assessment team visit

9. Identification of any public holidays or major events such as elections etc which fall during the assessment visit

Other Organisations:

1. Contact details (name, address, phone no.) of other stakeholders (NGO, government departments, UN, donors, academics)

2. Food security and / or Emergency or Disaster Preparedness Networks / newsletters / sources

Finance:

Float on arrival in local currency depending on the visit aim and the degree of independence expected and clarification of expenses arrangements.

Logistics:

1. Desk-access in Oxfam office for use of laptop & printer access

2. Local server internet provider number for use of laptop to download mail

3. Possibility of arranging for a car and driver with knowledge of Oxfam programmes throughout assessment team stay (clarification of budget code allocation)

4. Possibility of use of a mobile phone / vhf radio depending on security guidelines, communications networks and degree of participation of Oxfam Country Programme staff.

Meetings to be arranged with Oxfam Staff:

Programme Manager

Finance

Logistics

Source: Oxfam  Regional Management Centre for Southern Africa, March 2002. J. Frize

Appendix A4: Nutrition Survey Methodology

Oxfam has a specific manual for the methodology of Nutrition Surveys that anyone intending to carry out a survey should consult. This summary is of more use to those negotiating the need for a survey to understand what is expected. 

1. Methodology

· Collaboration with existing structures, whether Government or non-government, should be sought whenever possible to provide greater consensus on the results of the survey and as an opportunity for local capacity building

· Oxfam follows recognised WHO survey methodology and takes a sample size based on 30 clusters of 30 children (i.e. a minimum of 900 children total) to determine the level of malnutrition in a population.  Children measuring >65.0 cm and less than 110 cm are weighed and measured. These cut offs are a proxy indicator for children aged 6-59 months. A two-stage sampling methodology means choosing the villages for the survey randomly, and choosing the households within each village randomly. 

· Purposive sampling may be more appropriate in specific situations.

· It may be appropriate to measure adult malnutrition in specific situations.

· The report should provide a description of the methodology used and clearly highlight all constraints.

· Staff must be trained on the survey methodology and ts and the appropriateness of the questionnaire must be carried out. Ideally staff should anthropometric measurements prior to the survey. 

· A pilot study to test the accuracy of measuremen also become familiar with the conceptual framework for the underlying causes of malnutrition and mortality and have had discussions of possible causes before carrying out the fieldwork. 

2. Data Collection

This is the minimum data required for collection during the survey. Additional data will be situation dependent.

· Individual Children 6-59 months

Weight (kg)

Height (cm)

Age (months)

Sec (male/ female)

Pitting Bilateral oedema

Measles Vaccination

Incidence od disease in the 2 weeks prior to the survey:

 (Diarrhoea, Respiratory Tract Infections, Skin infections, Malaria)

Coverage of selective feeding programmes if appropriate

· Household – for all houses even if there are no under 5 year olds

Mortality (to be expressed as number of deaths/10,000/day in the final report)

Food sources

Sources of income

Drinking Water sources

3. Analysis

Analysis is normally done on the latest available Epi-Info software and comparisons with local prevalence norms for that time of year and neighbouring areas are made.

Expected outcomes:

Prevalence of Acute Global Malnutrition and stated as: < -2 WHZ scores and or pitting bilateral oedema. This should be further split into:

Prevalence of Acute Moderate Malnutrition and of Acute Severe Malnutrition 

A comparison of the WHZ Distribution of children sampled should be made with that of the reference NCHS/WHO population.

Results should be tabulated and or graphed for ease of interpretation.

Estimated Crude and Infant Mortality Rates expressed per 10,000/day.

4. Conclusions/Recommendations

These should clearly indicate what Oxfam should do and what can and should be done by other agencies and be based on the findings.

Appendix A5: Example of multiple food security recommendations 

A FOOD SECURITY ASSESSMENT IN TOKAR, RED SEA STATE.

Earlier surveys/assessments reported a deteriorating food security in the state of Red Sea State. In response, WFP/SRC distributed general ration in 3 other provinces with the exception of Tokar as Oxfam was approached to cover Tokar. Tokar has also been a program site for Oxfam’s on-going CSI program. With this backdrop, Oxfam planned and completed the food and nutrition survey in Tokar province, in collaboration with the WFP and MOH, during September 5-15 2001, with two specific objectives:   

Aims 

· To determine malnutrition prevalence in Tokar and identify underlying causes of malnutrition to initiate necessary responses

· To offer a nutritional dimension to the on-going CSI project for future reference 

Coping mechanisms

· Increased sale of livestock/household assets at cheaper prices in return for food, threatening future livelihoods, household asset base and collateral. The terms of trade (goats to grain) has declined from 4:1 in April 01 to 6 to 9:1 depending on the area  

· Distress migration to nearby towns – Port Sudan, Sawakin, Sinkat and Tokar in search of labour – resulting in family fragmentation and additional pressure on women’s role in household chores

· Expanded charcoal production and marketing and its impact on the environment

· Reduced frequency/quantity/diversity of the diet e.g. normally millet and milk is consumed in 3 meals per day at this time of year. Currently 1-2 meals of sorghum and significantly less milk than normal milk is being consumed

· Herders migration to far-off areas with animal in search of fodder and its impact on women and children

Recommendations

Support to the livelihoods of the people of the Tokar province is essential to prevent further deterioration of the situation and best planned through a combination of interventions for maximum impact:

· Extended general food distribution

For approximately 90,000 beneficiaries in north and south Tokar until next harvest in January 2002 (Tokar’s total population is around 116,000). Considering the current situation, this should be the first level of response on an emergency basis. While it offers immediate food security and could reduce migration in the short-term, it is an insurance against long-term security by preserving livestock from the prevailing unfavourable market. 

Level of response so far: WFP and Oxfam’s on-going food distribution for the months of August and September 2001 is underway. The distribution covers 88,000 beneficiaries, of which 67% are receiving full ration and 33% half ration. As these population figures are from the recent Oxfam registration in August 2001, this survey suggests covering the same level of beneficiaries with full ration until the next harvest in January 2002, expecting further declines in food security (due to hunger season). If harvests fail from the next planting, further assistance needs to be considered.  

· Fodder assistance 

Distribution for two months to around 4,000 families in Mountainous and, Coastal zones (this would provide a 100% coverage as households have 5-10 small ruminants). Winter rains are due to start during mid-October to early November. If these winter rains are normal this year, they are expected to improve the pasture and fodder conditions in the region by early December. Hence fodder assistance for about two months is recommended. Temporary fodder assistance could avert excessive livestock sales for lack of fodder and, restore animal health.

Targeting for fodder distribution needs to be focussed in mountains and Coastal area as the mountainous zone is dominated by livestock based economy and the coastal zone is a mix of livestock plus agro-pastoralism. Fodder distribution to targeted pastoralists could protect the human food assistance, which otherwise may be fed to the animals. The agriculture based Delta zone has access to the forests for fodder, for those with fewer livestock. Oxfam has a history of fodder distribution during similar situation in the mid-1990s. Level of response so far:
Nil

· Public health interventions:

Urgent MoH EPI activities, specifically measles vaccination and vitamin A supplementation. This could be carried out in conjunction with food distribution at the communal distribution points. A cold chain is in place in the area following a similar campaign in 1996. Given the current state of malnutrition and poor sources of Vitamin A in the diet the under 5 year population are at high risk of mortality if there was a measles outbreak. Oxfam will lobby UNICEF and offer logistical assistance.

· Agricultural support

Seeds and tools provisions to around 5,000 farmers in Coastal zone, Delta and Khor Bharaka zone and south Tokar Seeds have been exhausted in previous plantings and are expensive questioning households’ affordability. Tools are either damaged/non-existent as they were traditionally made. Level of response so far: FAO and Oxfam have already undertaken distribution (mainly millet) in Coastal zone, Delta and Khor Bharaka zone and, south Tokar while Ministry of Agriculture has completed distribution in Delta. FAO and Oxfam are covering 5035 farmers to plant 25,125 feddans (10,470 hectare) during winter (figures for Delta not available). The seed distribution is believed to be adequate, but in case of monsoon failure after planting, redistribution of seeds needs to be considered. FAO has also initiated building capacity of the local communities to prepare their agricultural tools/implements. 

· Food for work

Food for work to around 1,000 families to reduce distress migration to nearby towns. Migration is usually a good proxy to the lack of income earning options in the locality. Creating work opportunities in the locality could help the communities in both short-term and long-term livelihood options. As per Oxfam/Port Sudan project staffs opinion, potential Food-for-Work activities could include clearing of Mesquite trees in agricultural lands, rehabilitation of community water wells, rain water harvesting structures in Mountainous zone, contour bunding in Coastal zone, etc. Oxfam has not carried out these interventions in the past. Level of response so far:
Nil. 

· Livestock support

Livestock restocking to around 900 families in Mountainous and Coastal zones

Livestock are a main source of income and food security for households in the two zones with a total population of around 19,000. As per Oxfam/Port Sudan, 25% of families have fewer animals and restocking is suggested for these families. Growing food insecurity, limited coping options and lack of fodder have been triggering more animal sales in the unfavorable market. Restocking could insure households’ longer-term livelihood security. Level of response so far: Nil.

Source: Nutrition Survey, Red Sea State, N. Sudan August 2001.P. Ippadi.

Appendix A6: Using the ERM checklist 

 Part I.
GENERAL INFORMATION FROM PARTNER ORGANISATION 

	FULL NAME OF PARTNER ORGANISATION

	

	1.1 CONTACT PERSON


	

	1.2 CONTACT ADDRESS & TELEPHONE


	

	1.3 GEOGRAPHICAL AREA OF OPERATION

Please list all districts and villages


	

	1.4 YEAR PARTNESHIP WITH OXFAM BEGAN
	

	CURRENT OXFAM FUNDED PROJECT START & FINISH DATE
	

	1.5 MAIN FOCUS OF PROJECT

Project aims and list the main activities in bullet points


	

	INTENDED NUMBER OF DIRECT PROGRAMME

BENEFICIARIES
Specify different groups (eg farmers, women’s associations, school age children) if you think it helps identify your different programme areas


	

	1.6 INTENDED NUMBER OF INDIRECT PROGRAMME BENEFICIARIES (in households if this is easier)
	

	NUMBER OF PROGRAMME STAFF

Please list specific roles (ie job title and geographic area covered)


	


Part II. 
GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT POPULATION LIVING IN PROJECT AREA
This can be collected from your knowledge of area you work in, from local authorities at district level and community representatives if you decide to get data from 2/3 representative villages. 
· General 

1. Area name (district / village / TA or appropriate classification):

2. Approximate population:

3. Main livelihood groups in the area:

4. (Identify groups/households by the most important means by which they access food, eg pastoralists, commercial/subsistence farmers, fishermen etc.)

Rainfall:

5. Describe the rainfall pattern this year compared with a normal year. 

6. Has it been bad or good? (please differentiate within your area of operation)

Crops:

7. What are the main crops planted here?

8. Do smallholder farmers grow different crops than large-scale farmers and what are thereasons for this?

9. What sort of harvest is expected for each of the crops mentioned above this year?

10. On average, how many bags of maize are harvested per household normally? 

11. How many bags will be harvested this year per household?

12. If there is a change from a normal year, what are the reasons?

13. Where are crops traded / sold?

14. Are prices for crops normal for this time of year? (please give actual examples)

Livestock situation: 

15. Are livestock kept in this area? Please list main types (cattle, pigs, poultry, others)

16. What are the main diseases affecting animals now?

17. How do households owning livestock access animal health care?

18. What are the normal sources of food and water for these livestock?

19. Is there any seasonal need to look for grazing pasture for animals elsewhere?

20. If there is a change from a normal year in grazing patterns, what are the reasons?

21. Where are livestock traded / sold?

22. Are prices for livestock normal for this time of year? (please give actual examples)

Other sources of food for households:

23. What are other NORMAL sources of food for households in this area? (other than crops and livestock eg fishing, hunting etc.)

24. Are these any different this year from last year?

Other sources of income for households

25. What ways can people normally get extra income?

26. Are these any different this year from last year? 

27. What are people doing NOW to get income for the household?

Migration:

28. Are there any signs of increased migration in search of work in the last three months?

29. Where do people go and why? How long do they stay away for?

30. Are these any different from this time last year?

Other agencies:

31. Who else is working in this area?

32. Is any agency doing anything to address the current food security situation? (please give details of agencies and type of programmes)

33. Any other comments and observations on the food security situation of communities today.

PART III. HEALTH INFORMATION

This information can be obtained from the district level health authorities & the paediatric ward of district hospitals or village level Health Centres. Choose AT LEAST two health centres to collect this information. It is easiest to direct yourself to the LARGEST health structure in your programme area (no need to go to all health centres!).

1. What were the main illnesses affecting the population now? (list diseases with the most

2. frequent first)

3. How far is the nearest health centre for most people?

4. What were the main causes of death in the population?

5. How do you record cases of malnutrition in the admissions book? (please write down the

6. terminology used eg malnourished, PEM, kwashiorkor, marasmus etc… different health systems use different vocabulary and the idea is to identify all the possible ways malnutrition may have been recorded).

7. What time of year are there usually more admissions for malnutrition? Why?

8. Are there geographical areas where malnutrition is more common(please list these)? Why is this?

9. Is the situation now normal for this time of year? If not, why not?

10. Do you know of any nutritional surveys that have been carried out recently? (please give details)

11. Do you have the statistics for FEBRUARY admissions? 

12. (please ask to sit and go through the paediatric / nutrition ward records with a healthworker to fill in the following table).

	
	Under 5 years


	Children Over 5 years
	Adults
	TOTAL

	No. of admissions for

Malnutrition
	
	
	
	

	No. of these who were discharged


	
	
	
	

	No. of these who died


	
	
	
	

	No. of these who are still admitted
	
	
	
	


 13. Have admissions gone up or come down in the last 3 months? How different are admissions this year with those this time last year?
Source: Rapid Food Security assessment, Zambia, March 2002. J. Frize.. 

Appendix A7: Planning general rations and determining food aid needs

The amount and type of food aid to be provided depends on the objectives of providing food aid. In Oxfam, these are generally divided into: 

· Food aid as life saving nutritional support

· Food aid as livelihood support

If food aid is provided as nutritional support then rations need to be based on nutritional requirements.  Nutritional requirements are in turn influenced by the population’s nutritional and health status, climate, as well as activity levels and demography.   

Food aid is needed for nutritional support when:

· People are totally cut of from their normal food sources (i.e. in cases of displacement, or when people’s access to food is blocked as a war strategy)

· Lives are at risk because of deteriorating nutritional status.

Food aid for livelihood support may be provided when livelihoods are threatened by food insecurity, or during the recovery phase, if there is no alternative way of providing livelihood support on the scale required.   Food aid for livelihood support does not need to be based on nutritional requirements, but can be a cereal ration only.   However, in many cases, a basic ration of cereals, pulses and oil is provided because for the same affected population we may be providing livelihood support for some and nutritional support for others.

Stages in planning rations

	1
	Take planning figure of 2100 kcals as average daily per capita requirement



	2
	Increase if population malnourished, or high morbidity/mortality. Add 100-200 kcals if there are unusually high malnutrition (>15%) or mortality rates (>2/10,000/day).

Increase if cold climate.   The temperature used to work out the 2100 kcals average is 20 degrees centigrade.  For every 5 degree drop in temperature below 20 degrees an additional 100 kcals/day should be added.

Increase if beneficiary population has moderate (140 kcals) to high workload (350 kcals).  E.g. if walking long distances for water or firewood or involved in construction.  

Increase if more than 50% of the population are men.



	3
	Adjust according to estimate of food deficit; 100%, 75%, 50%, or 25%



	4
	Adjust according to access to micro-nutrients



	5
	Select ration items according to:

nutritional considerations

cultural acceptability

appropriate foods for children

ease of use (milling/preparation/cooking)

fuel economy



	6
	Calculate amounts of different ration items 

fat content (at least 17% of energy)

protein content (10-12% of total energy)

micro-nutrients


Examples of adequate full rations for populations totally dependent on food aid

	Items
	Rations
	
	
	
	

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Cereal
	400
	450
	350
	400
	400

	Pulses
	60
	60
	100
	60
	50

	Oil
	25
	25
	25
	30
	30

	Fish/meat
	
	10
	
	30
	

	Blended foods
	50
	40
	50
	40
	45

	Sugar
	15
	
	20
	
	25

	Salt
	5
	5
	5
	5
	5

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Energy
	2113
	2075
	2113
	2146
	2100

	Protein
	58 g;11%
	71 g;13%
	65 g; 12%
	55 g; 10%
	65 g; 12%

	Fat 
	43 g; 18%
	43 g; 18%
	42 g; 18%
	42 g; 17%
	39 g; 17%


Note: 1 g of protein is 4 kcals and 1 g of fat is 9 kcals

Emergency rations for non camp populations frequently consist only of cereals, pulses and oil.  For example, 450 g of cereals, 60 g of pulses and 30 g of oil.    Whilst this ration almost meets the planning figure of 2100 kcals/person/day (2045 kcals), the ration is insufficient to meet all micro-nutrient requirements and therefore assumes some access to other sources of food.

