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I PC l.l Integrated Food Security Phase Classification

Evidence and Standards for Better Food Security and Nutrition Decisions
|} 7
What is IPC~

... a Common Global Scale to classify food insecurity and malnutrition

('\ A process for building evidence-based technical
J consensus among key stakeholders

ﬁ An approach that consolidate wide-ranging evidence

‘f A path to provide actionable knowledge for strategic
, decision-making

Q A platform to ensure rigorous, neutral analysis
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How does IPC Work?

Thirteen protocols (standardized tools & procedures)

1. Build technical consensus
2. |Classify Severity, Magnitude & Key Characteristics
3. Communicate for Action
4. Assure quality
\ 4
Phase 1: Phase 2: Phase 3: Phase 4: Phase 5:
Minimal Stressed Crisis Emergency Famine
Usually adequate and Borderline adequate Highly stressed and Severe lack of food Extreme social upheaval
stable food access food access critical lack of food access with excess with complete lack of
access with high and mortality, very high and food access and/or
above usual increasing malnutrition, other basic needs
malnutrition and and irreversible where mass starvation,
accelerated depletion of livelihood asset death and displacement
livelihood assets stripping are evident

Urgent action required
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How the IPC
Works PLAN & 02

PREPARE (1-2 weeks) CONDUCT ANALYSIS
Map data availability,
The IPC provides a common scale for gatﬁe;, rec-lanalyse:r{d (5 DAYS)
classifying severity and causes of food T COMMUNICATE
Insecurity thus improving the rigour, - P —— (1- 2 weeks)
transparency, relevance, and comparability of stakeholders S
food security analysis for decision-makers. Build capacity at shop with multiple stake-

country level (4-5 day holders - Government, UN
training) agencies, NGOs, etc.

Timely disseminate analy-
sis findings among deci-
ion makers

LEARN

(continuous process)

Identify key challenges for future improve-
ments, data and capacity gaps etc.

Provide feedback to IPC GSU for technical
development, etc
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Key output from an IPC analysis

What is the severity of food insecurity What will be the severity of food
today area by area? insecurity in_ the coming months area

by area?
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Key output from an IPC analysis

What is the magnitude of food What will be the magnitude of food

insecurity today? insecurity in the coming months?
Aug 2018 - Oct 2018 Nov 2018 - Feb 2019
Rural Population Table for Current Period (August = October 2028) Rural Population Table for Projected Period (November 2018 — February 20°
Phase- Phase-2 fr— —— Phase -1 Phase - 2 Overall
S| Frovince | Popueton [ vopulation et | Poputation pa Phase | [ i Poulation (%) | Posulstion (% ik
1 | Badakhshan 476, oz 57,660 (20} | 260 s (0} 1 | Badakhshan 5,715 71,972 (3o} (0]
1 | Badghis 51e 413 £3, 543000 7163 (15) z | Badghis 454,888 37,551 (8 1,085 (13
1 | Baghian 776,046 814, [30) 3 | Baghlan BaE B33 15,050 (30 154,050 (300
4 | Balkh 853, 684 ¥67,80¢ (36} 267,805 (38} 1 | Balkh 634, 63 150,278 (300 1
5 | Bamyan 451,370 63,656 [15) x 5 | Bamryan 408,500 L8026 (2] 122,566
6 | Dayoundi 505 By T BIE (15} 1 ] 5 | Daykondi 1,575 Bk BB, 78 izl %1515 (28]
7 | Farah Lo B 75,372 (15} | 7 | Farah 479,935 47,0032 (3o
# | Faryab q36, 311 236,078 (25} 280, 893 (300 5 | Fargah 164,115 24,647 [
g | Ghazni 1,349, 360 374,781 (301 | ) o | Ghagmi 776, 04 6 b 0l
10 | Ghat Roge | 05,504 U5 2 10 | Ghor 464,370 Gaboh 5 | 3605 (350
11 [ Helmand 1,344,837 264, 576 [16) 324,953 (25) 11 | Helmand 1,355,353 187,300 {15} 313 317 {25}
13 | Hirat 1,437,697 325,646 (a5} m:ll (3o 17 | Hirat 7ih, 006 183,50 (150 333,338
13 | Jlawzjan 45L, 207 113, % (25} @ 13 | Jawazjan P —— n
P o e 1 j [l o Ceme S =
1% | Kandahar 466,537 60, 7oa (131 140,081 (300
16 | Kapisa 453,888 | 313,450 fag) | F
14 | Kapisa 158,311 53,384 (508 53 284 (g0}
17 | Khast 603,758 218,628 (35} ap6, 898 (50} 5
18 | Mumar 456,597 93,387 (=0} 186,775 (40) 17 | Khest 27, o 234,34 Qo) 10054
19 | Kunduz 912,308 | ez ien ]z ! 15 | Kumar 93,188 182,538 i3t 5,766
20 | Laghman 470,53 5, 383 (20) 144276 (30} 19 | Kunduz By, 17 201,239 (25) 281 721
31 | Logar 508 oy 163, £33 (g0} 153, ) zp | Laghman 183,018 76, By (30)
32 | Mangarhar 1,375, 660 175,133 (20} ZL | Legar Bg1 Biy 1L 25)
23 | Mimwoz 147,847 4 384, (300 zz | Mamparhar 551,630 140,200 (201 |
PO - - - PR - e Hmrer T LN TN 1LR Ml 21 R Fw
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_ Neyeclobal Steategic
04

