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ExecutiveSummary

The main goal of this joimtvaluation, carried out under the umbrella of the Food Security Clusteraissess
the food security situation in Liberia, six months after thpidfood securityassessmentThe fieldwork has
been carriecbut in all the 15 counties of Liberia and results are representative at county level.

How many people are food insecure?

In Liberia food insecurity affecsbout 640,00 people, corresponding to 16 percent of the population.
Among these about 5200 households (2 percent) are severely food insecure.

Where dofood insecure households/e?

The most food insecure counties are
located in the south eastern part of the
country (Grand Kru33 percent; River Gee:
32 percent) and the North (Grand Cape
Mount (30 percent) and Bomi (30 percent) )
where the physical accesto market is a Mot D /(Jf} /‘"
constraint and the disruption of markets Hlonsetrado f
and reduced economic #icity due to Ebola T
measures havenot returned to pre-crisis
level.
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Who are the food insecure households?

The gverely food insecurbouseholds are characterized by:

)l
1

Household headvith none or very poor educational attainment

Very poor tygiene conditions 75 percent of them do not have an improved toilet and half of them
(53 percent) do not have access to improwithkablewater.

Limited food consumptiorin quantity and variety: dieis almost exclusively based on cereals, some
vegetables and oil.

Livdihood relying on hunting and gatheringn the forest, on irregular incomes such asasual
agricultural labor and oemployments in the mining sectorhey also rely more on having food in
exchange of work, a nesustainable food source, which has beendhit by the Ebola epidemic.
Lack oflivestock(cattle, small ruminants or poultry)

Limited or no rice/cassava stocleft.

Lossof incomecompared to the same period last year for 48 percent of households, mainly because
of lack of job opportunities andue to the old age of the family members.

High demand of credito purchase food53 percent)

The noderately food insecur@ouseholdsare characterized by

)l
)l
T

Limitedaccesdo improved toilets(69 percentlor improveddrinkingwater (45 percent).

Poor bod consumptionas animal protein intake and fruit are limited to one day per week.
Livelihood relyingon hunting and gatheringegetablesn the forest, and on irregular incomes such
as the unskilled casual agricultural labor, but as well orsthmport of family and friendsom within
the country.

Lack ofaccess to farming landrhose whdiave accestend to be smatkcale farmers.



1 41 percentof them experienced monthly income loscomparel to the same period last year,
mainly due to the lackf jobs and to the fear of contracting Ebola that pushed them to isolation.
1 Important demand for credit to buy food4 percenj.

Why are they food insecure?

Food insecurity in Liberia iffected by low agricultural production. Production levels of livestock, fisheries

and forestry products, as well as rice and cassava are insufficient to feed bulk of the population (CFSNS 2012).
Cereal importswill be short by 9MO00 tons needing supplemen domestic production and stocks for
consumption in 2015

Despite the food consumption has improved over the last yeaasy households including women, children
and elcerly peoplehad poor diets already prior to the Ebola outbreak, alegfofthe chroric difficulties in
accessing to markets and low-quality food utilization.

a2NB2@FSNE GKS 9062t Qa A hehative éffects\of thé dovithinmertt ReasuBsiarel y R
still lingering and affecting the population. Themporary closure of the markets, the impediment to
collective rural works at crucigimes of O N2 d¢rdivid, the rise of food pricesgoupled with the fear of
contracting the diseaseaontributed to the loss of jobs and incomédsavingan economic burden on most
vulnerable households.

Households have tried to overcome the reduced purchasing power and the poor food stocks left by putting
in place detrimental strategies, depleting their assets and eroding their liveliffodther.

Incomes have decreased for onlirtd of the households (35 percent) on average compared to the same
periodlast year (Januariylarch 2014), the two main reasons being the lack of jobs and the fear of contracting
Ebola.

41 percent of the households had cope with lack of food or money tuy food irthe seven days prior the
survey.

