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Famine (IPC Phase 5) remains likely in the absence of assistance

FEWS NET produces forw#odking foodsecurity analysis and IPC compatible mapping several times a year for 30 countries, including South S

C92{ b9¢ A& I YSYo SdNakehdider{IPCdmicKnicql \darKing Gréup andzin @ckive participant in national IPC analysis workst|

South Sudan. The map and classifications in this report use IPC standards and methods, but do not necessarily reflettsaveanssrihe national IPQ

Technical Working Group, IPC partners, or the Government of the Republic of South Sudan. Howepert thés reviewed by the South Sudan IP(
Technical Working Group prior to publication. The most recent national IPC analysis was released in February 2018.
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continuation of humanitarian assistance at
planned levels, widespread Crisis (IPC Phase
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insecurty during the 2017 lean seasoihjs likely | Fews NET classification!BGcompatiblel PG compatibleanalysis follows key IP@otocols but
some households will be ilﬁ:atastrophe (|PC does not necessarily reflect the consensus of national food security partners.
Phase 5§luring the upcoming lean season even in the presence of assistance.

1 Inaworst-case scenario of persistent absence dbod assistance over argearea, Faming¢lPC Phase %jould be likely

because this absence of &tance would remove a primafpod source and would likely drive increased levels of conflict

over remainingscarce resourcedn tum, higher levels ofconflict wouldincrease movement restrictions, preventing

households from ecessing food from other sourceSiven current food security outcomes and past conflict trends, areas
of greatest concern includeentral and southern Unity, mthwestern Jonglei, and Wau of Western Bahr el Ghazal.

However, giverthe volatile nature of the current Emergency, and tHabd security can deteriorate rapidly among
populations who face extreme movement restrictions, Famine (IPC Phase 5) remaindepwssitany areas of the
country.

1 Given the continud risk of Famine (IPC Phase 5) gqmdjections ofextreme levels of acute food insecurity throughout
2018, large-scale humanitarian assistancabove levels currently planneds needed urgently to save é&s. Further,
assistance should be complementetith unhinderedhumanitarian access arattion to end the conflict.
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Extremeacutefood insecurity expected i2018 andFamine (IPC Phase [8ely in the absence of assistance

Anestimated 5.3 million people are currently facing Crisis (IPC Phase 3) or worse outcomes, desgsigalarggmanitarian
assistance and availability sbmeharvests.This isa significantly higher percentage of the population than was estimated to

be in need at the same time last year, during the 2017 guwstvest period (Figure 1L ountieshat have experienced extreme

food insecurity for several years, includitigpse inGreater Upper Nile, continue to face Crisis (IPC Phase 3) and Emergency
(IPC Phse 4) outcomes. However, food insecurity is increasingly severe across wide areas of Greater Bahr el Ghazal and
Greater Equatoria.

Fouryears of widespread conflict acrosSouth Sudaiis erodingthe capacityof households¢o meet their basic food needs

Even in the moslikely scenario, with assumes the delivery afsistancdo 2.5-3.3 million people a month, many households

will still face extreme food consumption gaps. This is due to the fact that assistance at currentrieetdsless tharalf of

the estimatedpopulation inneed. Most households lack access to sufficient ftmugh other sourcesgiven that local
production is well below prerisis levels and extremely high prices are preventing houseffimds purchasingeven minimal
amounts of lasic staple foodsAlthough Famine (IPC Phase 5) isthetmost likely outcomelueto the expected presence of
humanitarian assistance, it &ill likely householdsn many countiesvill be in Catastrophe (IPC Phase 5). This is based on the
expectation hat the 2018 lean season will be similar ifonot worse thanthe 2017lean season, and data from the 2017 lean
seasonthat indicates even with largescale assistance across the countyme households were in Catastrophe (IPC Phase 5)

last year

In a worstcase scenario of a persistent absence of food assistance over a large area, Famine (IPC Phase 5) would be likely
becausehis absence of atstance would remove a primafood source and would likely drive increased levels of conflict over
remaining scarce resources. In turn, higher levels of conflict would increase movement restrictions, preventing households
from accessig food from other sources. Given current food security outcomes and past conflict trends, areas of greatest
concern include central and southern Unity, northwestern Jonglei, and Wau of Western Bahr el Ghazal. However, given the
volatile nature of the curret Emergency, and that food security can deteriorate rapidly among populations who face extreme
movement restrictions, Famine (IPC Phase 5) remains possible in many aseagtoSudan