Easier access Strengthening FA

Timely
analyses in all
major Crisis

countries

to information of IPC
for decision- partnership 0
making

P

IPC Acute Food Insecurity classification: Afghanistan, Angola, Bangladesh, Burundi, Central African Republic, Djibouti, Democratic Republic of
Congo, El Salvador, Eswatini, Ethiopia, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Kenya, Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal,
Pakistan, Rwanda, Somalia, South Sudan, Sudan, Syria, Tajikistan, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe

oF

IPC Acute Food Insecurity and Acute Malnutrition classification: Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Burundi, Central African Republic, Democratic
Republic of Congo, Kenya, Madagascar, Mozambique, Pakistan, Somalia, South Sudan, Sudan, Uganda

Support to Cadre Harmonisé in West Africa and the Sahel (17 countries)
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The IPC Technical Manual Ver. 3.0

The IPC Technical Manual Ver. 3.0 provides an improved analytical approach that is robust and
transparent, comparable and applicable across locations, and relevant for decision-making.

= (Classify Areas with Limited or no
Humanitarian Access

= Refinement of criteria for Famine
Classification

= Guidance to analyse food security situation in
areas receiving significant Humanitarian Food
Assistance

In application since January 2019
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YEMEN: Integrated Food Security Phase Classification Snapshot pecember2018-January 2019)  integrareas
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etazln%he severe acute food People fading severe acute food
lnse(umy In the presence of Insecurity in the absence of
Humanitarian Food Assistance H}rrrxamladan Food Assistance
&u‘)ﬂt—hﬂylﬂ! m( ) 2018 - Laneary 2019 \
KEY DRIVERS ’
@ .
Conflict High Population

& Insecurlty food prices dlsmptlons displacement
Conflict continues 1o The prices of key commodi- The decline In commerdial (ves 3.3 miflion peaple
significantly impact food  ties sugar, wheat and flour Imports continues 1o @it have been displaced
seamtty o household  Wncreased by over 20% i populations off from trade  doe fo an wpsurge

leved n Yemen the secand half of 2018™  and assistance i vickence™**
OVERVIEW
According to the latest IPC analysis, from December 2018 to eo sousce I2C

January 2019, while accounting for the current levels of
Humanitarian Food Assistance (HFA), a total of 15.9 million people,
1.e. 53% of the population analysed, is In need of urgent action. This
includes 17% of the population (about 5 miilion people) classified
In IPC Phase 4 (Emergency) and 36% (about 10.8 million people) in
IPC Phase 3 (Crisis). Of greatest concern are the additional 63,500
people in IPC Phase 5 (Catastrophe).