In situations where some other foods are available in the area, and the food aid beneficiaries can exchange/trade some ration items to obtain other locally available items, the transfer value of the ration becomes relevant.  The transfer value is the local market value of the ration; i.e. what it would cost the recipients to buy the same quantities of the same items on the market. 

Estimating food deficits

There is currently no universally agreed method for emergency food needs assessments.  Generally, in sudden acute emergencies it is best practice to provide a full ration which uses the 2100 kcals/person/day planning figure with adjustments for climate, nutritional status and morbidity.

In situations where it is clear that the affected populations can access some food through their own activities (most situations where people are still living at home), we need to adjust the figure for this access to food.   In other words, we need to estimate the deficit between people’s requirements and what they are able to access themselves.

These estimates are usually fairly crude.  Even when the deficit for certain livelihood or wealth group is calculated quite rigorously (e.g. using the household economy approach), the difficulties of accurately estimating the number of people in need of assistance means that the rations which people are difficult to plan precisely.  

Typically the proportion of energy requirements that a livelihood group can meet is estimated to the nearest increment of 25% (i.e. 25, 50, 75%).   Most assessments, including rapid assessments, will provide sufficient information on food availability and access to give a rough estimate (i.e. an educated guess) on whether each livelihood group identified in the assessment is able to meet about 50% of their requirements, almost all (75%) or only a little (25%).   Food security should then be closely monitored to see whether these estimates were correct.     Alternatively, you may wish to use aspects of the household economy approach to quantify the extent to which food sources, which are not damaging to livelihoods, are able to meet people’s nutritional requirements.

This involves the following:

· identify an average household for the livelihood group affected and the average household size

· identify the sources of food which are not damaging

· attempt to estimate the quantities of food obtained from each of these for the household (e.g wild foods, milk, food bought using acceptable sources of income or reversible coping strategies) for the past month

· convert into kcals/person/day

· work out difference between requirements and access to food to calculate deficit

· use your seasonal calendar to determine whether food security is likely to get worse during coming months or better (so don’t recommend a 25% on the basis of information now when you know that the situation will get worse).

If you are estimating food deficits for different livelihood groups or wealth groups within one geographical area, consider whether it is actually possible to target these different groups with varying levels of assistance, before giving recommendations on this.   Local Oxfam staff is a good source of information on the feasibility of targeting.

Calculating food aid requirements

Use the general formula:

Ration item (person/day) * beneficiaries * planning period

This formula is misleadingly simple as there are many reasons why it may be difficult to get reliable estimates of the beneficiary population.

APPENDICES 

Appendix B

Appendix B1: Sample livelihood descriptions
LIVELIHOOD GROUPS DEFINED IN FOOD SECURITY ASSESSMENT IN DZUD AFFECTED AREAS   OF ZAVKHAN PROVINCE, MONGOLIA 
· Livelihoods in aimag / soum centres

Livelihoods in the aimag (provincial) / soum (district) centres are based mainly on government employment (e.g. administration, health, education, etc.), employment through private companies and trading. A few small livestock are also kept by families in soum centres. In addition, some households have small businesses based on skills such as stove-making, sewing dells (traditional Mongolian clothes), boot making / repairing, vegetable growing, making tent sticks (for the roof of the traditional felt tents), making / repairing tent covers, etc. 

Since the transition to a market economy, levels of unemployment in the aimag and soum centres are high. Some families have no source of income at all, and depend on older family members’ pensions, or on food from relatives living in the countryside. Many families who lost their animals during the dzud of 1999/2000 have also moved to the soum centres, looking for alternative income sources, adding to the already high unemployment levels, and creating an additional burden on households  which already struggle to meet their needs.

· Livelihoods in rural areas (‘countryside’)

The main livelihood in the countryside is pastoralism. Pastoralists are nomadic and live in felt tents or gers, usually in groups of two or three families, moving location approximately 6 times per year. Herding families normally have places where they usually spend their winters and summers, which can either be within the same soum or aimag or outside the province. Pastoralists normally go for otor (winter migration) at the end of October / beginning of November, to places which do not normally have heavy snowfall. Many pastoralists in Zavkhan usually go to the neighbouring provinces of Bayan Khongor, Arkhangai and Khövsgöl for otor. They usually move back to their original soum by the beginning of March.

Pastoralists in Mongolia depend on 5 types of livestock:

· Sheep: 
primarily for meat, also for wool

· Goats: 
primarily for cashmere, also for meat and milk

· Horses: 
primarily for transportation and herding, also for milk and fermented milk

· Cows: 
primarily for milk and dairy products, also for meat and transportation (male cows)

· Camels: 
primarily for transportation

Most herding families have a mixture of the first four animals. The average herd size per family in Zavkhan before the dzud was 126 animals. Yaks are also kept by some families for transportation, and for milk and meat.

Pastoralist families normally live in small kinship groups or ‘kotalis’, with relatives and their families. Normally no more than three families live together in these groups. Each family cooks for themselves, but families help each other out in case of shortages of food or cash. Kotalis can increase in size (no. of families) during times of severe hardship, as some family members become more dependent on others. 

Source: In-depth Food Security Assessment, Mongolia. May 2001. R. Brown.
LIVELIHOOD GROUPS DEFINED IN FOOD SECURITY ASSESSMENT IN DROUGHT AND EARTHQUAKE AFFECTED GUJARAT, INDIA.

· Livelihoods of the farming community 

Agriculture is largely concentrated in eastern Kachchh as western parts are hilly terrain and saline being unfit for cultivation According to the Department of Agriculture, there are 152, 949 farmers in Kachch, 70% of whom are small and marginal farmers. Only 20% of these have some irrigation system, the rest rely on rain fed agriculture. The State Government’s classification of farmers by land-holding (dry land equivalent) is as follows:

> 7.0 hectare:

Big farmers

30%

3.5 – 7.0 hectare:

Small farmers


0 – 3.5 hectare:

Marginal farmers           70%

The big farmers (patel community dominating the sector) have landholdings of > 7 hectares. This is the largest share of the productive/cultivable land and their mechanized water systems give them 2 – 3 crops annually. Because of this, big farmers are involved in large-scale food and cash crop production and dominate the food markets in Kachchh. Members from these families migrate to other places in-country and overseas resulting in constant flow of income as well as are involved in food trading in Bombay. These traders also supply foods to Kachchh market when the Kachchh is food deficit. This has been the case during the last three years due to drought during which food prices have inflated by 25 – 30% during the hungry season (March to September). Market prices since the earthquake appear to be stable. 

Small and marginal farmers make up 70% of the farming population. They till their poor quality (often saline) lands during the monsoon but their harvest provides food for only a few months.  To supplement this, they work as agriculture labourers on the lands of the big farmers. National/state land reforms or land distribution systems are unresolved, so there is a clear inter-dependency where big farmers offer wage opportunities to the smaller farmers. 

On-going drought has resulted in acute shortage of fodder for livestock (cows and buffalo draft animals) owned by these subsistence farmers. In order to avoid death of their livestock (cows are sacred here), families have started leaving their livestock to the ownership of Panjrapo (livestock ashram/cattle camp) established at a few locations in Kachchh. While they have option to claim back their livestock at later dates, in most cases they are left to the ownership of ashrams as part of their contributions

Changes to the soil surface following earthquake, have led to damage to irrigation systems hampering agricultural activities. There has hardly been any analysis done as agencies are busy in their emergency responses. This data may be available at later dates.

· Livelihoods of Rabari and Bharwari tribal pastoralists

Pastoralists constitute 30 % of Kachchh’s population.  Prior to independence, Kachchh was made up of 100% pastoralist population who used to migrate to reserve forest-land in Sindh province for grazing. Now Sindh is part of Pakistan, so Banni is now a popular pasture-land. Patoralists are of two different types: Rabari and Bharwar tribes make one group and Jath (Muslim) make the other. They own mainly sheep with a few goats, buffaloes and cows. This community is divided into two distinct groups – one exclusive pastoralism, and the other agro-pastoralism with a few animals + some agriculture land. 

Exclusive pastoralists migrate with family and livestock for around 8 months between October and May in search of fodder and return home for monsoon season (July – September), during which they work as agricultural labourers on the farms of the landed, port workers, drivers etc. This migratory practice has severely affected the education for the children from these families. Small pastoralists with a few animals and some land do not migrate but graze their animals in the neighbouring areas during lean season and till their land during monsoon.

These tribal families sell animal by-products like ghee, milk, khoa, cowdung, as well as their animals to meet other household needs. Sheep milk is commonly used across Kachchh/in this community and is largely produced by these communities Products are sold to private traders (there is an absence of formal markets) at reduced prices and exploitation favours the private trading system to the extent that they have become deep-rooted institutions. Now given that almost every rural family has lost their home base due to earthquake, it is unclear where these families are and whether they would return home for the monsoon or not. We need to have further information to determine the scenario.  

· Livelihoods of Jath (Muslim) community

This community is made up exclusively of pastoralists owning buffaloes and cows. Pastoralism is their year-round activity. They usually graze their animals in Banni area (west-central Kachchh) and Dangs district in southern Gujarat. They migrate to these places with their livestock. When the females deliver and become milking animals, they are brought back home leaving the rest to the custody of other family members. 

Fodder has been the major constraint for the livestock over the last few years as the grazing lands are turning dry. The livestock size of these pastoralists is on the decline, as a result. It was learnt that families having some milk animals are looking forward to fodder assistance from Government and NGO community in order to survive their productive animals.   

Educationally, this community also is poor as everyone in the family is involved in one/ the other activity related to pastoralism. Women in all the three communities – Rabari, Bharwar and, Jath – are involved in embroidery, handicrafts work and patchworks and is a year-round activity (excluding exclusive Rabari/Bharwar pastoralists). The products are sold to private traders that exist in the name of cooperatives and are under constant exploitation. In theory some of these are the registered cooperatives but having commercial interest in reality for higher profits. Women empowerment was noted to be high in this community, as they are year-round earners of some level of income to their household economy.

· Livelihoods of Koli tribe/ Harijans

This tribe constitutes 30% of Kachchh’s total population. 75% of families are purely salt-pans workers although they have some land. The remaining 25% are charcoal workers. 

Salt workers migrate with the entire family (leaving the aged behind) to work at salt pans in the Rann of Kachchh, between October and May and return home at the on-set of monsoon
 to till their lands. At the salt pans, families work under a semi-bonded contract system and are paid for per unit production of salt. The terms of pay are largely local and skewed in favour of the salt-pan owners. Due to subsistence nature of their livelihood and inadequacy of earnings to meet their daily food needs, they are forced to borrow loans from salt-pan owners in order to return to same salt pans during next cycle of salt production to repay both the loan and the accrued interest. This bonded nature of subsistence living has further weakened their position to bargain for better wages. Salt production stops during monsoon as the salt-beds get flooded. 

Borrowed money is used for marrying their daughters during monsoon and for meeting their food and social expenses. Women work as agriculture labourers to make some extra earnings. There is a considerable amount of gambling and alcohol consumption among the men when they are back home during monsoon.

The migratory nature of this lifestyle and the fact children are expected to work in the salt pans to has severely hampered their education. The health of pregnant women is put at risk as they continue to working until later stages of. Salt production is commonly perceived to be a hard job and only Koli and Agarias can do this. Skin and eye diseases are common to salt workers due to longer exposure to salt and almost every one runs the risk of suffering from hardening of the legs. According to a study in 1996 conducted by the Sabarmati Salt Farmers Society, Kharagoda, The IMR (what is this Partha?) among the salt working population in the Little Rann of Kachchh was 150 for males and 200 for females. 

Charcoal workers are involved round the year in charcoal production. Nearby forestlands, rich in Juliflora Phosphorous (local thorny wood) are used for charcoal production. Forest officials constantly harass these families and collect kickbacks in the name of a land/resource fee. Charcoal buyers buy at heavily bargained prices. As the formal marketing system does not exist, charcoal producers are left with no other options but to sell to these traders in order to meet their daily food security needs.  

Source: Rapid Food Security Assessment, Gujarat, India. February 2001. P. Ippadi.
LIVELIHOOD GROUPS DEFINED IN FOOD SECURITY ASSESSMENT IN CONFLICT AFFECTED AREAS OF THE WEST BANK. 

· Mountain Herders – South Yatta area, South Hebron

The South of Hebron is a predominantly drought-prone area where access to water determines the range of food production activities possible. The rural population live along hillsides in very small communities centred around a water source. Their livelihood revolves around livestock (mainly sheep and some goats) rearing including the cultivation of cereals (mainly wheat, sorghum and some maize) for animal and human consumption. Agriculture is dependent on rainfall. Household income is supplemented through waged labour in Israel. Young male family members migrate for work and farming and animal herding is left to the very young and the old. Access to water, land for grazing and for agriculture are key to these families. Traditional production of livestock products includes milk, cheese, meat and wool. Ideal herd size per family to ensure a livelihood should be 100 and at least 2 dunum (30 x 33m) of land. These communities have limited services and travel to the municipality head, Yatta, for medical services, secondary schooling and supplies. Most villages have no public transport.

Household 1 in Twani Village – poor herder

This family comprises of a husband and wife and 8 children (4 girls and 4 boys) aged 3 to 15 years. The wife is expecting her next child in November. Both parents were born in Twani and when they first married they lived in the husband’s parents house. Five years ago they were able to move into their own home. This has made life more difficult for them as they now fend for themselves whereas before they could co-operate with their relatives and share assets. This family only has half a dunum of land for growing olives, and small amount of livestock (10 sheep, 1 donkey, 10 chickens and 2 pigeons). The husband helps out doing farm work on his brother’s land and is paid in kind when the harvest is due. His main asset are his sheep which allow him to sell lambs when he needs cash to buy household goods. However, he spends a considerable amount of money buying fodder for his sheep because access to grazing land has been restricted over the last five years due to harassment from nearby settlers. He has recently received help to build a water cistern in his home and is looking forward to the rainy season this year as he hopes to spend less money on water this way. 

· Rural villagers in mixed economies – Front Line villages Dura area, South Hebron

This is a cluster of 13 rural villages joined by their proximity to the border with Israel. The villages are varied in size with a population range of 100 to 1,000. the villages are situated along tarmac road networks. The inhabitants rely on a combination of activities based on agriculture and small animal husbandry as well as a range of cash jobs. The limited access to land and productive systems after 1948 led many families to seek work across the green line. Formal and informal work in construction allowed for earnings of about USD$80 per day. This income source has led to great disparity in the standard of living of the population of these communities. The traditional farmers have not been able to accrue as much wealth as the landless workers over the years. This wealth disparity is most notable in the variation of housing quality, with some families living in underground stone caves and others who have worked in Israel living in four storey houses. Many of the landless are still relying on the refugee status granted to them by UNWRA and have access to medical services and reduced school fees. Land tenure among farmers varies greatly, and this means that even within the group of farmers, the production capacity is variable. Agricultural production revolves around fruit trees, olives and some vegetables. Poultry and small ruminants often contribute to the household economy of poorer households with less land. The main livelihood groups in these villages are listed below:

64%
Workers in Israel

30%
Farmers 

  5%
State employees earning about USD$400 per month

  1%
Traders

(about 6% of this population has been given refugee status by UNWRA  )

Household 2 in Al Burj village – worker in Israel

This family is made up of 12 people, the husband and wife, 7 daughters and three sons aged 4 to 20 years. They have lived in their house for 16 years now, having built it with the earnings from work in Israel. The husband started working when he was 13 years old as an unskilled construction worker. He never finished school but is hoping his children will. The husband’s brother lives next door and has also built a modern two-story house and his parents have come to live with them. When they were young they lived in a cave in the village because they had no land, having lost it in 1949. They still have no land as it is very difficult to buy even if you have money. They therefore rely on their income. Working in the village earns him $8 a day compared with $80 when working in Israel. When working Israel is not possible he has little employment alternatives. He is well known in the village and can easily access credit because of his employment status.

Household 3 in Bet Mirsm village –  farmer

This family has 8 household members. The father has 3 wives, but the children of his first two wives are grown up and have married and left the home. The latest wife has 3 children aged 9 to 16. They own 2 dunums of land because the father gave some land to his sons and use most of the land for olives and some seasonal vegetable production for household consumption. The youngest wife was involved in a chicken rearing venture, but it is no longer doing this as the trader who brought the feed and medicines no longer comes to the village. The family gets support from the elder sons and Za’qat. 