Assistance well above 2017 levels and unhindered humanitarian access is needed urgently to prevent the loss of lives. Further
given the drivers of extreme acute food insecurity are expected to persistuitliisely food security outcomes will improve
significantlyafter the projection periodH2 dza SK2t R4 Q | oAt AGe G2 S yisunliRey tolirgprovedvitiA O £
the continuation of conflict As a result, extreme levels of food insecurity, and the need for {scgke humanitarian
assstance areexpected to continudeyond 2018For longterm improvements to food security in South Sudan ancend to

the persistentrisk of Famine (IPC Phase Speant action to end the conflict is needed.

Figure 1. IPGestimated percentage of South 3ud 6 s popul ati on i n Cr and éssmatéd pBpllatiéhireceve
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NATIONAL OVERVIEW

Current Situation
Figure 2. Conflict incidents andstimated population change
According to the recenty-released South SudanIPC | January 2014 to December 2017
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needs through unsustainable copin despite the Adto5% [ >=+15% o5 O
availability ofsome harvess and largescale humanitarian o4t X
assistance Widespreadconflict, which haspersisted for
over four years,continues to causethe loss of life,
repeated displacement, disruign of key livelihood
activities and the deterioration of macroeconomic
conditions As a reglt, less than half of the population ig
able to produce, collect, or purchase sufficient fodd
meet their basic needs.
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production declined (>10%)in 24 counties indicating SourceFEWS NET

harvests at the household level are lower thi@st year in

many areas Data from the Food Security and Nutrition Monitoring System (FSNESected between December and
January,indicate householdsharvested betweenone and five monthsof cereal. It is expected most households either
depletedstocks from these harvesis January or will deplete stocks between February and March.

¢KS 2y3a2Ay3 02y FtAOG Ffaz2z O2yiGAydsSa (2 RNAGS GSNE L222N Y
key export and source of foreign currency earnings, remains at 18ha@els/day, 60 percent lower than prerisis
production levels. Reduced production and low international oil prices have limited foreign currency earnings for several
years, driving persistent depreciation of the local currency. The exchange rate of tHe Saldanese Pound (SSP), which was
roughly 5 SSP/USD prior to the outbreak of conflict, has depreciated to 260 SSP/USD dsehirusdy.
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Trade flows and market functioning are belgne- | Figure 4. Laborto-sorghum terms of tradén key markets, 2012018
crisis levels (Figure 8ue to insecurity along trade
routes, low domestic productign and high 12
transportation costs.In Greater Equatoria, the| 19
NimuleJuba road remains the only functioning
supply route fran Uganda, although occasions 8
incidents along this routenake trade inconsistent| ¢
and total volumes tradedare low. Sorghum
imports from Uganda in théourth quarter of 2017 4
2
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were 28 percent belowvolumes imported during
the 2016 fourth quarterand 15 percehbelow the
four-year fourth-quarter average In Greater Bahr
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imports from Sudan ardigher than last yearln SEE8SFSSIEA~FE2SEESEESS
Greater Upper Nile, due to seasonal improvement:
and improved security along the road from Renk Juba Wau Awerial
trade flows tointerior counties arehigher than
recent months, though still belovast year SourceWFP data

The rate at which staple food prices are increasing has slowed during the past year due to declining effective demand. Wage
rates have not kept pace with staple food price increases and househalds continuously decreasdtie amount of food

they purchas from markets. Rapidssessments conducted by FEWS NB&anuary and February in Rumbek Centre, Cueibet,
Rumbek North, Twic East, Duk, Kapoeta South, and Kapoeta Martt that many households latke capacity to purchase

more than small quantities dbod due to extremely high price€ompared to the 2012017 fiveyear average, staple food

prices in January were 3@D0 percent above average. However, given thatremely high pricesn 2016 and 2017 are

pushing up thdive-year average, this compariz y R2S&ay Qi FdzZ te& NBFf SOG GKS -a0d3 t S 2
average, cereal prices have increased 2;8@D0 percentHousehold purchasing poweas measured by labdb-sorghum

terms of trade is stagnanat low levels oR-4kilogh- Ya 2F OSNBIf F2NJ I RIFIe&Qa 062N 0CA-:

According to FSNMS Round 21, approximately 50 percent of the population reported owning livestock, and approximately 48
percent of those owning livestock are currently milking at least one animal. This imedaésely low access to milk across the
country, with only 25 percent of the population accessing milk from their livestock in Dece®iblgrl0 percent of surveyed
households indicated livestock is their primary source of food or income.