An additional analysls was conducted by the Yemen IPC Technical
Working Group (TWG) to estimate the severity and magnitude of
foua Insecurity excluding the mitigating effects of HFA delivered.
This shows that, had HFA not been delivered, 20.1 million people
or 67% of the total population would be in need of urgent action
(IPC Phase 3 and above), including 238,000 people in IPC Phase 5
(Catastrophe).

Bons

ey

T . e URL
—-—t—arith - -ries e

Publication date: 14 Decarisar 2018 [MPC populstion dets is based on estimates ars from Certrs

*Food prices ars from the WEP mVAM report Sept 2018

Statistios! Office Governmant of Yeman

seslisplocamant estimates are from UNOCHA Yeme Feadbadk (pc@fac.org
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IPC Information Products

IPC packages food insecurity analysis information
products for timely and informed decision-making,
critical for the successful response to food insecurity.
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IPC ACUTE FOOD INSECURITY ANALYSIS
OCTOBER 2018 - MARCH 2019
15 January, 2019

CURRENT ANALYSIS: October ~ December 2018 PROJECTED ANALYSIS: January - March 2019

5.67M 576 M | peseintmaeer
12.8% of the population 13% of the population - w675 813
People facing severe acute food People facing severe acute food
insecurity (IPC Phase 3+) Phase 3 13,678,911 insecurity (IPC Phase 3+) Phase 3 13,335,120
IN NEED OF URGENT Patphinsien IN NEED OF URGENT Pooplelndvines
ACTION 25,000,552 ACTION 25,222,988
PhEses b oopie minimally food insecure Phases  popieminimally foodinsecure

. How Severe, How Many and When:

* In the current period, corresponding to the harvest period, from October to December 2018, 5.67 million people are
estimated to be in Crisis and Emergency (IPC Phases 3 and 4), representing 12.8% of the analysed population. Almost 1
million people (986,174, repr g 2.2%of the popul; analyzed) are in IPC Phase 4 (Emergency) and more than 4.5
million people (4,688,042, repr ing 10.6% of the population analyzed) are in IPC Phase 3 (Crisis)

* Inthe projected period, corresponding to the post-harvest season, from January to March 2019, 5.76 million people are
estimated to be in Crisis and Emergency (IPC Phases 3 and 4), representing 13% of the analyzed population. More than 1
million people (1,083,613, rep ing 2.4% of the population analyzed) arein IPC Phase 4 (Emergency) and more than
4.67 million people (4,675,812, representing 10.5% of the population analyzed) are in IPC Phase 3 (Crisis).

ﬂ Where and When : 171 localities were classified in all states in Sudan. 33 localities are estimated to be in IPC phase 3 (Crisis) in
Blue Nile, White Nile, Southem Kordofan, Kassala, Gedaref, Red Sea and Darfur states. Darfur accounts for about 45% of the
population in IPC Phase 3 and 4, however there has been no area classified in IPC Phase 4 (Emergency). The highest prevalence
of population in IPC Phase 3 (Crisis) and IPC Phase 4 (Emergency) are in the states of Khartoum and South Darfur.

Why: The effects of the economic crisis, which led to the devaluation of the Sudanese pound, also led to high inflation rates,
increasing food and non-food commodities prices. In certain locations, the influx of refugees from neighbouring countries has
also impacted food security.

IPC ACUTE FOOD INSECURITY SITUATION CURRENT AND PROJECTED MAPS

Current Situation map (Octeber - December 2018) Projection Stustion map (lemuary - March 2019)
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For more Information, contact IPC | Analysis Partners & Supporting Organizations
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