· Commercial vegetable farmers – East Jenin

These communities live near the fertile plains in the North-East of the West Bank. Soil fertility and access to water allows for irrigation systems to produce vegetables year-round. Land ownership was severely curtailed through Israeli occupation in 1948, leading farmers to intensify their agricultural production systems through irrigation and use of greenhouses. This increased production has allowed these villages to supply fresh vegetables such as tomatoes, cucumbers, lettuce, spinach, aubergines, onions as well as beans to many of the West Bank major cities and to Israel. The inputs for the production are imported from Israel. Farming is done on an individual basis, each farmer selling his produce. The main livelihood groups include:

10%
Land owners (often living elsewhere)

60%
Land renters (average of about 5-10 dunnums)

40%
Landless labourers relying on seasonal employment earning about USD$8-10/day

Household 5 in Jalameh Village – land owning vegetable farmer

This family comprises of a married couple and 8 children aged 9-21 years (4 girls and 4 boys). The eldest 4 boys are studying outside of the country staying with relatives. The youngest 4 children are at the local school. They have lived in this house for 12 years having built it with money made from the sale of their vegetable produce. The farmer owns 20 dunums of land and has put 5 of them to vegetable growing under plastic greenhouses. Each greenhouse cost him about $5,000 including the rainwater catchment pipes. He can produce about 32,000kg of vegetables a year on this. He would like to build a water tank to have irrigation all year round and increase production twofold. Two thirds of his sales go to Israel and the rest locally to Jenin town. He rents out some of his land at $340 per dunum per year. His wife tends to their flock of 40 sheep.

· Traders

Villages with more than 200 people have at least one shop selling basic commodities and processed goods. In larger villages these are family run businesses affording a livelihood to more than one household. Traders tend to get their own supplies from the larger towns, which in some cases are shops owned by extended family members. It is customary for traders to buy and sell on credit and for goods to be paid on a monthly basis. 

Household 6 in Jalameh village – trader

This household has 6 members, the parents, 3 daughters and one son aged 5 to 13rs. The father works in his family business which is in the same village. He works with his 3 brothers and each of them take a share of the profits. He lives in a house he inherited from his father and all his children are at school. Last year he set up a new business in nearby Jenin with his uncle. The family owns no land but have savings. 
Source: Rapid Food Security Assessment, Occupied Palestinian Territories. October 2002. J. Frize
Appendix B2: Sample forms and questionnaires

Two of the four rapid appraisal methods for collecting information during fieldwork discussed in Chapter 4 are looked at here in more detail here. Descriptions are followed by examples of the forms and questionnaires applicable to the methods.

This section is expected to be of most use to those carrying out assessments.

Appraisal Method 1
Observation 

This means learning through looking. 

A)
Transect walk:

This is the most likely form of direct observation. A visit to an affected area should not just result in a series of meetings at the village council.  Walking around the community at meal times helps to contextualise what validate and verify what is being said by Key informants and provides the opportunity to listen to different sources.

If you are told “we have nothing to eat” whilst visiting a household and sitting under a ripe mango tree, be prepared to ask about who eats the fruit. It may be the case that the fruit has to be given to someone else in payment for the use of animal traction. Use opportunities to explore this further. 

Checklist of examples of things to look out for specifically related to food security:

· Livestock type, health, shelter

· Market location, size, attendance

· Crop types, status, layout, distance from owner, 

· Household gardens, fruit trees and use of garden space

· Water sources, catchment methods, storage methods

· Milling and food processing mechanisms
B)
Household visits:

These are an essential part of information gathering through observation. Making mental notes on housing material, water and food storage, physical well-being of household members is not enough to judge the level of food insecurity of the household. However, linking the basic visual assets within households of a particular livelihood group are a helpful way of identifying how the emergency manifests itself and get an insight into wealth status.

It is necessary to visit at least three households to get information on livelihoods. These can be chosen according to vulnerability criteria. The conclusions made will be very dependent on how the households visited, see the section on selection bias for more detail on this. It is likely that someone from the community will be present, and awareness of how the house visited was chosen (randomly, by the village leader, because of easy access) is required. Household visits offer privacy needed for successful interviews.

SAMPLE OBSERVATION CHECKLIST EXAMPLE OF VILLAGE LEVEL CHECKLIST - ERITREA

Village Name……………………

Date………………..
       
        


	POPULATION
	Y / N

	· Is there evidence of over crowding?
	

	· Is there an obvious impression of malnutrition?

· Across what age group?
	

	· LIVESTOCK
	

	· Do people have any livestock?  

· Where? 

· Types? 
	

	· What percentage of animals look diseased? 

· (hair looks, dull coat & eyes, discharge from nostril, evidence of diarrhoea)
	

	· Is there evidence of stored feed?  

· Quantity, quality, type & for which animals?
	

	· PUBLIC HEALTH
	

	· Is there any evidence of open human defecation (particularly children)?
	

	· Is there evidence of vector breeding sites? (stagnant water, uncovered pit latrines, water containers)
	

	· What changes could be made to the local environment (by drainage/scrub clearance/excreta disposal /refuse disposal) to discourage vector breeding?
	

	· Location of refuse disposal points
	

	· Location of latrines. What types and are they covered?
	

	· Is there any evidence of social marketing of condoms? (posters, boxes on display, etc..)
	

	· Are there any Information, Education, Communication materials on display in the village?
	

	· WATER
	

	· Are the any queues at water collection points?
	

	· What risk of contamination is there to water sources?
	

	· What is used for carrying water?
	

	· How is water stored? 
	

	· Is the livestock water source the same as the domestic water source?
	

	· FOOD
	

	· Is there a market? – what days? What do they sell?
	

	· Is there a shop/stall? – approximately how many?  What do they sell?
	

	· What types of food are being consumed?
	

	· Are there any food stores at household level?  If so, what types of food are being stored?
	


Source: Rapid Multi-sectoral assessment, Eritrea, December 2002.

Appraisal Method 2
Semi-structured interviews 

These are the most widely used rapid appraisal methods in emergencies.  

A)
Key Informant Interviews:

As with Key Representative interviews (who are secondary sources of information), Key Informants in the field are people chosen specifically to obtain more local information on facts, attitudes and beliefs. This is a way of obtaining information about specific subjects. Skilled interviewers know how to listen very carefully as well as probe at the right moment so as to clarify, expand or verify a point being made by the person being interviewed. Often, these interviews are the easiest of the information gathering tools to organise in the field at short notice.

These interviews are different from random conversations with people you meet during transect walks. The information from these conversations is equally valid but falls more into the category of observation. Key informant interviews need some planned structure to them while any interesting points that had not been considered can be followed up. This can make them very time consuming and therefore care should be taken to keep focused. Spending about 40 minutes on these interviews and selecting a cross-section of informants maximises the range and quality of information gathered. Key informants should reflect age, sex, livelihood, religious and leadership differences. This means interviewing community elders, chosen representatives, female heads of household  and households living in the periphery of the community etc.

Key Informant Discussion Guideline in conflict –affected Sierra Leone

Taken from K. Ogden, May 2000:

Themes for Interview with a Community Leader:

The history of the village during the conflict

Population movements (displaced, combatants, returnees, female headed households)

Sharing system between household, criteria for vulnerability

Community group activities

Water system networks

Access to school and medical care

Local taxes, village payments

Natural resources, local industry

Transportation, road networks

Land use, crops, ground farming activities, manpower

Markets and shops, trading and credit facilities

Difficulties the village is facing and how these are being addressed
Checklist on conducting Key Informant interviews:

· Have you introduced yourself properly so that the level of detail is appropriate for the person listening?

· Does the key informant seem reluctant to answer? If so, it is best to find another. 

· Have you found somewhere appropriate to conduct the interview?

· Has the key Informant been interviewed by other assessment teams?

· Have you taken the details of your Key Informants so you can reference them in the final report (name, title and organisation they belong to). 

SAMPLE KEY INFORMANT GUIDANCE THEMES FOR SEMI-STRUCTURED INTERVIEWS WITH KEY INFORMANTS IN CAMBODIA

District / Commune Leaders / CRC Representatives / MAFF Representatives / NGO’s: 

Demographics

Land usage (wet & dry season cultivation/ forest/ fishing/ other)

Drought / Flood damage estimates

Aid received – targeting methodology

Current food security situation

Coping strategies to procure food now and normally

Suggested solutions?

Commune Leader:

Demographics (population, households)

Availability: what is the availability of rice (quantity, quality, price)

Access: what are the main livelihood groups

Identify groups / households by the most important means that they access food eg rice farmers, rice farmers & animal raisers, subsistence rice farmers & fishermen, Fishermen, Wage labourers, Petty traders, Other

Cultivable land & crops grown

Main diseases and causes of death – Animal & Human

Water Sources and distance (river, canal, pumps, ponds)

Terms of Trade Oct 2001 & Oct 2002 (rice v cows)

Cost of seeds, rice

Migration patterns (seasonal & drought / flood related)

Onset of rains this year and last year – did HH plant before or after rains?

Comparison between Oct 2001 and Oct 2002

Food aid received and any other interventions and its impact

Main threats to food security now

Definition of poor households & proportions of villages (families buying rice on a daily basis, families eating rice porridge, families that have sold land in the last 6 months,,families with consumption debts)

Suggested solutions?

Suggested effected villages to visit

Head of household:

Land hectares / type of land

Inputs (labour, traction, seeds, fertiliser, pests)

	Agricultural prodn

2001 (last year)
	Available areas for cultivation (ha)
	Harvested areas (ha)
	Area damaged by flood/ drought(ha)
	Yield, T / ha

	Wet season:
	
	
	
	

	Early
	
	
	
	

	Medium
	
	
	
	

	Late
	
	
	
	

	Dry season
	
	
	
	

	Recession
	
	
	
	

	Agricultural prodn

2002 (this year)
	Planted area
	Expected harvest (ha)
	Area damaged by drought (ha)
	Expected yield (ha)

	Wet season:
	
	
	
	

	Early
	
	
	
	

	Medium
	
	
	
	

	Late
	
	
	
	

	Dry season
	
	
	
	

	Recession
	
	
	
	


What was lost – seedlings, planted rice?

Did they replant with seedlings, broadcasting, different varieties?

Rice stocks

Seed stocks

Use of crop (consumption, sale, pay back debt, seed, other) 

Debts (interest rates) and asset losses

Use of yield – consumption / sale / sown / given – proportions Normal & Oct 2002

Livestock numbers and health 

Suggested solutions

When is the household’s main hunger gap?

What strategies will be used to make up the food gap?

	
	Oct 2002
	Normally

	Livestock / asset sales
	
	

	Debt
	
	

	Migration – labour / relatives
	
	

	Labour
	
	

	Fishing
	
	

	Alternative crops / rice planting methods
	
	

	Crafts sales
	
	

	Wild plants (morning glory, sorkneang & choutulphnou / animals (insects, frogs, rats) etc
	
	

	Remittances / family support
	
	

	Trading
	
	

	Purchase food
	
	


What strategies will be used to make up income sources?

	
	Oct 2002
	Normally

	Livestock / asset sales
	
	

	Debt
	
	

	Migration – labour / relatives
	
	

	Labour
	
	

	Fishing
	
	

	Alternative crops / rice planting methods
	
	

	Crafts sales
	
	

	Wild foods
	
	

	Remittances / family support
	
	

	Trading
	
	


Source: Oxfam Rapid Food Security Assessment, Cambodia, October 2002. S.  Dia.

B)
Group discussions

Group Discussions are an often cited assessment Participatory Rural Appraisal technique. These are very difficult to organise as they need to ensure the participation of the right combinations of participants, not just a random group of women present in the market during a visit by the assessment team for example. Group discussions can end up taking about 3 hours if done correctly. They should have an interviewer, a recorder and an observer (and a translator for each) which makes for a very big team. In field assessments in emergencies it is more likely to carry out simpler Group Discussions that are more random and less structured. These also afford vast amounts of information on people’s priorities and interactions.

Group discussions need to be organised by community members and be carried out in an appropriate space, private but not secretive. Leaders will very often arrange this and make it look easy. Be honest, clear and use an interpreter you can trust to introduce you and the reason for your visit to the group. The translator should back-translate the introductions being made to the group by community leaders. 

It has become quite common to carry out a separate Group Discussion with groups of women and groups of men. This is essential for gender awareness, however it is not enough since gender awareness is not only about the separation of male and female roles, but also the interaction between them. A mixed Group Discussion with carefully worded and directed questions may help you understand the dynamics between the different sexes over issues such as food purchase or sale of household assets which is useful for an analysis of power relations. In the same way be sure to arrange group discussions according to age, livelihood, religion, membership of a co-operative etc as appropriate. It is essential to be aware of who has been excluded from the group discussion.

Like interviews, these group discussions can take a long time as you probe for answers. Time allocated to these discussions should not compromise time spent on other information collection methods. It is easier to carry out group discussions if you are staying overnight with the community. 

Common mistakes in Group Interviews:

· Large groups – more than 10 people usually turns the discussion into a gathering.

· Group members represent one clan, religion or social group so you get an incomplete view of all the affected population..

· Missing out information -because listening and recording at the same time or because the translator misses something out..

· Individuals override conversation – some members talk more than others and leave an individual view not a group view. Power relations between group members may mean it is expected for a certain individual to talk on behalf of others.

· Over-representation in analysis– the group discussion goes well and the information gathered from this source becomes more important than other  groups that did not have the same time allocated to them.

· Group dynamics –loss of flow as group decides to prioritise their own needs eg road construction instead of livestock health

· Being afraid of dissolving group if things are not progressing well.
Appendix B3: Local Market Pricing Techniques

Market prices and terms of trade analysis is an important part of assessing food availability and food access. Examples of how to collect, analyse and present findings of market prices as identified in chapter 4 are explained below.

Appraisal Method  3

Local Market pricing of Key Commodities

A simple data collection form applied at local markets and shops throughout the field assessment can supply the numbers with which to start your market price analysis. The results can be tabulated and compared with each other and compared with national statistics and seasonal fluctuations. This is helpful for detecting trends.

Steps involved in local market pricing of key commodities:

1. Make a list of common food and non-food items

2. Check with local staff on appropriate names and brands of foods (if applicable)

3. Collect data for both appropriate small household quantities and for bulk purchases separately – eg 1kg of beans and 50kg sac of beans

4. Leave gaps in the price form for seasonal foods and unexpected items that appear as important as  information is collected

5. Distinguish and agree on the variety in the quality of foodstuffs – average, cheap and expensive for example soap, or cuts of beef, or rice

6. Be guided by existing price lists

Tips on collecting accurate market price data:

· Be sensitive to traders’ reactions – in some places it is considered bad luck not to sell to the first customer who comes to your stall

· Decide who will collect the information as a foreigner may be given a price that is more to do with what the seller thinks s/he will pay, whereas a local may incite some anger for asking obvious questions. 

· Provide exchange rate information so the value of local currency is understood, particularly in border markets where more than one currency operates

· Supply information on Terms of Trade if appropriate here e.g. Turkana is a mixed economy where cash and goods have different trading value

· Be aware that prices may change during the day – sellers may reduce price at the end of the day if they would rather not go home with unsold goods.

EXAMPLE OF MARKET BEHAVIOUR AND TERMS OF TRADE (TOT) FOR RED SEA STATE,NORTH SUDAN.

Market price data is collected in the Red Sea State on a regular basis since 1997 by Oxfam staff as changes in prices have proved to be a very good indicator of increasing food insecurity. Analysis of terms of trade between cereals, goats and charcoal allow for an understanding of the severity of the food insecurity.

Red Sea State Markets

Most people access food through the market and seasonal price variations affect households' purchasing power dramatically. The main markets in RSS are found in: Suakin, PS, Tokar, Haya, Durdeib, Gabeit, Halaib. In addition, Atbara, Berber and Aswan markets outside the state are important trading sources.

Availability of cereals in the markets is dependent on restrictions of grain movements between states, tax increases on transportation and fuel costs, and speculation about production due to delayed rains or reduced harvests. In 1996 the price of grain escalated during the hungry season almost fetching 70,000 Sudanese Pounds (USD$29) per 90kg sac. Government subsidies before the harvest brought the price down by over 50%. 

In urban centres the use cash and credit is widespread and in rural areas livestock and animal products are traded in return for grain. The terms of trade between goats or bags of charcoal for sacs of grain fluctuate widely throughout the year. Most rural communities buy their grain in sacs from the main markets by sending male heads of house for purchase. Households get together to share the cost of a sac and use camels for the transport. Small rural settlements often have one shop where basic commodities and smaller amounts of grain can be purchased. In urban settings, households buy grain in smaller 3kg amounts. 

Tokar province grows a different type of grain (Dura) than that imported from Gedaref (Mugut & Fetarita). The Dura is not easily found anywhere other than Tokar.

Price of grain 

The price of grain at the time of the assessment ranged between 65,000 - 90,000 Sudanese Pounds per 90kg sac (USD$ 27-37.5). The higher prices were in Haleib province and in East Haya locality of Sinkat. The further from Port Sudan, the higher the price. Higher than normal cereal prices in the state are related to grain dependency from other states and speculation on the longer term effects of drought. The purchasing power of the urban population has also been affected by high grain prices and this decreases the opportunity for remittances to rural areas.

Sale of forest products 

This is mainly in the form of charcoal. Wooden furniture, rope and mats are also sold, but to a lesser degree. These activities are dependent on trading opportunities, usually on credit basis, where trucks pick up bags of charcoal and return once they have been sold to pay the suppliers. Limited access to markets leaves the households relying on these activities vulnerable to the timetable of the middlemen. 