{ G2 01 Qa piRikdiic BaudeRoids to become increasingly dependent on market to cover their food
needs and for a longer period than usual. With a diminished purchasing power, houskheé&kroded
their livelihoods and will be even more vulnerable during the lean season.

What can be done to assist the food insecure households?

Considering the findirgpf this assessment it is recommendecdhe short termto:

T MSSG Y2al @dz y SrwhedidteSooKr2eatsitS &l@vithera 1@ overcome the incoming
lean season

1 CGontinue monitoring the food security situation closely, especially since the EVD has not been
eradicated yet

1 Assess markets functioning prido a possible food assistance in therrfo of cash, especially
considering the effects of the rainy season on the @aaibility.

1 Consider prioritizing Ebola affected households, without excluding those food insecure households
only indirectly affected.

1 Improve/redefine free food distributiom order to target the most food insecure households.



In the longer termit is recommended to:

1 Work closely with the Government and the partners of the FSC to include a solid early warning system
that would allow a sound preparedness for a rapid emayeresponse into the National Recovery
Plan.

1 Implement /reinforce a resilience building program to restore lives and livelihoods.

1 Integrate theHealth sectorsa key area for recovery that needs to be reinforced and linked to food
security, nutrition ad maternal health.

9 Consider reinforig school feeding programs, bo#ts a means of enabling families and communities
to get their children in school, and as a means of encouraging farmers to produce more food for sale,
G K2YS 3 Nhgayocafdeased feeding program.

It isalso recommendetb involve communities and local organizations in the response planmingrder to
consolidate confidence and trust in tleternal assistance.



1. Context,dustification andObjectives of theEvaluation

1.1 Context

Liberia is a low human development country, ranking 175 out of 187 countries in the Human Development
Index (HDI¥lassification of 2014with an averagdife expectancy of 60 years and less than four years school
attendancé.

The economy of the country mainiglieson miningsector, services, manufacturinéprestry andagriculture

the latter employingabout 70 percent of the labor forcdK S O2 dzy G NB Qa SO2y2Yeé A& Y
foreign investments and has the highest ratio of foreign direct investmerii¢éoGross Domestic Product
(GDRin the world, with US$16 billion in investment since 2006

According to the World Bank, the budkthe population (8%ercen) survives oress than 1.25 U&ollars a
day,52 percentof the populationbeingseverely poor antlving on less than half a W8llar a day. The total
dependency ratio is 8percent. Unemployment rates are also very significaite World Bank estimates
that 40 percent of men and 60 percent of women in Liberia lacked employment by December 2014.

Agriculture is characterized by one mahopping seasothat benefits of the rainfall oneshorter off season
and a lean season goingf June to Augustvhichcoincides with the peak of the rainy season.

Chartl: SeasondaCalendar
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Source: FEWSNet
The country is geographically and agriculturally divided intokimds of livelihood zones: the rice dominant

and the cassava dominant, both reflecting the fundamental ecological division between the coastal plain and
the elevation of the interior up to the borders with Guinea and Ivory Coast.

1HDI 2014, UNDMRitp://hdr.undp.org/en/data

2Source: iberian President: Government and Peopte Partners in Progres#frica Governance Initiativdanuary 27,
2011

3The dependency ratio relates the number of childrerl@years old) and older persons (65 years or over) to the
working-age population (1%4 years old)The greater the unemployed persons in a population, the higher is the ratio.