Humanitarian agstance continues to be a key source of food for many households in South Sudan. Between 1.8 million and
2.5 million people were reached a month between October and Januaryfadtth assistance between a half and full ration.
The majority of assistanceliging distributed in Greater Bahr el Ghazal and Greater Upper Nile.

Food ecurity has improved slightlgompared to the 2017 lean season. According to FSNMS data, the percentage of
households reporting severe hunger on the Household Hunger Scale (HH&3dtiasd in many areas between the lean
season and posharvest period (Figure 5). Despite the seasonal decline, households across the country continue to report
experiencing moderate or severe hungéurthermore over50 percent of the population repoet a poor Food Consumption
Score (FCS) in 56 counties, indicating both low consumption and a poor quality of diet.

Among SMART surveys conducted between September and December, the Global AcuteitMalf@®AM), as defined by
weight-for-height zscore (WHZ) wa¥/ NJA (BAMD(WHZX)>=15%) sevenof the 13 surveys: Abyei, Akobo West, Pibor,
Mayendit Kapoeta EastWau,and Akobo Eas6 dzNAy 3 (G KS &l YS Y2y (iK&a Ay wHnmd® D! a
SMART surveys. However, Pibor is the only county where a SMART survey was conducted during these months in both years
and the GAM (WHZ4yas 24.4 percent (21-81.8) in October 2016 and 26.8 percent (23182) in October 2017, showing
continued highlevels of acute malnutrition indicative of Emergency (IPC Phase 4). The number of children under five who
were severely malnourished was also very high in Abyei (SAM (WHZ) 5.9%), Akobo West (SAM (WHZ) 4.9%), and Pibor (SA
(WHZ) 8.0%). The ndrauma Cru@ Death Rate (CDR) was indicative of Crisis (IPC Phase 3) (GDR&)0rbAkobo West,

Pibor, and Mayendit and indicative of Emergency (IPC Phase 4) (CDR391if Panyir, Mvolo, Kapoeta East, and Ikotos.
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Figure 5. Percentage of households repimg severe hunger, 2017 lean seaslaft) versus2017/18post-harvest (right
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These results of available food security, nutrition, and mortality data all indptgistent Crisis (IPC Phase 3) and Emergency
(IPC Phase 4) outcomes during the postvest period, typically the most food secure time in South Sudan. 2017/18 is the
first postharvest period in which no counties are likely in Minimal (IPC Phase Iatindi year after year deterioration of
food security across South Sudémaddition to the fact that posharvest outcomes are severe, FSNMS data suggests that the
proportion of households iCrisis (IPC Phase 3) or woisdigherin some areashan atthe same time last year, prior to the
very extreme 2017 lean seasohhe most extreme outcomes exist in Greater Upper Nile, where humanitarian assistance is
preventing worse outcomes in many counties and Crisis (IPC Phase 3!) persists, though severebusities are in
Emergency (IPC Phase 4).

Assumptions

TheFebruaryto September2018most likely scenario is based on the following natideakl assumptions:

1 Despite thesigning of theCessation of Hostilities Agreement (CH@AY ongoing peace talksntermittent clashes
between Government forces and armed opposition groups are expecteddotinue throughout the outlook periogh
parts of Unity,Upper Nile, dnglei,Central Equatorigand Western Equatoridn Northern Bahr el Ghazal, Warrdpakes
and parts of Jonglginter-communal conflicts alsoexpected to persist

1 FRurther displacemenis likelydue to continued conflictand some householdsre likey to bedisplacel repeatedly Some
households who fled to neighboring countries are expectedetarn to their places of origiin South Sudan durindné
outlook period, though the number of households returning will be Idherefore, further net out-migration is expected.