Changes in the Terms of Trade (ToT)
The ToT was determined using the price of a one-year male Goat compared with a 90kg Sorghum sack. This is the standard TOT in Tokar normally expressed as 1:1.  A 90kg sac of grain is seen as enough for a household for a month. The market dynamics for ToT in the Tokar is illustrated and explained below. 




In May the ToT was 4:1 (4 goats to 1 sac of sorghum) already twice the expected price for this time of year and similar to the exchange rates found in 1996 when the region faced its last widespread food crisis. At that time terms of trade deteriorated to 15:1 by the peak of the hungry season in September 1997 as can be seen in the graph above. By August ToT had deteriorated to 6-9:1 

ToT are linked to multiple factors, from both sellers’ (livestock owners) and buyers’ (traders) perspectives but in reality buyers have the upper hand on market dynamics this season. 

Livestock sellers are faced with:

Growing food/fodder scarcity in the area

Weakening household economy, uncertainty of a good monsoon

Need to buy Agricultural inputs for next planting season

Government’s entry restrictions to graze livestock in the Delta etc., leaving little leverage for negotiating a better price for what they sell. 

Livestock buyers have:

Knowledge of reduced cereal imports into Tokar markets

Low/no access of markets to communities, weak/poor animals

Limited income earning options

The fact that communities currently live in a disadvantaged position strengthen their bargaining power to exploit the market for higher profits on their investments. 

When livestock are traded for cash/ bartered for other goods, animal products like milk, manure and their use in Agriculture/others are also lost to the owners. This means more animals need to be sold to meet these other needs. 

ToT for Charcoal production

ToT between sacs of charcoal and sorghum ranged between 10-14 sacs of charcoal for one 90kg sac of grain. This is the equivalent of about 40-52 working days to obtain one month’s grain supply. Bu August the TOT between  90kg sacs sorghum to sacs of charcoal was 1:20-25 sacs. By August the charcoal market was unfavourable as many households had turned to charcoal making, giving the buyers more negotiating power.  Market access for most rural households is very difficult and high transport costs decrease the profit margins of selling coal in urban centres significantly. Because of this, buyers come to the rural areas and pick up sacs of charcoal from various producers, offering a set price.  

The producer gets 3000-4000 Sudanese pounds (USD$ 1.25 -1.75) for every 50kg sack

The buyer (trader) makes a profit of  7,000-8,000 Sudanese pounds (UDS$ 3-4) by reselling in town.

Source: Nutritional Surveys May 2001 and August 2001. J. Frize & P. Ippadi.

USE OF MARKET PRICE INDICATORS OF FOOD INSECURITY PER LIVELIHOOD GROUP - MONZE, ZAMBIA

All livelihoods regarded maize to be their main staple, so the market price was collected and analysed using community based indicators of food insecurity obtained during the assessment as follows:

A significant increase in the price of the main staple indicates decreased supply of food and/or inflation
A significant decrease in the price of live meat indicates a food crisis.
Hunters

Hunters identified the following prices as most appropriate indicators of food insecurity:

Price of maize exceeding K 500 per kg (current price is K1133 per kg) 

Price of meat (cattle meat -not live) falling below K2000 per kg (current price is K1500 per kg)

Price of a deer falling below K 10,000 (current price is K5000 per deer).

	Price of essential commodities
	In a normal year
	now

July 2002

	1. Maize grain (per 15 kg)
	K 2,500 (K167 / kg)
	K 17,000 (K1133 / kg)

	2. A mature cow
	K 400,000
	K 200,000

	3. A mature dear (40 kg)
	K 15000
	K 5000

	4. One kg of meat 
	K5000
	K1500

	5. A partridge (2.5 kg)
	K 800
	K 200

	6. Guinea fowl (4 kg)
	K5000
	K2500

	7. Giant rat (7 kg)
	K2000
	K1500


Based on the normal community indicators and current prices, it can be seen that the hunting community is severely affected by market price changes.

Source: Rapid Food Security Assessment. A. Busili
SAMPLE OF MARKET PRICE MONITORING FORM BOLOSSO SORIE, ETHIOPIA.

The first food security assessment took place in August 2000 in Bollosso Sorie and basic market price data was collected. The assessment results led to an Oxfam programme and market prices were collected consistently throughout the programme so that the assessment in February 2001 could make use of the data. The tables below show that market prices for main foods consumed in the area had been steadily declining but were on the rise again at the time of the assessment which coincided with the peak of the hungry season. Prices would be expected to rise at this time and key informant information helped triangulate the extent to which this year was perceived as normal compared with the previous year. So although there are no prices available for the full 12 months, the data is still valid for interpretation.

Evolution of prices for commodities sold at AREKA market, Bolosso Sorie, August 2000-February 2001.




	List Foodstuffs found in the
	Market in Bolosso Sorie, 
	Ethiopia
	

	ITEM
	ORIGIN of food stuff
	UNIT
	Weekly prices collected

	 
	Woreda / Kebele
	 
	for 7 months

	FOOD
	
	
	20 july 

2000
	27 july

 2000 etc.

	Avocado
	Boloso Suri/Ambe badaye
	3 pcs medium
	1
	1

	Banana
	Boloso Suri / Fulo Homba
	12 pcs
	1
	0.8

	Barly
	Kenbata
	100 kgs
	 
	180

	Barly
	Kenbata
	1 cup
	 
	0.4

	Bean
	Kenbata
	100 kgs
	220
	240

	Bean
	Kenbata
	1 cup
	0.7
	0.7

	Bean flour
	 
	cup
	1
	1

	Butter
	 
	kg
	20
	 

	Cabbage
	Sodo
	pc medium
	1.75
	1.5

	Carrot
	Sodo
	100 kgs
	130
	110

	Cassava
	Boloso Suri / Tedisa
	3 big pcs
	 
	1.5

	Chicken
	Boloso Suri
	pc
	12
	12

	Chicken (hen)
	Boloso Suri
	pc
	7
	6

	Coffee
	Boloso Suri
	kg
	11
	11

	Coffee
	Boloso Suri
	1 cup
	 
	0.9

	Egg
	Boloso Suri
	3 pcs
	1
	1

	Garlic
	Sodo
	kg
	3.25
	3

	Ginger
	Boloso Suri/ Bombe
	gr
	0.1
	0.1

	Honey
	 
	kg
	12
	 

	Maize
	Food Aid
	100 kgs
	150
	150

	Maize
	Wolkite
	1 cup
	0.4
	0.4

	Mango
	Boloso Suri / Bombe
	pc
	0.6
	0.5

	Oil
	Food Aid / Hosana
	l.
	12.5
	12.5

	Onion
	Sodo
	kg
	2.75
	2

	Papaya
	Boloso Suri / Dubbo
	pc medium
	0.8
	0.5

	Potatoes
	Boloso Suri / Gununo
	100 kgs
	50
	40

	Salt
	Addis Ababa
	kg
	1.3
	1.3

	Sorghum (red)
	Food Aid
	100 kgs
	140
	140

	Sorghum (red)
	Food Aid
	1 cup
	 
	0.4

	Sorghum (white)
	Sodo
	100 kgs
	 
	145

	Sorghum (white)
	Sodo
	1 cup
	 
	0.5

	Sorghum flour
	 
	1 cup
	 
	0.35

	Sugar
	Addis Ababa
	kg
	5.5
	5.5

	Sweet Potatoe
	Boloso Suri / Gununo
	100 kgs
	40
	40

	Teff
	Kenbata
	100 kgs
	240
	240

	Teff
	Kenbata
	1 cup
	 
	0.8

	NON-FOOD
	
	
	MIN.
	MIN.

	Soap
	 
	pc
	1
	1

	Second hand children cloth
	 
	pc
	4
	4

	Matches
	 
	pc
	0.2
	0.2

	Kerosene
	 
	l.
	2.1
	2

	Kerosene
	 
	beer bottle
	0.7
	0.7


Source: Nutritional Surveys 2000 and 2001. C. Chazaly , L Phelps & J. Frize.

Appendix B4: Participatory Rapid Appraisal tools 

PRA is mainly used with Key Informants during interviews. The 6 tools identified in chapter 4 as useful ways of collecting information during Key informant interviews are discussed in detail here with examples.

Appraisal Method 4
Participatory Rapid Appraisal tools used during interviews 

Tool 1
Proportional piling:

Use:


To assess changes in the relative importance of different food and income sources. 

Method:

Proportional piling involves asking a specific question and allowing the informant to answer by showing the relative importance of different food and income sources through a visual aid that can be translated into percentages. 

The informant is provided with a pile of counters (beans, stones or bottle tops) and is told that this represents all the food they have at their disposal for the year. The informant is asked to allocate all the counters to represent piles of each source of food. The end result is a few piles each representing a different food source. The pile size corresponds to the relative importance if that food source. This method of piling is the equivalent of asking someone to answer using percentages.

Application:

The most useful food security related questions to ask are:

· Sources of food (own production, market, kin, wild foods, food aid, illegal means, others)

· Household expenditure (staple food, non-food items, health, education, debt, rent)

· Time allocated to labour (collecting firewood, turning it into charcoal, travelling to market)

Common mistakes in proportional piling exercises:

· Informant is happier taking in percentages

· Informant divides piles up evenly between activities – has not understood that it is a 2 step process, one identification of piles, and two, proportional attribution.

· Too many piles, too many choices leads to confusion.

· Informant has some counters left over to try and explain to you that this year is a bad year and doesn’t have as much food. Here it is best to split the exercise into 2 steps and first ask them to show you how many counters would represent  a good year and how many the situation now. Visually you can see their reduced income.  Then try the exercise again. The aim is to measure if there are changes between the two years

· Temptation to quantify information and make it look statistically significant.

SAMPLE OF PROPORTIONAL PILING EXERCISE RESULTS - LIVINGSTON, ZAMBIA

Proportional piling was used to determine the proportions of sources of food for the four main livelihood groups in the assessment area. The importance of the sources of food in the month of August of a normal year (1998-1999), was compared to the sources at the time of the survey (August 2002)

Results of Food Sources per livelihood group:

1. Subsistence Farmers

	Food sources
	Crop production
	Purchase
	Donations
	Theft
	Wild food

	Normal year
	70%
	15%
	9%
	7%
	6%

	August 02
	14%
	46%
	25%
	7%
	6%


In a normal year, crop production is the major source of food and contributes 70% of the food basket for the subsistence farmer.  

Currently, purchase is the most important source of food contributing 46% of the food basket.  Crop production contributes 14% of the food basket.

Subsistence farmers projected to exhaust their food stocks by the end of September 2002.

2. Cross border traders

	Food sources
	Purchase
	Crop production
	Donations

	Normal year
	89%
	10%
	1%

	August 02
	100%
	0%
	0%


In a normal year, 89% of the food basket is accessed through purchase, crop production contributing 10%  

Currently, all the food is purchased.

Cross border traders do not have any food stock available as currently, they are purchasing all the food required.  

3. Curio traders (Stone and wood carvings)

	Food sources
	Purchase
	Donations

	Normal year
	90%
	10%

	August 02
	90%
	10%


In a normal year, purchase is the most important source of food, contributing 90% of the food basket.

There are no changes currently.  However, curio traders indicate a substantial decrease (60%) in the actual food procured compared to a normal year.

4. Timber merchants

	Food sources
	Purchase

	Normal year
	100%

	August 02
	100%


In a normal year, food is accessed through purchase.  This is also the current practice. 

Compared to a similar time of a normal year, timber merchants pointed out a decrease in the actual quantities of food being purchased currently and attributed this to high food prices.

Conclusions:

Subsistence farmers have experienced significant shifts in food access compared to all the other livelihood groups with crop production, their main livelihood  providing 14% down from 70%, and purchase increasing from 15% in a normal year to 46%

Cross border traders have experienced a slight shift in entitlement, while curio traders and timber merchants have not been affected.

On this basis, subsistence farmers are worst affected. 

Source: Rapid Food Security assessment, Zambia. August 2001. A. Busili.ol 2
Timeline

Use:


To understand key events in a community over a period of time that may have affected food security.

Method:

Timelines involve asking a Key informant, usually an elder, to lead you through major events in the community over time. Usually a line is drawn on the ground and sticks, stones, beans and any other markers are placed along the line to represent events.

Application:

The sequencing of events helps clarify information and places time markers on events which have affected the community, for example land reform, the opening of the local hospital, previous displacement and the current emergency situation is placed in context. The information from a timeline is most useful in subsequent interviews as you will have a better understanding with which to interpret events.

Timelines are helpful in populations where the situation has changed very rapidly and in populations who have been affected by similar emergencies, such as drought, in the past. For example in Malawi early on in 2001, elder villagers were comparing the food crisis situation at the time to a situation in 1947. 

SAMPLE OF USE OF TIMELINE TO DETERMINE DROUGHT FREQUENCY AND SEVERITY-  KENYA 

Trend lines of previous drought / famines
Drought has been a common feature in the whole of Arid and semi-arid district of Kenya. The community can remember names and descriptions of drought dating back to the 1960s until the recent drought. All the names given to the various droughts have meanings, which either refers to the severity of the drought or the food items eaten during that period. For example, the drought of 1994 was named after an Oxfam staff called Geoff Sayer and they refer to that drought as “the year of the disabled man from Oxfam”. Below are the names of the drought that the community can remember. Some have got the years it happened the community leaders could not remember the years of the drought that occurred before 1960 as they do not have a written record of this information. Meanings of these droughts are attached at appendix V.




“

	Local Drought Names
	The year of the drought

	Ekaru-Akitoom

Ekaru-Angakip Araenga

Ekaru-Ebom

Ngilowi

Lokulit

Ekaru-Etuko

Itaok Nimug

Ekiru Eloch (death of child)
1957

Lotiira
1964

Namotor/Ekaru Etop
1968-1969

Kimududu
1970

Kibekibek
1971

Solar eclipe (Arbokinet)
1975

Lopiar/Ata-Nayanae
1980

Kilejok
1981-1982

Nakatuman
1983-1984

Lokiyo
1985

Ngilkieny/Ngagilgilia (Helicopter)
1988

Lokwakoyo/Akiiret/Lokilengimoe/Emese  Longorkol
1989-91

Lokwakoyo/Longusil/Etinigiling/Ngikodio
1992-1994

Akiyeyes/Emeuna/Lomugetosa/Ekara, Ngabooi
1996

Ekaru-Angimurok/Angigoroko/Akibaa
1999-2000 (present drought)

Ekamate/Ekathe/Angimarile/Kimichok/Kililing


“

Lotiira/Lodupu/Aoyate/Kirij/Awoyete/Awoyate


“

Ekiru Egelan/Emeuna/Akiyeyes/Kimitak/Kilota


“

Togolok/Kichoyak/Napaikopo/Mbegu/Kichutak


	Not Known

“

“

“

“

“

“

“

1957

1964

1968-1970

1970

1971

1980

1981-1982

1983-1984

1988

1989-1991

1992-1994

1996

2000

  “

  “

  “

  “

  “

  “


On average, the recurrence of the drought seems to be every 2-4 years although the severity differs from one year to the other. The droughts are all characterised by lack of rains beyond the normal dry spell and heavy winds blowing most of the time plus severe shortage of water and pasture. In comparison, the current drought is reported to be the most severe of all the previous droughts because of high livestock mortality and morbidity and decrease in fish supplies. This particular drought is said to be worse because of the extended period of the drought, which has affected milk yield. There is absolutely no market for livestock, while there are minimal ways of coping due to insecurity in the neighbouring districts. Although people tend to remember current sufferings more, the number of names each community has given to the current drought is a testimony to the severity of the current drought.

Source: Nutritional Survey. Turkana, Kenya. 2000. J. Ippe 

Tool 3
Seasonal diagrams

Use:


To understand and compare seasonal changes in food security within a one year span to identify the hunger gap and the time of food surplus.

Method:

The interviewer asks the informant questions and records the answers in a chart form that represents a 12 month calendar. The calendar should follow local traditions and not necessarily start with January.

Application:

This is one of the most used tools for collecting information quickly, accurately and helping understand the effect of seasons. The most common seasonal calendars in food security assessments are for food production systems.

· Agricultural calendar

· Fishing seasons

· Livestock grazing and fodder availability

· Seasonal migration for work

· Most common disease patterns

· Labour demands for specific tasks

Seasonal calendars can be done individually, with a group, during an interview adding in information. If the objective is to see seasonal fluctuations it is simple to do on a one to one basis or in a group. However, in food security assessments we often take agricultural calendars and grazing information for future programming decisions which means a non-agronomists may require more time to make sure extra information is collected on soil type, rainfall, temperature, water availability/cost, inputs availability/costs, seed source, quantities used per hectare, expected yields, main pests and threats to crop. In addition agricultural related activities, sewing, safekeeping of seed, hoeing, weeding harvesting are usually associated with age and gender. 

Similarly with grazing patterns and fodder production and storage. 

Common mistakes with seasonal calendars:

· Starting in January – it is better to be guided by the seasons, first rain, religious event

· Too much information - calendar becomes cluttered and it is difficult to interpret which activities are more important

· Bias – only taking one persons view 

Example: Sample agricultural calendar -Tajikistan.