9
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Map 1: LivelihoodZones of Liberia

Bl LRO1 - Nerth-East Rice Intercropped with Cowpeas, Groundauts, and Paim Ol
B LRO2 - North and Central Rice with Cassava and Market Gardening
LRO3 - South-East Rico with Cassava
LRO4 - Coastal Plain Cassava with Rice and River Fishing
LROS - Coastal Fishing and Cassava
B LROS - Rico Intorcroppod and Forest Hunting
Il LRO7 - Piantan Cash Crop with Food Crops
I LROS - Rubber and Chaccoal with Food Crops.
Il LRO3 - Monrovia Peri-Urban: Petty Tade, Market Gardening, & Casual Employment

(] intematonal Boundaries ©  Capral
Regons +  Coes
Lokes

o 25 0 100 150 200 ‘

Source: FEWSNet

In May 2014 théebolaVirus Disease (EVD) crossied bordersfrom Guinea and quickly sprealgroughout

the country, affectingmore than 10500 people and claiming about 4,800 lives, mostly in the densely
populated areas such as Miserrado, Lofa, Bong and Nimbaunties Liberia isndeedthe most affected
country in terms of humatoss Thelimited infrastructure and healtBystem could not contaithe epidemic
from onset. Moreoverthe attack coincided with difficult periods of the year, particularly the rainy and lean
seasons, posing serious humanitarian nefeds June to November 2014 in the affected areas or quarantine
communities.To contain thespread of theepidemic the Governmentvas compelled to declare a State of
Emergency (SOE), which led to security restriction and curfew. Airlines suspended incominddiglets,
with the neighboring countriesvere closeduntil February 2015The Governmerforbade the consumption

of bush meatbannedall the public gatherings (including schoalsd marketswhich had to shut down,
imposed the curfewand quarantiné the most affected areas, preventiripe movement of farmers and
laborers as well as the supply of goads

This unprecedented Ebola outbreak haBected the social, political and economic fabric, while also
impacting the food security situatio@ne of the first consequences the outbreak a the economic sector

has been thewithdrawal of investors;this hasled to the reduction ofinternal flows of money, thus

K 2 dz& S kKegehuRsSEEbnomic growth has been impaired due to reduced income, shortage of supplies and
high prices of basic commoditieShe Central Bank of Liberia estimates that in March 2015 dkerall
inflation ratewas standingit 7,3 percent According to the World Bank, the 2014 real Gpé#wth estimatel

at 6 percent (due tcoearlier favorable international prices of Liberian commoditieshéwv estimated to
decline to 2,5 percenbr less by the end of the yeat;5 percert GDP in 2015 would have beerBercent

if the Ebola crisis had not impacted.

The agricultural sectdost employment capability and incom&he containment measures imposed by the
Government coupled with thefear of contracting the EVD and the stigma felt by the survivors, prevented
many famers to organize collectiveorks in the field, which is theommonfarming system in Liberidhe
aggregate food crop production in 2014 was estimated at 323.000 tonsit &yoercent lower than the one

1C



in 2013, including 174.000 tons of milled rice productiabhout 12 percent below 2013. In the counties of

Lofa and Margibi, which have been hard hit by Ebola, losses of paddy crop are estimated as high as 25
percent. Agricliural losses have increased the dependency on foreign markets while the price of imported
rice cthe preferred variety by consumergsemained higher than a year earlier in most markets, due mainly

to exchange rate depreciatién

Despite the mss bordetrade contributed immensely to commercial activitiehesehavealsodeclined due

to the Ebola quarantine measures

Todaydaily and weekly markets are open and functional, though they are operating at reduced levels
compared to April 2014 (FEWSNet, @8/2015). In fact thewre still recovering from the setback due the
closureand thesupplies of major commodities are low as a result of high transportatimts(FEWSNet).
Moreover, the demand by costumerkasreduced due taheir limited purchasing power.

A Food Security Cluster has been established in September 2014 to bring together national and international
humanitarian partners to improve the timeliness and impact of food security assistance forditeaked
communities.

Unfortunately, despite the country had been declared EHode at the beginning of Aprilin June 2015
health authorities have reported a new case and the epidemjetit contain.

1.2 Justification

As the people of Liberia move into a recovery phase, analysis of food security is crucial to infguidand
0§KS D2 @SNY Y Splaing probasisesd RabdYsecurity analysis provides a good understanding of
circumstances prevailing in the householdslamommunities most affected by the crisiad would allowa
comparison of the situation prior to the crisis, its effects on the population and impact on food security,
livelihoods and markets.