1 Macroeconomic conditions are expectemremainvery poor and further deteriorate throughout the outlook peridde
to ongoing conflicrelated disruptions to oil production, trade, and otheconomic activitiesOil exports areexpected to
remainat current levels of 130,000 barrels per dapd the current account balance is expectediiolen to 12.7 percent
of GDP in 2018As a result, the SSP is expected to further depreciate against the USD.

f .FaSR 2y @®@graiedmic® proiectionscereal priceswill remainnear or below last yeay but well abovethe
five-year averag. For example, the retail price af kilogram ofsorghum in Jub#s projected to costhetween 60 and 80
SSP20-40 percent below last year, but 28D0 percent above the fivgear average.

1 Fish andwild foods are expected to be available at normal levels, though many households in eaffflated aeas will
face periodic restrictionto accessing these natural sourdesd.

1 Basal on forecasts by NOAA and UStBE8,March to May first rainy seasan Greater fuatoria and June to September
main rainy season in in Greater Bahr el Ghazal and Upper Nile aréobetiast to be above average with timely onsets.
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Higher than normal levels of flooding are expected [irProjected food security outcomes, February to May 2018
some areas. £
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1 Householdlevel production is also expected to be
below precrisis levelsand similar to, or slightly below,
last year CFSAM reports 201fer capita production
was similar ta®2016in 47 percentof counties andower
than 2016in 31 percentof counties it is expected the
trend in 2018 will be comparahléhis is driven by the —
assumption that conflict in many areas in 2018 will o
have similar scale of impact on cultivation as in 2017
However, in some areas, harvests will losver than in
2017 ashouseholds ability to engage in livelihood
activitiescontinues to erodeandthe presence of FAW| =~ . =~
causes some crop losses. e — ool
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1 Food @&sistance is assumed to continue in 201
according to2 Ct (hterim Country Strategic Plan
(ICSR) reaching roughly 2.5-3.3 million people per
month. Some conflictrelated disruptions to delivery
are expected though the large majority ofplanned
assistance is still likely to be deliverékhis ishasedon
past trends,which show assistance in confliffected
areas is occasionally disrupted but deliveries are similar
to planned levels over the long term.

'%rojected foodsecurity outcomes, June to September 2018

Most Likely Food Security Outcomes

Food security is expected to deterioratierough the peak
of the lean seasoin July as most householdsave already
depleted their food stocksand those who still have stocksg
are likely to depletestocksby March Many households will
continue to lack physical access to markébs purchase
food. Forthose whocan access markets, mosill only be
able to purchasel0-60 kilograms of cereal a month, based
on current terms of trade and the expectation that most
households are noaccessingvork every day of the month.
Thisis well below the approximatd 00 kilogams of cereal required monthly to meet the basic kilocalorie needs of a
household of seven people. Consequently, nmtomiseholds will rely primarily on wild foods and fifiough the availability of

these food sources will seasonally decline aedesswill also bevolatile due to expected conflicAccording to theecentIPC
analysis, W/ NR G A OF £ Q -30M)! levels cf dcidtedmalmugrition are expected in most counties throughout the lean
aSlaz2ys FyR W+SNEB / NRGAOFT Q noidlikely indl2edr,YMayerfylit, Bemk; and LoOgimh&k. Y I
Widespread Crisis (IPC Phase 3) and Emergency (IPC Phase 4) outcomes are likely through the peak of the lean season.

SourceFEWS NET

Food security is expected to improgemewhatin August and Septembén areaswhich harvestand with seasonally higher
availability of fish and wild foods. However, Crisis (IPC Phase 3) and Emergency (IPC Phase 4) outcomes are still expected
many areas¢ KS LINB Gl £t SyO0S 2F YIfydziNRGAZ2Y & X5%)in dorke| cBunties, thoddiiMe & S
YIye 20KSNAR Al gAft NBYFAY W NAGAOFT ©Q

Throughout the projection period, humanitarian assistance is likely to prevent more extreme outcomes in many counties of
Greater Upper Nile and Greater Bahr el Ghazal, and Crisis (IBE Bhé expectedDespite the continuation of assistance,
mosthouseholdswill continue toface food consumption gaps onlyminimally meet their food needs through unsustainable
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