Planting and harvesting is earlier in the southern lowland regions than in the western mountainous regions
 Source: L.Phelps July 2001 

	CROP TYPE
	Apr

(Cool
	May

Dry)
	June

(Hot
	July

Dry)
	Aug

(Hot
	Sep

Dry)
	Oct

(Cool wet)
	Nov

(Cool wet wint)
	Dec

(Cold
	Jan

Winter)
	Feb

(Cold
	Mar

Winter)

	CEREALS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Wheat *
	 
	H
	H
	H
	
	S
	S
	S
	S
	S
	S
	

	Maize
	
	
	S
	H
	S H
	
	H
	
	
	
	
	S

	Rice
	S
	S
	S
	
	
	
	H
	
	
	
	
	

	FRUIT
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Apple Tree
	
	
	
	
	H
	H P
	P
	
	
	
	
	

	Quince Tree
	
	
	
	
	
	
	H P
	P
	
	
	
	

	Plum
	
	
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cherry
	
	
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Apricot tree
	
	
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Peach tree
	
	
	H P 
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grapes
	
	
	H P
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pear tree
	
	
	
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cherry plum
	
	
	
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cherry tree
	
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mulberry tree
	
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Water melon
	H
	H
	H
	P
	P
	P
	
	
	
	
	
	H

	Melon
	H
	H
	P
	P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	VEGETABLES
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Potato
	H
	
	H
	S
	
	
	H
	S
	
	
	S
	

	Tomatoes
	S
	
	H
	H P
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	S

	Sweet Peppers
	S
	
	H
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	S

	Cucumber
	S
	H
	H P
	S
	H P
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	S

	Eggplant
	S
	
	
	H
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	S

	Garlic
	
	H P
	P
	P
	P
	S P
	S
	
	
	
	
	

	Cabbage
	
	S
	
	H
	
	
	
	
	S P
	P
	
	

	Beet root
	
	
	
	H
	H
	H P
	P
	P
	
	
	S
	

	Onion
	
	
	
	
	H
	H P
	P
	P
	S P
	S P
	S
	S

	Carrot
	
	H P
	H P
	S H P
	S H P
	S H P
	S H P
	S H P
	S H P
	S 
	S
	S

	Radish
	
	
	
	S
	S
	
	
	H P
	H P
	P
	P
	P

	Turnip
	
	
	
	S
	S
	
	
	H P
	H P
	P
	P
	P

	Pumpkin
	
	S
	S
	
	H
	H P
	P
	P
	P
	P
	
	

	Marrow
	
	S
	S
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Patissons
	
	S
	S
	H P
	H P
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Sewing (S), Harvesting (H), Processing (P)

Tool 4
Mapping

Use:


To understand the layout of a certain place highlighting key community landmarks such as schools, water sources, religious centres. It is particularly useful when talking to populations displaced by conflict or a natural disaster that leaves their community cut off.

Method:

Mapping is a useful group exercise which easily gets community members involved. Usually maps are drawn on the ground or on a sheet of paper.

Application:

Mapping may also be used for understanding power relations within a community, or for the explanation of the allocation of parts of a plot of land for cultivation, for movements of people and livestock.

Common mistakes with mapping exercises:

· Community members try to map out the whole village and it takes time

· Distances are blurred.

Example: Mapping. Economic Activities of Shinile, Ethiopia
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Tool 6
Activity profiles

Use:


To compare changes to living patterns or gender relations at different times (seasonal differences or before and during the emergency). 

To understand the time involved in food procurement activities which may detract from livelihood activities such as child care, land cultivation.

To understand when would be a good time to programme meetings and interventions so that people can attend. 

Method:

Activity profiling involves asking for information on how different people or the same people spend their time during a typical day. It is usual to use two 12 hour clocks to represent the hours of the day and the time allocated to each activity. A clock is drawn to represent two different people or two different time of the year and this allows for comparisons to be made on the activities between each one. These can also be tabulated.

Application:

This can be quite a time consuming exercise as it needs to be replicated in each location visited during the assessment so as to get a profile rather than a case study.  It is particularly useful for:

· Looking at gender role differences in food access

· Making seasonal comparisons for workloads

· Comparing the normal situation with the situation due to the emergency

· Identifying livelihood activities more specifically 

SAMPLE OF SEASONAL LIVELIHOOD ACTIVITIES – NORTH SUDAN 

	
	January
	April
	July
	Octiober

	Herders

RSP

SINKAT

N TOKAR

S TOKAR

HALEIB
	x

sale of animals

herding

sale of animals

herding in coast

herding

sale of animal products

herding in coast
	x

sale of animals

selling of livestock & poultry

sale of livestock & poultry

sale of animals
	herding
herding
 sale of animals

sale of livestock & poultry
herding


	herding
sale of livestock
herding

 sale of livestock & poultry

herding in coast

sale of livestock & poultry
herding in coast

sale of animals products

	agriculture

RSP

SINKAT

N TOKAR

S TOKAR

HALEIB
	x

harvest labour in Tokar delta

harvest 

selling stalk as fodder

harvest

x
	x

x

x

x

x
	agriculture

agriculture

agriculture labour in Gash & Tokar Delta
x

x

agriculture in Da’ib
	harvest

harvest

harvest labour in Gash & Tokar Delta

harvest

agriculture in delta

agriculture in coast

sale of grass fodder

x

x

	Labour

RPS

SINKAT

N TOKAR

S TOKAR

HALEIB
	Migrate to PS

daily waged labour

daily wage labour in towns

x

daily wage labour in towns
	daily wage labour in PS

daily waged labour

daily waged labour in PS

daily wage labour in PS

daily wage labour in towns
	x

daily waged labour 

daily waged labour in PS

x

x
	x

x

x

daily waged labour in towns

x

	Other Income 

RPS

SINKAT

N TOKAR

S TOKAR

HALEIB


	Petty trading

charcoal & firewood 

charcoal & forestry products

x

collection of scrap from ships

border trading

charcoal in hills
	petty trade

charcoal & firewood sale

charcoal & forestry products

charcoal & forestry products

x

border trading

charcoal in hills
	petty trade

charcoal & forestry products

charcoal & forestry products

x

x
	petty trade

charcoal & forestry products

x

x

x

	FISHING

S TOKAR

HALEIB
	fishing

fishing
	x

fishing
	x

fishing
	x

fishing


Source: Community Situation Indicators Team, Red Sea State, N. Sudan

Tool 7
Ranking

Use:


To identify sources of food and income and changes. 

Method:

Ranking involves asking the informant a question to which there are multiple answers and letting them put them in order of importance. Ranking helps find out more about people’s priorities needs. Informants are asked to rank their answer in descending order of importance. 

Pair-wise ranking involves giving the interviewee 2 options and ask relevant questions.

For example, between sheep and goats:

Which animal needs more water?

Which animal is more prone to disease?

Which animal is easier to feed here?

Priority ranking involves giving the interviewee a much wider range of options to answer you with and then asking questions. The person can rank from best to worst from a set of given choices.

For example, lets take the 8 vegetables types you have told me you grow here;

Rank them according to the ones you eat most at home normally

Rank them according to the ones you sell at the market

Rank them according to the ones that are easiest to look after

Rank them according to those that are most prone to pests.

Application:

The aim of ranking is to probe for an indication of the reasons for putting certain things before others and not just accepting the ranked order. It is likely to be useful in helping determine the preferred tools and seeds for farming in a certain area, or for determining the importance of possible coping strategies adopted for procuring food during the emergency. 

SAMPLE RANKING EXERCISE FOR ANIMAL PREFERENCES BY REGION AND GENDER - ERITREA
Ranking methodology techniques were used during Group Discussions to prioritise animals by region and gender. The results are presented in the table below:

Animals kept and Prioritisation of species by region and gender

	
	ANIMAL SPECIES

	ZOBA
	PRIORITY RANKED BY WOMEN
	PRIORITY RANKED BY

MEN

	Debub
	1. Donkey

2. Oxen

3. Goat

4. Cow

5. Sheep

6. Chicken
	1. Ox

2. Goat

3. Cow

4. Sheep

5. Donkey

6. Chicken

7. Mule

8. Bees



	Gash Barka
	1. Goat

2. Donkey

3. Camel

4. Cattle

5. Sheep

6. Chicken
	1. Goat

2. Camel

3. Cattle

4. Donkey

5. Sheep

6. Chicken

	Southern Red Sea
	7. Goats

1. Camels

2. Cattle.  

3. Goats

4. Sheep
	1. Goats

2. Camels

3. Sheep

4. Donkeys

5. Cattle




In Debub, camels are not common due to the terrain (mountainous) and higher rainfall than Gash Barka.  Animals are kept around the village, allowed to graze freely during the day, and at night when they are enclosed, feed is given – priority going to the oxen, cows and donkeys. In Debub zoba, bees were also listed as being important, as these are seen as an income generation potential requiring a small financial outlay.

Source: Multi-sectoral Rapid Food Security Assessment. December 2002. Eritrea. J. Brett.
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Coping strategies and the severity of food insecurity 





		    Severity of food insecurity


			& risk of mortality





Vulnerability				Insurance strategies


Strategies in anticipation of environmental uncertainty.





Food insecurity			Coping strategies


Reversible strategies which are not damaging to livelihoods.





Food crisis 	Irreversible strategies + Risky survival strategies


Strategies which are damaging to livelihoods and/or dignity in the longer term and are irreversible.  Strategies become focussed on survival.





Famine / health crisis			Strategies exhausted


People unable to meet food needs through survival strategies or are displaced in camp environments. There are high rates mortality. 


		











Examples of normal food and income sources


Sources of Food


Own production: Food consumed which the family has produced themselves.  This could  be separated into food crops, milk, meat.


Purchase: Food consumed that the family has acquired in exchange for money.


Labour exchange: Food consumed by the family which they were given in exchange for work (NB. does not include food acquired from an NGO Food for Work programme)


Barter: Food consumed that the family has acquired in exchange for other food or non-food items.


Gift: Food acquired from a friend or relative free of charge.


Loan: Food acquired from someone outside of the family which will have to be repaid in the future.


Sources of Income


Sale of own food produce: Income from the sale of food produced by the family.


Sale of bush items: Income from the sale of items collected in the bush, e.g. meat, fish, fruits, wild vegetables, sticks/wood. 


Contract labour: Income from short-term work in which payment is for completion of a specific task.


Waged work: Income from long-term work in which payment is made on a regular basis.


Remittances: Income from the rental/loan of a house, equipment, or from someone working overseas etc


Sale of non-food produce: Income from the sale of non-food items produced by the family, e.g. charcoal, baskets etc.


Trade: Income from the sale of food and/or non-food items previously purchased by the family.


Sale of relief items: Income from the sale of food and non-food items given free of charge to the family by a humanitarian organisation.


Loan/credit: Income which has to be repaid at a later time.


Sale of assets: Income from the sale of assets as part of people's normal livelihoods.   E.g. pastoralists sell livestock in the market to purchase grain.   
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Key analytical questions





What are the causes of food insecurity?


How severe is food insecurity?


Which geographical areas have been most affected / are most food insecure?


Which livelihood/population groups are worst affected? 


Are people able to meet their food needs?


Are people using coping strategies which are damaging to their livelihoods


When will the food insecurity be most severe and widespread?


How long is the food insecurity likely to last?


What are the external and internal capacities to respond?
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Key programming questions


Which geographical areas are in need of assistance?


Which livelihood groups are in need of assistance? 


What type of assistance do different livelihood groups require?


How many people are in need of each type of assistance?


How much assistance do they require?


How should beneficiaries be selected?


When should the assistance be provided?


For how long should assistance provided?





Key analytical question





What are the causes of food insecurity?


Which geographical areas have been most affected / are most food insecure?


How severe is food insecurity?


Which livelihood/population groups are worst affected? 


Are people able to meet their food needs?


Are people using coping strategies which are damaging to their livelihoods


When will the food insecurity be most severe and widespread?


How long is the food insecurity likely to last?


What are the external and internal capacities to respond?








� Throughout this document the name Oxfam refers to Oxfam GB.


� Young et al. 2001, ODI Network Paper 36.


� H. Young, 1992


� Jaspars and Khogali 2001


� H. Young 2001.


� World Food Summit Plan of Action, par 1, 1996





� UNICEF, 1990. Strategy for improved nutrition of children and women in developing countries.


� This section is largely taken from Oxfam’s manual on Nutrition Surveys in emergencies, 2001.


� World Food Summit Plan of Action, par 1, 1996


� The current DFID Sustainable Livelihoods framework evolved out of work by Oxfam in the early 1990s.


� Oxfam policy department.


� Young et al. 2002.


� This section is taken largely from Jaspars et al.,  2002.


� R. Chambers, 1989. Vulnerability, coping and policy. IDS Bulletin 20(2): 1-7.


� Davies, 1993.


� Young et al. 2001.


� Irreversible and risky survival strategies are referred to as “crisis” strategies in the Sphere food security minimum standards.


� Humanitarian agencies committed to this Charter and to the Minimum Standards will aim to achieve defined levels of service for people affected by calamity or armed conflict, and to promote the observance of fundamental humanitarian principles.  Oxfam has also signed up to: 


The Code of Conduct for the International Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement and NGOs in Disaster Relief; Interaction Field Cooperation Protocol; People-in-Aid code of best practice; OCHA Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement; Contract for Oxfam International Humanitarian Action.


� The Humanitarian Charter and Minimum Standards in Disaster Response . The Sphere Project.  


� Catastrophe Fund 


� Much of this section has been taken from Young et al, 2001; and Jaspars and Shoham, 2002.


� physical, financial, social, human and natural assets.


� Trading of sex is defined here as an activity that may be employed by females to obtain favours, or in exchange for food. It differs from the more official prostitution where money is more commonly exchanged.


� Taken from Young et al (2001)


� H. Young, 1998


� J. Pretty et al., 1995.


� Oxfam approach to Nutrition Surveys in Emergencies, 2001


� The Sphere Project (forthcoming)


� Taken from draft version of Oxfam livestock programming paper, December 2001.


� Taken from D. Johnson ,1998


� Taken from Against the Grain Revisited Part 2 (Jaspars et al 2002)�


� For proposal writing purposes some donors (USAID) specify a limit of 20 pages. 


� Page 49, Emergency Response Manual, 2002.


� Sources of information; the UNHCR/UNICEF/WFP/WHO guidelines on “food and nutrition needs in emergencies” produced in 2002 ; WFP Food and Nutrition Handbook; Sphere minimum standards for food aid.