The Governmentsupported by the Food Security Clustéritiated this assessment to obtain holistic
information on the food security situation throughout Liberia, as well as to provide a reliable database that
will inform future programming and national strategic planning in the food security sector.

Moreover, findngsof previousassessmerstshow that the effects of EVD are complex dinalt the indirect

ones have also seriously affected an important share of the population.

1.3 Objectives
The main objective of thisurveyis to assess the food security situatiamLiberia six months after the last
food security survey.
Specific objectivesf the assessmersdre to:
i Estimate the number of food insecure rsmholds at national, county and district level,
1 Estimatethe proportion of households directly and/or indirectly impacted by the EVD,
1 Describe andnap the livelihoods of households directly andirectly affected by EV,D
i Estimate the extent to whicthe EVD has impacted agriculture production (staple crops, bekst
fishery), livelihoods, household foodcgity and markets,
Recommend posEVD recovery interventions to address food insecurity withgrl® months
1 Select baseline indicatorsrfaonitoring and early warningystem

=

4and® source: FAO/WFP Crop and Food Security Assesshnitesria, 17 December 2014.
https://www.wfp.org/content/liberia-fao-wfp-crop-andfood-securityassessmentiecember2014
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2. Methodology

Findings of this rapid assessment are based on the results of the primary data collection and adhbtsis.
possible results will beompared with those issued by the Comprehensive Food Security and Vulnerability
Analysis (CFSVA) carried out in 2@I@those from the Comprehensive Food Security and Nutrition Survey
(CFSNS) of 201®loreover, the results of the rapid food security assessment of Novembef @il nrich

this report.

2.1.Partnership

This rapid assessmeit the fruit of thejoint collaborationof the humanitarian actors in Liberia with the
Government bodies, in particular tidinistry of Agricultureand the Ministryof Finance and Development
Planning together with the LISGIS, théeria Institute of Statistics ar@ecInformation Services.

Under the umbrella of the Food Security Clustiie main partners of this assessmetiave been the
ACDIVOCA, Action Contre la Faim, AFRICARE,IFAD)nternational Medical Corps, Mercy Corpsthe
NorwegianRefugeeGouncil, OXFAM, Planhsria, Roject Concerninternational the Salvation ArmySave
the Childrenthe Welt HungerHilfe and the WFP

2.2 Sampling
Liberia is divided into fifteen countiewhich, in turn, are divided int®0 districts and further subdivided into
clans. Results of this survey are statistically representative at county level.

A multistage s$ratified random samplingpproach has been applied for this survéklie sampling frame was
stratified atcounty level plus Monrovia for a toal of 16 strataThen througha Probability Proportional to
Size (PPS) sampling, in which the selection probability for each element is set to be proportional to its size
measure 415 Enumeration Areas (EA) were selectddistrict level.Based on LISG)Sampling framea
total of 415 EAs were identifiedsing simple random sampling minimum of 15 households per EA was
further randomly selectedisingaweb-based randomizeapproach to getto the total numberof households
listed in each EA.

A total 0f 6.225 households have been selected in 136 distacid a total6.011 households have been
interviewed, reaching &8 percent response rateOne district in the SinoeCountyhas beerexcluded due
insecurityreasonsand two districts in Bongand River Geecountieshave beenexcluded due to mapping
errors.

Moreover,key informants i256 communitiehave beerinterviewed.

2.3 Training

A fiveday training for enumerators took place from 6 to 10 April 2@i5vVionroviaduring which 102
participants were trained in the administration of the data collection tools. The purpose of the training was
to familiarize the enumerators with the questionnaires, and ensure consistency of the data collection.
Enumerators were all expienced in the primary data collection, having worked in the past for the NGOs
partners and other organizationsThe training included a field test and practice sessions of the
questionnaires. Eighty trainees were selected for the data collection exebased on best performance

6 Joint Rapid Food Security Assessmbnpact of EVD oRood Security situation in Liberidovember 2014, data
collected between 27 September and 12 Octaber

12



during the pilot, participation in the classroom training and the result of a written f&atf membeis from
the MOA LISGIF;AO andVFP have carried out the training

2.4 DataQollection
Tenteams were created each of which consisted of one team leadesevehenumeratorsandtwo drivers,
with the support of overall eight supervisoensured the primary data collection. In eacht EA
a) one community interview was carried out with a maximumtef and minimum of three key
informants (i.e. groups/associations including women, youths, survivors of EVD, fsealth
agriculture extension workers etc.) and
b) 6,011questionnaires were administered with heads of damly selected households.
Fieldinterviewstook placefrom 27 April to 3 June in 15 counties.

2.5 Dataollection Tools

Enumeratorshave used smartphones/tabletéo collect the quantitative primary data, and usedh open
source data collection platformOpenData Kit-ODK)set up by WFPThe wse of the electronic devices has
saved time in processing and enhanced the quality of the data.

Two questionnaires have been used.

1) The first has iguired the household anfbcused on:

Demographics and Education
Household statuandlabormigration
Livelihoods and employment
Household assetsiccess to credit
Agricultureproduction
Income,expendituresand debts

Food sources and consumption
Shocksgoping strategieand assistance

= =4 -4 48 -4 —a -—a -2

2) The second questionnaire has besttdressed to key informantg communitylevel. It focused on:
1 Community assets and services
i External Assistance
1 Community poblems/priorities

2.6 DataEntry, Analysis andResultsValidation

The data has been automaticalntered thanks to the use of the smartphones/tabletd/FP and FAO
cleaned and analyzed the data with SR8Sboth in Monrovia and in Dakar. WFP took care of the report
redaction.

2.7 Limitations of the Assessment
Despite the many achievements of this evaluatisome limfations need to be highlighted. They mainly
concern the omparison with previous baseline surveyise CFSVA of 2010 and t6ESNS of 2012.

1) Seasonalitythe baseline survepf 2006 was carried oyust after the harvest of the main crop (paddy
rice), the2010 CFSVAvas carried out during the lean seasotine 2012CFSN8uring theharvest season

13



whereas this assessmetttok placethree months beforghe lean season. Given that food security follows a
seasonal pattern, this should be taken into accowhen comparing the findings

2) Indicators Most importantly,in the pastsurveysthe Food Consumption Score (F@&¥consideredhe
proxy indicatorof the food security, whereas in thassessmenthe FCS igombinedwith other two
indicators: the share off KS K 2 dZ&dsl Kxpdnditér€s over the total and the asselepletion. Asa
consequence, &rend of the food security cannot be outlined

3) Thresholds Moreover, the FCS thresholds of the 20CESNS8iffer from the actuabne, since they were:
0-24,5 (poor), 24,88 (borderline) and >38 (acceptable).

4) Representatieness Thesampling of thebaselinesurveysalsodiffer in size andepresentativenesgrom
this one

14



3. Results

3.1 FoodGonsumption
21 percentof households do not have access to an adequate diet

The food consumption has been measured throutle Food Consumption Scgran indicator that
represents the dietarnydiversity, energy, macro and micro content value of the food consumed by the
household in the seven days prior the suréy Liberia the cubff points to describe the food consumption
patterns are: 0-21: poor- 22-35: borderline- >35: acceptable

At ndional level, 5 percent of households have a poor food consumption, 16 percent have a borderline food
consumption and 79 percent have an acceptable food consumption score.