� Agricultural calendar information obtained from FAO and Care Agronomist (Mario Tedo). 
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RSS agric calendar

		CROPPING CALENDAR FOR RED SEA STATE - SUDAN

				JAN		FEB		MAR		APRIL		MAY		JUNE		JULY		AUG		SEP		OCT		NOV		DEC		Average

														Summer Rain								Winter rain						yield		Main		Main

		Rainfall								10 mm										150mm								per feddan		threats		planting

												Summer										Winter						in 90kg		to crop		areas

		Day Temperature		20°C		20°C		25°C		35°C		35°C		45°C		45°C		35°C		30°C		25°C		25°C		20°C		sacs

		TOKAR

		DELTA

		Sorghum (BAHAM)		H										L								P				H		1.5 SACS		drought

		Millet		H										L		khor baraka flooding						P						1 SAC		over flooding		Tokar Delta

		Vegetables		H		H		H		H				L				delta				P								birds		total cultivable area

		Pulses						H		H				L								P								locusts		47,000 feddan

		Cotton								H		H		L								P

		COASTAL

		PLAIN

		Sorghum		H																		L		P				1 SAC		drought		about ….. Km

		Millet				H																L		P						livestock		along coast

		MOUNTAIN

		AREAS		JAN		FEB		MAR		APRIL		MAY		JUNE		JULY		AUG		SEP		OCT		NOV		DEC		Average				Main

														Summer Rain								Winter rain						yield		Main		planting

		Rainfall								10 mm										150mm								per feddan		threats		areas

												Summer										Winter						in 90kg		to crop		along khors /rivers

		Day Temperature		15°C		20°C		25°C		35°C		35°C		40°C		40°C		35°C		30°C		25°C		25°C		15°C

		Night temperature		5°C		10°C		10°C		15°C		15°C		20°C		20°C		20°C		20°C		15°C		10°C		10°C		sacs				in mountains

		Sorghum																L		P						H		1 SAC		drought		Amur, Odrus, Arbaat

		(AKLAMOY)																												livestock		Agunt, Arab,

				L: land preparation						P: planting				H: harvesting
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cluster selection -1993 census 

				No		Village / Quarter		Locality		93 census		Allocation of

										pop no.		clusters

		1		1		Sara Agwampt		olip		2047		3		1 to 3

		2		2		Arbaat Almiyah		genoob		1278		1		1

		3		3		Muk		genoob		566		1		2

		4		4		Biliet Dangal		genoob		839		1		3

		5		5		Salatep		genoob		586		1		4

		6		6		Asoriba		genoob		584		1		5

		7		7		Seloom Station		genoob		1158		1		6

		8		8		Seloom Almasari		genoob		615		1		7

		9		9		Salum Sreik		genoob		548		1		8

		10		10		Tegelhosh		genoob		525		1		9

		11		11		Tadribai		genoob		870		1		10

		12		12		Tamaloh		genoob		1069		1		11

		13		13		Tamaloh Ioko		genoob		927		1		12

		14		14		Tegrape Nixar		genoob		850		1		13

		15		15		Kajarate		genoob		1095		1		14

		16		16		Kadoape		genoob		965		1		15

		17		17		Tersai		genoob		815		1		16

		18		18		Hayiet Wasat		genoob		461		1		17

		19		19		Surabiet Gabatit		genoob		870		1		18

		20		20		Kamussana		genoob		1040		1		19

		21		21		Idbay		olip		644		1		4

		22		22		Sara Amor		olip		729		1		5

		23		23		Mishalel		olip		460		1		6

		24		24		Kalkoi		olip		463		1		7

		25		25		Shelhut		olip		451		1		8

		26		26		Ager Beri		olip		655		1		9

		27		27		Arbaat Zira		genoob		2938		3		20 to 22

		28		1		Airba		SINKAT RC		1132		1		1

		29		2		Tahambuk		SINKAT RC		1443		1		2

		30		3		Naset		SINKAT RC		5608		4		3 to 6

		31		4		Amate		SINKAT RC		600		0		0

		32		5		Ametbahrwiti		SINKAT RC		541		0		0

		33		6		Amate Ashaf		SINKAT RC		1336		1		7

		34		7		Edrus		SINKAT RC		4387		3		8 to 10

		35		8		Arkowit		SINKAT RC		4682		4		11 to 14

		36		9		Baramio Brasait		SINKAT RC		630		0		0

		37		10		Baramio Nagasob		SINKAT RC		1533		1		15

		38		11		Baramio Samat		SINKAT RC		1556		1		16

		39		12		Baramio Shakan		SINKAT RC		958		1		17

		40		13		Baramio		SINKAT RC		1083		1		18

		41		14		Bir Anfi		SINKAT TC		3699		3		19 to 21

		42		1		Hai al reikham		SINKAT TC		368		0		0

		43		2		Mergadate		SINKAT TC		1977		1		22

		44		3		Hai al Mostashfa		SINKAT TC		1496		1		23

		45		4		La Imape		SINKAT TC		1423		1		24

		46		5		Hai al Posta		SINKAT TC		1174		1		25

		47		6		Hai al Ganain		SINKAT TC		880		1		26

		48		7		Al Ingaz		SINKAT TC		916		1		27

		49		8		Hai al Souq		SINKAT TC		1224		1		28

		50		9		Dita Ape		SINKAT TC		1802		1		29

		51		1		Shen eight		DORDEIB		1172		1		21

		52		2		Awadein		DORDEIB		1567		2		29

		53		3		Tadobanoob		DORDEIB		1115		1		20

		54		4		Hotibob		DORDEIB		1950		2		35 to 36

		55		5		Agotiyai		DORDEIB		1546		2		28

		56		6		Kodate		DORDEIB		1005		1		16

		57		7		Al Gurda		DORDEIB		1010		1		0

		58		8		Ganoita		DORDEIB		1579		2		30 to 31

		59		9		Osh rook		DORDEIB		1695		2		32 to 33

		60		10		Tandara		DORDEIB		1372		1		22

		61		11		Shanfet		DORDEIB		1455		1		23

		62		12		Neshoop Maneet		DORDEIB		323		0		2

		63		13		Neshoop Al Abar		DORDEIB		329		0		3

		64		14		Adarot		DORDEIB		1503		1		26 to 27

		65		15		Dalai		DORDEIB		1026		1		17

		66		16		Gadamai		DORDEIB		344		0		4 to

		67		17		Bretik		DORDEIB		491		0		6

		68		18		Abusalam		DORDEIB		543		1		8

		69		19		Tolik		DORDEIB		1004		1		15

		70		20		Fadakragat		DORDEIB		797		1		10

		71		21		Tahambook		DORDEIB		238		0		0

		72		22		Balak Adelape		DORDEIB		1215		1		0

		73		23		Hamala		DORDEIB		1029		1		18

		74		24		Taishe Abrahmeet		DORDEIB		817		1		11

		75		25		Lalek		DORDEIB		2021		2		37

		76		26		Galeg Tai		DORDEIB		1467		1		24 to 25

		77		27		Angal Sankafe		DORDEIB		631		1		0

		78		28		Matate		DORDEIB		1068		1		0

		79		29		Andaraif		DORDEIB		486		0		5

		80		30		Fesnage		DORDEIB		925		1		12 to 13

		81		31		Afasg		DORDEIB		658		1		9

		82		32		Tadarrawi		DORDEIB		521		1		7

		83		33		Dordeib Al Hai Als		DORDEIB		1198		1		0

		84		34		Dordeib Al Hai AlS		DORDEIB		1948		2		34

		85		35		Dordeib Al Hai AlG		DORDEIB		1111		1		0

		86		36		Dordeib Al Manar Al		DORDEIB		988		1		14

		87		37		Dordeib Al Sika Had		DORDEIB		1038		1		19

		88		38		Dordeib Al Halal G		DORDEIB		251		0		1

		89		1		Taham yem		EAST HAYA		2466		2		1 to 2

		90		2		Tulag		EAST HAYA		941		1		29

		91		3		Asot		EAST HAYA		1100		1		28

		92		4		Orhape		EAST HAYA		1002		1		27

		93		5		Rifi Tahamiya		EAST HAYA		857		1		26

		94		6		Orhape & Asoot?		EAST HAYA		1221		1		25

		95		7		Siegetape		EAST HAYA		190		0		0

		96		8		Shidiab		HAYA		1497		1		20

		97		9		Tulograppe		HAYA		1778		1		19

		98		10		Musmar		HAYA		1841		1		18

		99		11		Musmar Shamal		HAYA		2719		2		16 to 17

		100		12		Musmar Junub		HAYA		508				0

		101		13		Al Tamarab		HAYA		1897		2		14 to 15

		102		14		Halag		HAYA		2752		2		12 to 13

		103		15		Amasa		HAYA		2418		2		10 to 11

		104		16		Hilla Amasa		HAYA		1279		1		9

		105		17		Amasa Altate		HAYA		1276		1		8

		106		18		Altate Tahanigap		HAYA		1205		1		7

		107		19		Tahanigap		HAYA		874		1		6

		108		20		Akoor/Koot Atal		HAYA		963		1		5

		109		21		Akoor/Takseet Man		HAYA		960		1		4

		110		22		Takseet Kamoon		HAYA		876		1		3

		111		23		Kalgeight Toosh		HAYA		923		1		2

		112		24		Shora Kholab		HAYA		1119		1		1

		113		25		Kokrape/setgate		HAYA		308		0		0

		114		26		Amren		EAST HAYA		1690		1		24

		115		27		Amren Telko		EAST HAYA		1370		1		23

		116		28		Amren Gabanet		EAST HAYA		102		0		0

		117		29		Taham		EAST HAYA		2416		2		21 to 22

		118		30		Tasnagani		EAST HAYA		2687		2		19 to 20

		119		31		Adarwarpe Tilko		EAST HAYA		1459		1		18

		120		32		Tilko		EAST HAYA		2506		2		16 to 17

		121		33		Sareet		EAST HAYA		1504		1		15

		122		34		Hamartal		EAST HAYA		1878		1		14

		123		35		Adawarpe Boteek		EAST HAYA		1154		1		13

		124		36		Hmartal Gabanet		EAST HAYA		1282		1		12

		125		37		Deginate		EAST HAYA		3999		3		9 to 11

		126		38		Adrapae Kerti		EAST HAYA		1438		1		8

		127		39		Ashot		EAST HAYA		1456		1		7

		128		40		Amedug		EAST HAYA		1523		1		6

		129		1		Sika Hadeed Sherg		EAST HAYA		2645		2		4 to 5

		130		2		Genoob Al Warsha		EAST HAYA		2488		2		3 to 4

		131		1		Hensoot		GABEIT		1812		2		13 to 14

		132		2		Gabeit Al Ashraf		GABEIT		1130		1		12

		133		3		Goob		GABEIT		192		0		0

		134		4		Goob Naseebi		GABEIT		859		1		11

		135		5		Allah Akaber		GABEIT		320		0		0

		136		1		Al Ingaz		GABEIT		1894		2		9 to 10

		137		2		dalab Shamal		GABEIT		540		1		8

		138		3		Dalab Ganoob		GABEIT		901		1		7

		139		4		Alsalam		GABEIT		1022		1		6

		140		5		Tekraiteet		GABEIT		1007		1		5

		141		6		Hai el Sika Hadeed		GABEIT		539		1		4

		142		7		Hai el souq		GABEIT		882		1		3

		143		8		Tabai		GABEIT		112		0		0

		144		9		Al Moasker Al Shamal		GABEIT		773		1		2

		145		10		Al Moasker Al Genoob		GABEIT		588		1		1

		148		2		Furghan Zibeit		OSEF		1970		1		3

		156		10		Gabateet		OSEF		1322		1		4

		157		11		Enis		OSEF		2206		1		5

		159		13		Fody Ikwan		osef		4982		2		1 to 2

		160		1		Eight		moh. Gol		4724		2		3 to 4

		161		2		Salala Aseer		moh. Gol		1902		1		8

		162		3		Mohamed Goal		moh. Gol		1112		1		7

		163		4		Denganab		moh. Gol		1778		1		2

		164		5		Hadi		moh. Gol		2056		1		5

		165		6		Daw Yet		moh. Gol		2295		1		1

		166		7		Durodoba		GALM		1297		1		1

		167		8		Aku Khashem Getatee		GALM		3166		1		2

		168		9		Gabeet Al Maadin		GALM		2117		1		3

		169		10		Furgan Gabeet		GALM		2298		1		4

		170		11		Hadayou		GALM		1433		1		5

		171		12		Sofya		GALM		2854		1		6

		172		13		Sodi		GALM		2205		1		7

		173		14		Hernkook & Ikafeel		moh. Gol		2336		1		6

		174		1		Al Hai Al Awal		TOKAR TOWN		1262		1		1

		175		2		Al Thani		TOKAR TOWN		1468		1		2

		176		3		Al Thalith		TOKAR TOWN		1712		1		3 to 4

		177		4		Al Rabi		TOKAR TOWN		1290		1		5

		178		5		Al Khamis		TOKAR TOWN		1146		1		6

		179		6		Al Sadis		TOKAR TOWN		1219		1		7

		180		7		Al Sabi		TOKAR TOWN		1504		1		8

		181		8		Khogali Al Sabi		TOKAR TOWN		328		0		0

		182		9		Al Thamin		TOKAR TOWN		1061		1		9

		183		10		Khogali Al Thamin		TOKAR TOWN		419		0		10

		184		11		Al Tasie		TOKAR TOWN		685		1		0

		185		12		Bain al Gissrain		TOKAR TOWN		541		0		11

		186		1		Iswate		TOKAR		1216		1		1

		187		2		Terkitai		TOKAR		2786		2		2 to 3

		188		3		Amate		TOKAR		3599		2		4 to 5

		189		4		Hamadib		TOKAR		56		0		0

		190		5		Mase		TOKAR		905		1		6

		191		6		Mosa Galol		TOKAR		3665		2		7 to 8

		192		7		Al Gifer		TOKAR		6295		4		9 to 12

		193		8		Galila		TOKAR		1691		1		13

		194		9		Ashet		TOKAR		1735		1		14

		195		10		Iram		TOKAR		633		0		0

		196		11		Gub		TOKAR		148		0		0

		197		12		Gabool		TOKAR		534		0		0

		198		13		Zahanet		TOKAR		915		1		15

		199		14		Ragedet		TOKAR		333		0		0

		200		15		Kamyai		TOKAR		360		0		0

		201		16		Debba Salim		TOKAR		2354		2		16 to 17

		202		17		Debba Salim Ruhal		TOKAR		1895		1		18

		203		18		Korate		TOKAR		5930		4		19 to 22

		204		19		Karai		TOKAR		1518		1		23

		205		20		Nekyatape		TOKAR		2560		2		24 to 25

		206		21		Fashape		TOKAR		1091		1		26

		207		22		Audwan		TOKAR		803		1		27

		208		23		Herbgat (R)		TOKAR		1534		1		28

		209		24		Dolebyai		TOKAR		924		1		29

		210		25		Dersa		TOKAR		305		0		0

		211		26		Khogali		TOKAR		3422		2		30 to 31

		212		1		Marafit & rural		S TOKAR		9197		10		1 to 10

		213		2		Agig		S TOKAR		959		1		11

		214		3		Agig Al ruhal		S TOKAR		246		0		0

		215		4		Eidib		S TOKAR		617		1		12

		216		5		Tagdara/kana ruhel		S TOKAR		359		0		0

		217		6		Adobona		S TOKAR		1394		2		13 to 14

		218		7		Adarat		S TOKAR		854		1		15

		219		8		Agaitai		S TOKAR		2396		3		16 to 18

		220		9		Hambukayeb		S TOKAR		1342		1		3

		221		10		Rakab		S TOKAR		490		0		0

		222		11		Shabri		S TOKAR		970		1		4

		223		12		Aladaleba		S TOKAR		2753		2		5 to 6

		224		13		Halfa		S TOKAR		2175		1		7

		225		14		Malaet		S TOKAR		553		0		0

		226		15		Garoura		S TOKAR		2681		2		8 to 9

		227		16		Gadim Gafart		S TOKAR		3594		2		9 to 11

		228		17		Jelhanti		S TOKAR		742		0		0

		229		18		Irarib		S TOKAR		1161		1		12

		230		19		Tagat		S TOKAR		924		1		13

		231		20		Gibal garora		S TOKAR		4388		2		1 to 2

		232		21		Sororit Watonotit		S TOKAR		2357		1		14

		233		22		Andal		S TOKAR		2964		2		15 to 16

		234		23		Atertiba		S TOKAR		1311		1		17

		235		24		Atertiba Dowah		S TOKAR		3945		2		18 to 19

		236		1		Dar al Naiem		S		2098		0		0

		237		2		Al Ryad		S		5117		1		1

		238		3		Al sadaga		S		3331		1		2

		239		4		Habila		S		6755		2		3 to 4

		240		5		Dar al salal		S		25337		6		5 to 10

		241		6		Al Ingaz x 2		S		6294		1		11

		242		7		Imtidad ola Arkawee		S		966		0		0

		243		8		Al Mirganiya		S		7512		2		12 to 13

		244		9		Koriya Gerb		S		5525		1		14

		245		10		Koriya Sherg		S		4722		1		15

		246		11		Hai Ola		S		2265		1		16

		247		12		Deim Gabir		S		4365		1		17

		248		13		Hai al Shagara		S		4216		1		18

		249		14		Deim Gabir		S		5684		1		19

		250		15		Hai al Posta		S		1128		0		0

		251		16		Hai al shati		S		1645		0		0

		252		17		Hai al Ganain		S		1277		0		0

		253		18		Hai al Mattar		S		1255		0		0

		254		19		Transite		S		5118		1		20

		255		20		Al Shahinatt		S		2006		0		0

		256		21		Howsheri		S		933		0		0

		257		22		Tawareet		S		126		0		0

		258		23		Kalanite		S		240		0		0

		259		1		Salalab Sherg		C		18640		5		1 TO 5

		260		2		Al Wihda		C		9488		3		6 TO 8

		261		3		Salalab Ashwai Sher		C		2189		1		25

		262		4		S.A. Merk		C		1715		1		27

		263		5		S.A. Mrab		C		703		0		0

		264		6		S.A. Geri		C		2415		1		23

		265		7		S.A. Shag		C		938		0		0

		266		8		S.A. Mrab		C		938		0		0

		267		9		Al Gadisiya		E		11463		2		1 to 2

		268		10		Umm al Gora		E		6011		1		3

		269		11		Al Wihda Al Ashwai 1		C		1294		0		0

		270		12		Al Wihda Al Ashwai 2		C		4063		1		21

		271		13		Falamago		E		372		0		0

		272		14		Salabona		E		5619		1		4

		273		15		Abu Hashish		E		6317		1		5

		274		16		Al Asskila		E		1862		0		0

		275		17		Al Thowra Shamal		E		7436		1		6

		276		18		A.T. Sherg		E		9363		1		7

		277		19		A.T. Gerb		E		9336		1		8

		278		20		A.T. Ganoob		E		3324		0		0

		279		21		Deim Al Sharif		E		21482		3		9 to 11

		280		22		Deim Noor		E		11756		2		12 to 13

		281		23		Deim Mayou		E		3920		1		14

		282		24		Salalab Gerb		C		8039		2		9 TO 10

		283		1		PS Wasat		C		6179		2		13 YO 14

		284		2		Al Sikah Hadeed		C		4173		1		20

		285		3		Daim Madina Sharig		C		3418		1		22

		286		4		Hai Dabaina		C		2057		1		26

		287		5		Taradona		C		1197		0		0

		288		6		Hai Al Azama		C		5224		2		17 TO 18

		291		7		Deim Madina Gerb		C		2305		1		24

		292		8		Hai Al Tagadom		C		6379		2		11 TO 12

		293		9		hai Al Arab		C		4809		1		19

		294		10		Ungowab		C		6047		2		15 TO 16

		295		1		Al Malakiya		swakin		5415		4		1 to 4

		296		2		Hai Al Shati		swakin		448		0		0

		297		3		Hai Al Thamara		swakin		389		0		0

		298		4		Al Seeniya		swakin		1144		1		5

		299		5		Al Foola		swakin		2046		1		6

		300		6		Al Andara		swakin		1735		1		7

		301		7		Al Masheel Topin		swakin		2004		1		8

		302		8		Al Gafe		swakin		1389		1		9

		303		9		Kass al Door		swakin		1457		1		10

		304		10		Hamatape Gerb		swakin		1331		1		11

		305		11		Handoop		swakin		700		1		12

		306		12		Hambo Kape		swakin		1424		1		13

		307		13		Hamatape Sherg		swakin		1110		1		14
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weekly