Chart2: Share of the Food Consumptiood®e
There aresignificant differences in the consumption of
animal protein and fruits between the poor and the
16% acceptable food consumption groups. The average diet of
households with a poor food consumption consists
primarily of cereals, vegetables and some oil. These
households consume no animal protein, pulses, fruits,
dairy nor sugar. Households with a borderline food
consumption differentiated themselves by consuming
meat and fruits on average one day per week. Households
with an acceptable consumption eat animal f@im on
= Poor Food consumption average six times per week, in addition to fruits and sugar.
Borderline food Consumption The counties with the highest prevalence of households
Acceptable Food Consumption with poor FCSare Grand Kru (1percen), River Gee (14
percend, Sinoe (12percen), Margibi (10percen) and Gbarpolu (1Qoerceni. Differences in food
consumption exisalsobetween theurbanand therural areas:households with a better (acceptable) food
consumption are more concentrated in the urban are83gercentvs74 percenj.

5%

79%

Compared to last year at the same period thamber of meals has decreased of about 16 petadrthe
Liberian households. Iparticular, 22 percent of the severefpod insecure had to dimish the number of
meals.

Food consumption has improved over the last yetranks to the efforts of the @&emment and its partners
in the food security field An indicative trenélshows that:

1 50 percentof the populationhad a poor and borderline food consumption2006

1 By 2010Qthis rate hageduced to41 percent

1 In 2012 the poor food consumptiohouseholds representetl8 percentof the population.

9 Today the households characterized by a poor food consumption constitute gleecentof

the population.

The householdsvith poorestfood consumptionlive out of irregular incomes and unk&d jobssuch as
rubber tapping casual labor, assistanfrem family/friends,as well as the palm oiine production and the
mining sector.

" For more information on the FCS methodology:
http://documents.wfp.org/stellent/groups/public/documents/manual_guide proced/wfp197216.pdf
8 Please, refer to th&imitations of the assessmesection for the liability of this comparison.
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3.2 FoodExpenditures
Food expenditures ardeyond65 percent of the total for one fourth of Liberian households

¢tKS &KINB 2F GKS F22R SELISYRAGIINS al 2 ASNR NI &KISG Ziia
economic vulnerabilitythe greater is the share of food expenses over the total, the more likely the
household is food insecure.

In Liberia25 percent of thehouseholds devote to food over 65 pertt of their total expenditures. Among
these 12 percent devote more than 75 percent of their total expenditures to food. Considering thitghe
agriculturalproductionhas beerlower thanthe previous onéby 8 percentthe market has become an even
more important source of foodor the poorest householddncreasing thig dependencyon price stability
and market functioning to ensure an adequate food consumption.

Tablel: Share oHousehold Eod Expendituresover Total Expenditures

Share of food expenditures over the tota %
Less than 50% 48
Between 50 and 65% 27

13
12
Total 100

Grand Kru, River Gee, Grand Cape Mount and Bomi aieotirgies where households have a greater share
of food expenditures over the total.

Chart3: Proportion ofH2 dza S KFadd E@efditure onTotal, perCounty
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3.3 Strategies

3.3.1FoodSrategies
41 percent of households did not have food or money to buy food the week before the survey,

average rCSI doubled ithree years

The Coping Strategy Index (EBla WFP indicator that analyses the frequency and severity of the coping
strategies employed by the households. The reduced (ESEl)inquires five detrimental alimentary
behaviorsadopted during the seven days prior the survey: the consumption ofgeserred and less
SELISYyardS F22R3Y (GKS 02NNRgAy3d 2F F22RI (GKS NBRAzOI
in favor of children and reduction ahe numbers ofmeals per day. The higher the score, the more frequent

and severdhese stategies are, therefiee the more vulnerabland food insecuréhe household is.

Forty-one percent of the households had to cope with lack of food or money to buy food in the seven days
prior the survey. The limited access to food is the main reason whgdimlds had to change their food
habits by recurring taletrimental mechanismsthe most common being eating less preferred and less
expensive foodCompared t02012 coping mechanisms are more frequentallthe counties If the national
average f+CShwas 3,5n 2012, today this value has doubled &6 for those using the coping strategiebhe
national average hides many differences at county level: in Grand Cape Mwmuwseholds were barely
changing their food patterin 2012, whereastoday their FCSI shows thegften recurto coping strategie§r-
CSI=7,4)0ther counties Wwere household$iad tomodify their food habitsto a great extent are Grand Kru,
Rivercess, River Gee, Bomi and Bong.