		Areka Market Prices- Boloso Sorie

				Unit		7.11.00		14.11.00		21.11.00		28.11.00		5.12.00		12.12.00		19.12.00		2.1.01		16.01.01		30.01.01						28.11.00		5.12.00		12.12.00		19.12.00		2.1.01		16.01.01		30.01.01		13.02.01

				Kilos		Price ETB

		Cereals

		Maize		1Qntl		60		60		65		60		70		75		80		70		70		65						65		70		75		80		70		65		65		65

		Teff		1Qntl		210		200		160		150		160		170		190		180		180		180						150		160		170		190		180		170		180		180

		Wheat		1Qntl		150		160		150		160		160		150		140		140		130		140						160		160		150		140		140		150		140		140

		Barley		1Qntl		130		140		175		180		150		140		160		130		150		140						180		150		140		160		130		140		140		150

		Sorghum		1Qntl		80		80		90		80		90		80		90		130		120		n/a						80		90		80		90		130		N/A		N/A		N/A

		FAFFA				N/A

		Pulses

		Beans		1Qntl		140		150		140		150		140		170		170		160		150		150						150		140		170		170		160		160		150		150

		Peas		1Qntl		180		180		180		180		180		180		190		180		210		210						180		180		180		190		180		180		210		180

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		170		170		170		170		170		175		180		170		150		160						170		170		175		180		170		160		160		170

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		100		90		95		100		100		100		100		110		100		100						100		100		100		120		110		100		100		100

		Fruits

		Papaya		1 kilo		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.8		1		1						60		70		70		70		80		100		100		100

		Mango		1 kilo		2		2		2.2		2		2.4		1.3		2.3		2.4		2.1		2.1						200		240		230		230		240		240		230		230

		Ananas				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1		1.1		1.2		1		1		1.2		1.5		1						1.1		1.2		1		1		1.2		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8						0.6		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8		0.8

		Banana		1 kilo		0.9		0.95		1		0.9		1		0.8		0.9		1.3		1.3		1						0.9		1		0.8		0.9		1.3		0.8		1		1

		Cash Crops

		Coffee		1Qntl		1150		1100		1100		1000		800		750		650		750		740		700						1000		800		750		650		750		750		700		700

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl				16		35		16		25		15		17		17		25		18						16		25		16		17		17		22		18		18

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl		120		120		125		120		120		75		120		120		100		60						120		120		75		120		120		60		60		60

		Root Crops/vegetables

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		60		50		60		60		70		70		70		60		60		70						0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.7		0.7

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		140		100		120		80		120		120						1		1.4		1		1.2		0.8		1		1.2		1.2

		Yam		1Qntl		75		100		80		100		120		120		130		150		N/A		n/a						1		1.2		1.2		1.3		1.5		N/A		N/A		N/A

		Taro		1Qntl		60		50		70		90		80		100		80		90		80		80						0.9		0.8		1		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.8		0.9

		Red Onion		1Qntl		220		220		230		230		240		250		220		230		220		220						230		240		250		220		230		230		220		220

		White Onion		1Qntl		200		200		200		250		250		200		200		200		200		200						250		250		200		200		200		200		200		200

		Enset				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		n/a

		Carrot		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100						1		1.2		1		1		1		1		1		1

		Beetroot		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		120		100		100		100		100		100						1		1.2		1.2		1		1		1		1		1

		Cabbage		1Qntl		50		50		50		50		50		50		40		40		30								0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4

		Shallots		1Qntl

		Livestock

		Ox		1head		480		570		470		460		600		500		580		600		580		540						460		600		500		580		520		570		540		580

		Cow		1head		430		400		350		370		470		380		400		430		480		380						370		470		380		400		430		420		380		450

		Calf		1head		170		140		150		170		190		120		185		175		180		195						170		190		120		185		175		180		195		190

		Bull(young)		1head		210		170		185		195		250		200		230		185		200		230						195		250		200		230		185		240		230		220

		Ass		1head		270		265		230		230		290		240		290		280		220		210						230		290		240		290		180		260		210		200

		Sheep		1head		43		65		48		63		45		55		58		58		55		47						65		45		55		58		58		55		47		58

		Goat		1head		52		68		55		75		64		65		62		65		65		62						75		64		65		62		65		63		62		65

		Cock		1head		11		14		13		12		10		8.5		13		13		13		12						13		10		8.5		13		13		10		12		13

		Hen		1head		8		7		8		8		9.5		7		9		8		10		10						8		9.5		7		9		8		8		10		9

		Diary Products

		Milk(fresh)		1liter																										1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		Yoghurt		4 cups		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1						3.6		3.7		5.5		3.6		3.5		3.5		3.6		3.5

		Cheese		1 kilo		4.5		3.6		3.5		3.6		3.7		5.5		3.6		3.5		3.5		3.6						17		17		18.5		20		18		18		16		20

		Butter		1 kilo		17		16		18		17		17		18.5		20		18		17		16						5.3		5.4		5.4		5.4		4.5		5.2		5.2		5.2

		Egg		1 kilo		5.25		5.3		5.3		5.3		5.4		5.4		5.4		4.3		5.5		5.2





ist week

				Unit		22.8.00		19.9.00		17.10.00		14.11		12.12		16.01.01		13.02

				Kilos

		Cereals

		Maize		1Qntl		150		70		60		60		75		65		65

		Teff		1Qntl		250		220		220		200		170		170		180

		Wheat		1Qntl		220		170		155		160		150		150		140

		Barley		1Qntl		220		180		160		140		140		140		150

		Sorghum		1Qntl		60		130		130		80		80		N/A		N/A

		FAFFA

		Pulses

		Beans		1Qntl		220		160		170		150		170		160		150

		Peas		1Qntl		220		180		200		180		180		180		180

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		220		210		210		170		175		160		170

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		120		90		120		90		100		100		100

		Fruits

		Papaya		1 kilo		1		1.5		0.5		0.6		0.7		100		100

		Mango		1 kilo		1		2.5		2.7		2		1.3		240		230

		Ananas				2		1.5				N/A		N/A

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1.3		1		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		2		0.9		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.8

		Banana		1 kilo				1.5		1.4		0.95		0.8		0.8		1

		Cash Crops

		Coffee		1Qntl		1200		1100		1200		1100		750		750		700

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl		40		30		45		16		15		22		18

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl				130		140		120		75		60		60

		Root Crops/vegetables

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		0.5		1		1.6		50		70		0.6		0.7

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		0.6		2		1.3		100		100		1		1.2

		Yam		1Qntl		2		1		0.8		100		120		N/A		N/A

		Taro		1Qntl		2		1		1		50		100		0.9		0.9

		Red Onion		1Qntl		200		250		240		220		250		230		220

		White Onion		1Qntl		200		300		260		200		200		200		200

		Enset				N/A		N/A				N/A		N/A

		Carrot		1Qntl		2		1		1		100		100		1		1

		Beetroot		1Qntl		2		1		1		100		100		1		1

		Cabbage		1Qntl		3		1		0.15		50		50		0.5		0.4

		Shallots		1Qntl		11		N/A		N/A

		Livestock

		Ox		1head		850		450		590		570		500		570		580

		Cow		1head		780		400		380		400		380		420		450

		Calf		1head		360		150		175		140		120		180		190

		Bull(young)		1head		350		250		180		170		200		240		220

		Ass		1head		250		350		280		265		240		260		200

		Sheep		1head		80		65		50		65		55		55		58

		Goat		1head		120		55		55		68		65		63		65

		Cock		1head		18		10		10		14		8.5		10		13

		Hen		1head		8		8		9		7		7		8		9

		Diary Products

		Milk(fresh)		1liter		3		1		1								1

		Yoghurt		4 cups		6		5		3.5		1		1		1		3.5

		Cheese		1 kilo		22		22		17		3.6		5.5		3.5		20

		Butter		1 kilo		3.7		3.7		5		16		18.5		18		5.2

		Egg		1 kilo								5.3		5.4		5.2





cereals

		150		250		220		220

		70		220		170		180

		60		220		155		160

		60		200		160		140

		75		170		150		140

		65		170		150		140

		65		180		140		150



Maize 1Qntl

Teff 1Qntl

Wheat 1Qntl

Barley 1Qntl

months

price in bir

Market price data for main cereals



pulses

		220		220		220		120

		160		180		210		90

		170		200		210		120

		150		180		170		90

		170		180		175		100

		160		180		160		100

		150		180		170		100



Beans 1Qntl

Peas 1Qntl

Chick Peas 1Qntl

Haricot Beans 1Qntl

month

price in bir

Market prices for main pulses



roots

		50		60		3

		100		200		1

		160		130		15

		50		100		50

		70		100		50

		60		1		50

		70		12		40



Sweet Potato 1Qntl

Irish Potato 1Qntl

Cabbage 1Qntl

months

price in bir

market price for root crops and vegetables



cash crop

		1200		40

		1100		30		130

		1200		45		140

		1100		16		120

		750		15		75

		750		22		60

		700		18		60



Coffee 1Qntl

Ginger (fresh) 1Qntl

Ginger(dry) 1Qntl

months

price in bir

market prices for cash crops



livestock

		850		780		120		8

		450		400		55		8

		590		380		55		9

		570		400		68		7

		500		380		65		7

		570		420		63		8

		580		450		65		9



Ox 1head

Cow 1head

Goat 1head

Hen 1head

months

price in bir

market prices for livestock



short 1st week

				Unit		22.8.00		19.9.00		17.10.00		14.11		12.12		16.01.01		13.02

				Kilos																1

		Cereals				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		2

		Maize		1Qntl		150		70		60		60		75		65		65		3

		Teff		1Qntl		250		220		220		200		170		170		180		4

		Wheat		1Qntl		220		170		155		160		150		150		140		5

		Barley		1Qntl		220		180		160		140		140		140		150		6

		Pulses				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		7

		Beans		1Qntl		220		160		170		150		170		160		150		8

		Peas		1Qntl		220		180		200		180		180		180		180		9

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		220		210		210		170		175		160		170		10

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		120		90		120		90		100		100		100		11

		Fruits				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		12

		Papaya		1 kilo		1		1.5		0.5		0.6		0.7		100		100		13

		Mango		1 kilo		1		2.5		2.7		2		1.3		240		230

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1.3		1		1		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		2		0.9		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.8		2

		Banana		1 kilo				1.5		1.4		0.95		0.8		0.8		1		3

		Cash Crops				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		4

		Coffee		1Qntl		1200		1100		1200		1100		750		750		700		5

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl		40		30		45		16		15		22		18		6

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl				130		140		120		75		60		60		7

		Livestock				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		8

		Ox		1head		850		450		590		570		500		570		580		9

		Cow		1head		780		400		380		400		380		420		450		10

		Goat		1head		120		55		55		68		65		63		65		11

		Hen		1head		8		8		9		7		7		8		9		12

		Root Crops/vegetables				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		13

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		50		100		160		50		70		60		70

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		60		200		130		100		100		1		12

		Cabbage		1Qntl		3		1		15		50		50		50		40		1

		Butter		1 kilo		3.7		3.7		5		16		18.5		18		18		2

		Egg		1 kilo								5.3		5.4		5.2		5.2		3
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Beans 1Qntl

Peas 1Qntl

Chick Peas 1Qntl

Haricot Beans 1Qntl

weeks

ETB

pulse price



weekly

		Areka Market Prices- Boloso Sorie

				Unit		7.11.00		14.11.00		21.11.00		28.11.00		5.12.00		12.12.00		19.12.00		2.1.01		16.01.01		30.01.01						28.11.00		5.12.00		12.12.00		19.12.00		2.1.01		16.01.01		30.01.01		13.02.01

				Kilos		Price ETB

		Cereals

		Maize		1Qntl		60		60		65		60		70		75		80		70		70		65						65		70		75		80		70		65		65		65

		Teff		1Qntl		210		200		160		150		160		170		190		180		180		180						150		160		170		190		180		170		180		180

		Wheat		1Qntl		150		160		150		160		160		150		140		140		130		140						160		160		150		140		140		150		140		140

		Barley		1Qntl		130		140		175		180		150		140		160		130		150		140						180		150		140		160		130		140		140		150

		Sorghum		1Qntl		80		80		90		80		90		80		90		130		120		n/a						80		90		80		90		130		N/A		N/A		N/A

		FAFFA				N/A

		Pulses

		Beans		1Qntl		140		150		140		150		140		170		170		160		150		150						150		140		170		170		160		160		150		150

		Peas		1Qntl		180		180		180		180		180		180		190		180		210		210						180		180		180		190		180		180		210		180

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		170		170		170		170		170		175		180		170		150		160						170		170		175		180		170		160		160		170

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		100		90		95		100		100		100		100		110		100		100						100		100		100		120		110		100		100		100

		Fruits

		Papaya		1 kilo		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.8		1		1						60		70		70		70		80		100		100		100

		Mango		1 kilo		2		2		2.2		2		2.4		1.3		2.3		2.4		2.1		2.1						200		240		230		230		240		240		230		230

		Ananas				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1		1.1		1.2		1		1		1.2		1.5		1						1.1		1.2		1		1		1.2		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8						0.6		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8		0.8

		Banana		1 kilo		0.9		0.95		1		0.9		1		0.8		0.9		1.3		1.3		1						0.9		1		0.8		0.9		1.3		0.8		1		1

		Cash Crops

		Coffee		1Qntl		1150		1100		1100		1000		800		750		650		750		740		700						1000		800		750		650		750		750		700		700

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl				16		35		16		25		15		17		17		25		18						16		25		16		17		17		22		18		18

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl		120		120		125		120		120		75		120		120		100		60						120		120		75		120		120		60		60		60

		Root Crops/vegetables

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		60		50		60		60		70		70		70		60		60		70						0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.7		0.7

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		140		100		120		80		120		120						1		1.4		1		1.2		0.8		1		1.2		1.2

		Yam		1Qntl		75		100		80		100		120		120		130		150		N/A		n/a						1		1.2		1.2		1.3		1.5		N/A		N/A		N/A

		Taro		1Qntl		60		50		70		90		80		100		80		90		80		80						0.9		0.8		1		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.8		0.9

		Red Onion		1Qntl		220		220		230		230		240		250		220		230		220		220						230		240		250		220		230		230		220		220

		White Onion		1Qntl		200		200		200		250		250		200		200		200		200		200						250		250		200		200		200		200		200		200

		Enset				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		n/a

		Carrot		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100						1		1.2		1		1		1		1		1		1

		Beetroot		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		120		100		100		100		100		100						1		1.2		1.2		1		1		1		1		1

		Cabbage		1Qntl		50		50		50		50		50		50		40		40		30								0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4

		Shallots		1Qntl

		Livestock

		Ox		1head		480		570		470		460		600		500		580		600		580		540						460		600		500		580		520		570		540		580

		Cow		1head		430		400		350		370		470		380		400		430		480		380						370		470		380		400		430		420		380		450

		Calf		1head		170		140		150		170		190		120		185		175		180		195						170		190		120		185		175		180		195		190

		Bull(young)		1head		210		170		185		195		250		200		230		185		200		230						195		250		200		230		185		240		230		220

		Ass		1head		270		265		230		230		290		240		290		280		220		210						230		290		240		290		180		260		210		200

		Sheep		1head		43		65		48		63		45		55		58		58		55		47						65		45		55		58		58		55		47		58

		Goat		1head		52		68		55		75		64		65		62		65		65		62						75		64		65		62		65		63		62		65

		Cock		1head		11		14		13		12		10		8.5		13		13		13		12						13		10		8.5		13		13		10		12		13

		Hen		1head		8		7		8		8		9.5		7		9		8		10		10						8		9.5		7		9		8		8		10		9

		Diary Products

		Milk(fresh)		1liter																										1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		Yoghurt		4 cups		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1						3.6		3.7		5.5		3.6		3.5		3.5		3.6		3.5

		Cheese		1 kilo		4.5		3.6		3.5		3.6		3.7		5.5		3.6		3.5		3.5		3.6						17		17		18.5		20		18		18		16		20

		Butter		1 kilo		17		16		18		17		17		18.5		20		18		17		16						5.3		5.4		5.4		5.4		4.5		5.2		5.2		5.2

		Egg		1 kilo		5.25		5.3		5.3		5.3		5.4		5.4		5.4		4.3		5.5		5.2





ist week

				Unit		22.8.00		19.9.00		17.10.00		14.11		12.12		16.01.01		13.02

				Kilos

		Cereals

		Maize		1Qntl		150		70		60		60		75		65		65

		Teff		1Qntl		250		220		220		200		170		170		180

		Wheat		1Qntl		220		170		155		160		150		150		140

		Barley		1Qntl		220		180		160		140		140		140		150

		Sorghum		1Qntl		60		130		130		80		80		N/A		N/A

		FAFFA

		Pulses

		Beans		1Qntl		220		160		170		150		170		160		150

		Peas		1Qntl		220		180		200		180		180		180		180

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		220		210		210		170		175		160		170

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		120		90		120		90		100		100		100

		Fruits

		Papaya		1 kilo		1		1.5		0.5		0.6		0.7		100		100

		Mango		1 kilo		1		2.5		2.7		2		1.3		240		230

		Ananas				2		1.5				N/A		N/A

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1.3		1		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		2		0.9		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.8

		Banana		1 kilo				1.5		1.4		0.95		0.8		0.8		1

		Cash Crops

		Coffee		1Qntl		1200		1100		1200		1100		750		750		700

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl		40		30		45		16		15		22		18

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl				130		140		120		75		60		60

		Root Crops/vegetables

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		0.5		1		1.6		50		70		0.6		0.7

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		0.6		2		1.3		100		100		1		1.2

		Yam		1Qntl		2		1		0.8		100		120		N/A		N/A

		Taro		1Qntl		2		1		1		50		100		0.9		0.9

		Red Onion		1Qntl		200		250		240		220		250		230		220

		White Onion		1Qntl		200		300		260		200		200		200		200

		Enset				N/A		N/A				N/A		N/A

		Carrot		1Qntl		2		1		1		100		100		1		1

		Beetroot		1Qntl		2		1		1		100		100		1		1

		Cabbage		1Qntl		3		1		0.15		50		50		0.5		0.4

		Shallots		1Qntl		11		N/A		N/A

		Livestock

		Ox		1head		850		450		590		570		500		570		580

		Cow		1head		780		400		380		400		380		420		450

		Calf		1head		360		150		175		140		120		180		190

		Bull(young)		1head		350		250		180		170		200		240		220

		Ass		1head		250		350		280		265		240		260		200

		Sheep		1head		80		65		50		65		55		55		58

		Goat		1head		120		55		55		68		65		63		65

		Cock		1head		18		10		10		14		8.5		10		13

		Hen		1head		8		8		9		7		7		8		9

		Diary Products

		Milk(fresh)		1liter		3		1		1								1

		Yoghurt		4 cups		6		5		3.5		1		1		1		3.5

		Cheese		1 kilo		22		22		17		3.6		5.5		3.5		20

		Butter		1 kilo		3.7		3.7		5		16		18.5		18		5.2

		Egg		1 kilo								5.3		5.4		5.2





cereals
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		850		780		120		8

		450		400		55		8

		590		380		55		9

		570		400		68		7

		500		380		65		7

		570		420		63		8
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short 1st week

				Unit		22.8.00		19.9.00		17.10.00		14.11		12.12		16.01.01		13.02

				Kilos																1

		Cereals				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		2

		Maize		1Qntl		150		70		60		60		75		65		65		3

		Teff		1Qntl		250		220		220		200		170		170		180		4

		Wheat		1Qntl		220		170		155		160		150		150		140		5

		Barley		1Qntl		220		180		160		140		140		140		150		6

		Pulses				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		7

		Beans		1Qntl		220		160		170		150		170		160		150		8

		Peas		1Qntl		220		180		200		180		180		180		180		9

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		220		210		210		170		175		160		170		10

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		120		90		120		90		100		100		100		11

		Fruits				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		12

		Papaya		1 kilo		1		1.5		0.5		0.6		0.7		100		100		13

		Mango		1 kilo		1		2.5		2.7		2		1.3		240		230

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1.3		1		1		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		2		0.9		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.8		2

		Banana		1 kilo				1.5		1.4		0.95		0.8		0.8		1		3

		Cash Crops				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		4

		Coffee		1Qntl		1200		1100		1200		1100		750		750		700		5

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl		40		30		45		16		15		22		18		6

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl				130		140		120		75		60		60		7

		Livestock				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		8

		Ox		1head		850		450		590		570		500		570		580		9

		Cow		1head		780		400		380		400		380		420		450		10

		Goat		1head		120		55		55		68		65		63		65		11

		Hen		1head		8		8		9		7		7		8		9		12

		Root Crops/vegetables				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		13

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		50		100		160		50		70		60		70

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		60		200		130		100		100		1		12

		Cabbage		1Qntl		3		1		15		50		50		50		40		1

		Butter		1 kilo		3.7		3.7		5		16		18.5		18		18		2

		Egg		1 kilo								5.3		5.4		5.2		5.2		3
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weekly

		Areka Market Prices- Boloso Sorie

				Unit		7.11.00		14.11.00		21.11.00		28.11.00		5.12.00		12.12.00		19.12.00		2.1.01		16.01.01		30.01.01						28.11.00		5.12.00		12.12.00		19.12.00		2.1.01		16.01.01		30.01.01		13.02.01

				Kilos		Price ETB

		Cereals

		Maize		1Qntl		60		60		65		60		70		75		80		70		70		65						65		70		75		80		70		65		65		65

		Teff		1Qntl		210		200		160		150		160		170		190		180		180		180						150		160		170		190		180		170		180		180

		Wheat		1Qntl		150		160		150		160		160		150		140		140		130		140						160		160		150		140		140		150		140		140

		Barley		1Qntl		130		140		175		180		150		140		160		130		150		140						180		150		140		160		130		140		140		150

		Sorghum		1Qntl		80		80		90		80		90		80		90		130		120		n/a						80		90		80		90		130		N/A		N/A		N/A

		FAFFA				N/A

		Pulses

		Beans		1Qntl		140		150		140		150		140		170		170		160		150		150						150		140		170		170		160		160		150		150

		Peas		1Qntl		180		180		180		180		180		180		190		180		210		210						180		180		180		190		180		180		210		180

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		170		170		170		170		170		175		180		170		150		160						170		170		175		180		170		160		160		170

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		100		90		95		100		100		100		100		110		100		100						100		100		100		120		110		100		100		100

		Fruits

		Papaya		1 kilo		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.8		1		1						60		70		70		70		80		100		100		100

		Mango		1 kilo		2		2		2.2		2		2.4		1.3		2.3		2.4		2.1		2.1						200		240		230		230		240		240		230		230

		Ananas				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1		1.1		1.2		1		1		1.2		1.5		1						1.1		1.2		1		1		1.2		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8						0.6		0.8		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.8		0.8

		Banana		1 kilo		0.9		0.95		1		0.9		1		0.8		0.9		1.3		1.3		1						0.9		1		0.8		0.9		1.3		0.8		1		1

		Cash Crops

		Coffee		1Qntl		1150		1100		1100		1000		800		750		650		750		740		700						1000		800		750		650		750		750		700		700

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl				16		35		16		25		15		17		17		25		18						16		25		16		17		17		22		18		18

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl		120		120		125		120		120		75		120		120		100		60						120		120		75		120		120		60		60		60

		Root Crops/vegetables

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		60		50		60		60		70		70		70		60		60		70						0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.7		0.7

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		140		100		120		80		120		120						1		1.4		1		1.2		0.8		1		1.2		1.2

		Yam		1Qntl		75		100		80		100		120		120		130		150		N/A		n/a						1		1.2		1.2		1.3		1.5		N/A		N/A		N/A

		Taro		1Qntl		60		50		70		90		80		100		80		90		80		80						0.9		0.8		1		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.8		0.9

		Red Onion		1Qntl		220		220		230		230		240		250		220		230		220		220						230		240		250		220		230		230		220		220

		White Onion		1Qntl		200		200		200		250		250		200		200		200		200		200						250		250		200		200		200		200		200		200

		Enset				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		n/a

		Carrot		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100		100						1		1.2		1		1		1		1		1		1

		Beetroot		1Qntl		100		100		100		100		120		100		100		100		100		100						1		1.2		1.2		1		1		1		1		1

		Cabbage		1Qntl		50		50		50		50		50		50		40		40		30								0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4

		Shallots		1Qntl

		Livestock

		Ox		1head		480		570		470		460		600		500		580		600		580		540						460		600		500		580		520		570		540		580

		Cow		1head		430		400		350		370		470		380		400		430		480		380						370		470		380		400		430		420		380		450

		Calf		1head		170		140		150		170		190		120		185		175		180		195						170		190		120		185		175		180		195		190

		Bull(young)		1head		210		170		185		195		250		200		230		185		200		230						195		250		200		230		185		240		230		220

		Ass		1head		270		265		230		230		290		240		290		280		220		210						230		290		240		290		180		260		210		200

		Sheep		1head		43		65		48		63		45		55		58		58		55		47						65		45		55		58		58		55		47		58

		Goat		1head		52		68		55		75		64		65		62		65		65		62						75		64		65		62		65		63		62		65

		Cock		1head		11		14		13		12		10		8.5		13		13		13		12						13		10		8.5		13		13		10		12		13

		Hen		1head		8		7		8		8		9.5		7		9		8		10		10						8		9.5		7		9		8		8		10		9

		Diary Products

		Milk(fresh)		1liter																										1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1

		Yoghurt		4 cups		1		1		1		1		1		1		1				1		1						3.6		3.7		5.5		3.6		3.5		3.5		3.6		3.5

		Cheese		1 kilo		4.5		3.6		3.5		3.6		3.7		5.5		3.6		3.5		3.5		3.6						17		17		18.5		20		18		18		16		20

		Butter		1 kilo		17		16		18		17		17		18.5		20		18		17		16						5.3		5.4		5.4		5.4		4.5		5.2		5.2		5.2

		Egg		1 kilo		5.25		5.3		5.3		5.3		5.4		5.4		5.4		4.3		5.5		5.2





ist week

				Unit		22.8.00		19.9.00		17.10.00		14.11		12.12		16.01.01		13.02

				Kilos

		Cereals

		Maize		1Qntl		150		70		60		60		75		65		65

		Teff		1Qntl		250		220		220		200		170		170		180

		Wheat		1Qntl		220		170		155		160		150		150		140

		Barley		1Qntl		220		180		160		140		140		140		150

		Sorghum		1Qntl		60		130		130		80		80		N/A		N/A

		FAFFA

		Pulses

		Beans		1Qntl		220		160		170		150		170		160		150

		Peas		1Qntl		220		180		200		180		180		180		180

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		220		210		210		170		175		160		170

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		120		90		120		90		100		100		100

		Fruits

		Papaya		1 kilo		1		1.5		0.5		0.6		0.7		100		100

		Mango		1 kilo		1		2.5		2.7		2		1.3		240		230

		Ananas				2		1.5				N/A		N/A

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1.3		1		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		2		0.9		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.8

		Banana		1 kilo				1.5		1.4		0.95		0.8		0.8		1

		Cash Crops

		Coffee		1Qntl		1200		1100		1200		1100		750		750		700

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl		40		30		45		16		15		22		18

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl				130		140		120		75		60		60

		Root Crops/vegetables

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		0.5		1		1.6		50		70		0.6		0.7

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		0.6		2		1.3		100		100		1		1.2

		Yam		1Qntl		2		1		0.8		100		120		N/A		N/A

		Taro		1Qntl		2		1		1		50		100		0.9		0.9

		Red Onion		1Qntl		200		250		240		220		250		230		220

		White Onion		1Qntl		200		300		260		200		200		200		200

		Enset				N/A		N/A				N/A		N/A

		Carrot		1Qntl		2		1		1		100		100		1		1

		Beetroot		1Qntl		2		1		1		100		100		1		1

		Cabbage		1Qntl		3		1		0.15		50		50		0.5		0.4

		Shallots		1Qntl		11		N/A		N/A

		Livestock

		Ox		1head		850		450		590		570		500		570		580

		Cow		1head		780		400		380		400		380		420		450

		Calf		1head		360		150		175		140		120		180		190

		Bull(young)		1head		350		250		180		170		200		240		220

		Ass		1head		250		350		280		265		240		260		200

		Sheep		1head		80		65		50		65		55		55		58

		Goat		1head		120		55		55		68		65		63		65

		Cock		1head		18		10		10		14		8.5		10		13

		Hen		1head		8		8		9		7		7		8		9

		Diary Products

		Milk(fresh)		1liter		3		1		1								1

		Yoghurt		4 cups		6		5		3.5		1		1		1		3.5

		Cheese		1 kilo		22		22		17		3.6		5.5		3.5		20

		Butter		1 kilo		3.7		3.7		5		16		18.5		18		5.2

		Egg		1 kilo								5.3		5.4		5.2





cereals

		150		250		220		220

		70		220		170		180

		60		220		155		160

		60		200		160		140

		75		170		150		140

		65		170		150		140

		65		180		140		150



Maize 1Qntl

Teff 1Qntl

Wheat 1Qntl

Barley 1Qntl

months

price in bir

Market price data for main cereals



pulses

		220		220		220		120

		160		180		210		90

		170		200		210		120

		150		180		170		90

		170		180		175		100

		160		180		160		100

		150		180		170		100



Beans 1Qntl

Peas 1Qntl

Chick Peas 1Qntl

Haricot Beans 1Qntl

month

price in bir

Market prices for main pulses



roots

		50		60		3

		100		200		1

		160		130		15

		50		100		50

		70		100		50

		60		1		50

		70		12		40



Sweet Potato 1Qntl

Irish Potato 1Qntl

Cabbage 1Qntl

months

price in bir

market price for root crops and vegetables



cash crop

		1200		40

		1100		30		130

		1200		45		140

		1100		16		120

		750		15		75

		750		22		60

		700		18		60



Coffee 1Qntl

Ginger (fresh) 1Qntl

Ginger(dry) 1Qntl

months

price in bir

market prices for cash crops



livestock

		850		780		120		8

		450		400		55		8

		590		380		55		9

		570		400		68		7

		500		380		65		7

		570		420		63		8

		580		450		65		9



Ox 1head

Cow 1head

Goat 1head

Hen 1head

months

price in bir

market prices for livestock



short 1st week

				Unit		22.8.00		19.9.00		17.10.00		14.11		12.12		16.01.01		13.02

				Kilos																1

		Cereals				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		2

		Maize		1Qntl		150		70		60		60		75		65		65		3

		Teff		1Qntl		250		220		220		200		170		170		180		4

		Wheat		1Qntl		220		170		155		160		150		150		140		5

		Barley		1Qntl		220		180		160		140		140		140		150		6

		Pulses				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		7

		Beans		1Qntl		220		160		170		150		170		160		150		8

		Peas		1Qntl		220		180		200		180		180		180		180		9

		Chick Peas		1Qntl		220		210		210		170		175		160		170		10

		Haricot Beans		1Qntl		120		90		120		90		100		100		100		11

		Fruits				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		12

		Papaya		1 kilo		1		1.5		0.5		0.6		0.7		100		100		13

		Mango		1 kilo		1		2.5		2.7		2		1.3		240		230

		Lemon		1 kilo		1		1		1.3		1		1		1		1		1

		Orange		1 kilo		2		0.9		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.8		2

		Banana		1 kilo				1.5		1.4		0.95		0.8		0.8		1		3

		Cash Crops				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		4

		Coffee		1Qntl		1200		1100		1200		1100		750		750		700		5

		Ginger (fresh)		1Qntl		40		30		45		16		15		22		18		6

		Ginger(dry)		1Qntl				130		140		120		75		60		60		7

		Livestock				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		8

		Ox		1head		850		450		590		570		500		570		580		9

		Cow		1head		780		400		380		400		380		420		450		10

		Goat		1head		120		55		55		68		65		63		65		11

		Hen		1head		8		8		9		7		7		8		9		12

		Root Crops/vegetables				August		September		October		November		December		January		February		13

		Sweet Potato		1Qntl		50		100		160		50		70		60		70

		Irish Potato		1Qntl		60		200		130		100		100		1		12

		Cabbage		1Qntl		3		1		15		50		50		50		40		1

		Butter		1 kilo		3.7		3.7		5		16		18.5		18		18		2

		Egg		1 kilo								5.3		5.4		5.2		5.2		3
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short 1st week

		



Maize 1Qntl

Teff 1Qntl

Wheat 1Qntl

Barley 1Qntl

Price in Bir

Areka Market Prices for Cereals
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Beans 1Qntl

Peas 1Qntl

Chick Peas 1Qntl

Haricot Beans 1Qntl

Price in Bir

Areka Market Prices for Pulses
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Ginger (fresh) 1Qntl
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Areka Market Prices for Cash Crops
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Areka Market Prices for Livestock
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