Chart4: ComparisorBetweenAverage fCSin 2012 and in 201&t RegionalLevel
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3.3.2(Non-food Related) LivelihoodSrategies

18 percent of households are using emergency coping strategies (mostly begging)

Ly 2NRSNJ (2 FaasSaa GKS aidlida 2F (KS K2dzaSK2f RaQ
following the severity of théehaviorsadopted visa-vis the family assetduring the thirty days prior the

interview.

9 For more details on the CSI methodology:
http://home.wfp.org/stellent/groups/public/documents/manual _quide proced/wfp211058.pdf
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Table2: Household®dopting Livelihood Copindtrategies

Adoption of strategies Share of
P ¢ households
No coping strategies 60%
Stress coping strategies 11%
Crisis coping strategies 11%
18%
Total 100%

In order to cope withack of moneyand meet the
basic food needs four households out of teave
recurred to norfood related strategies. OverallL8
percentof householdsused emergency strategies
(mostly begging)11l percent used crisis strategies
(such as reducing nofiood expenses and
withdrawing children from schoo8nd anotherl1
percent used stress strategiesich as borrowing
money/food or spending savingsr selling the
K 2 dza S K 2 f RlGbarianl hdusehalds do not
possess many assets and thdepletion put the

whole family at serious risk. As an example only 17 percent of the interviewed households had seeds at the
time of the survey. The agriculture tools such as the shovel, sickle, hoe and axe are only held in the 27, 10,
47 and 27 percent fothe cases, despite Liberians are mostly employed in the agricultural sector. Mobile
phone are also an asset that slightly more than half of the population own.

Table3: Possession dieeds atCounty Level

Bomi 7%
Bong 29%
Gbarpolu 23%
Grand Bassa 31%
Grand Cape Mount 16%
Grand Gedeh 18%
Grand Kru 22%
Lofa 32%
Margibi 5%
Maryland 18%
Rural Montserrado 4%
Nimba 34%
Rivercess 12%
River Gee 41%
Sinoe 13%
Greater Monrovia 1%
Liberiaaverage 17%

Households who have eroded their livelihoods by adopting detrimental strategies wilkrédneed coping
capacities and consequenttizey will havemore difficulties to overcome the lean seasdinot assisted.
Particular attention should be made to theunty of Bomi, where the doption of emergency coping
strategies is the highesdf the country. Herghe majority of households (53 percent) indicated a loss of
monthly income compared to Januakjarch 2014 This will be further discussed in the shockdisec
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3.4 Stateof Food Security

The stateof food security has been assessed using the Consolidated Approach for Reporting Indicators of
food security® (CARI), which classifies the households into four categories, from the most to the least food
ASO0dNBEd ¢KAa OflaaAFAOIGAZ2Y A& o0lFaSR 2y (KS OdzaNNB
the FCS) and on its ability to survive (measuredubh the share of food expenses on the total and through

the asset depletion indicator).

In Liberiafood insecurity affect$40000 people, corresponding t&6 percentof the population. Among
these about 5200householdg2 percent)are severely food secure.

Table4: CARConsole

Marginally | Moderately
Food secure Food Food
secure insecure
Current status Food Consumption Acceptable - Limit Poor
79% 16% 5%
oo on % somw e o7
0
Coping capacities total) 48% 2% 13% 12%
Asset depletion 5% 11% 11% 18%
Food security share | 4% 42% 14% !
National prevalence of food insecurity households 16%

Chart5: FoodSecurity Prevalence irrban andRural Areas

Rural householdshave ¢in proportion
more food insecure households than the
80% [—— 1 — urban ones This clearly reflects the
situation of povertyof the rural areas,
characterized by worse infrastructures
40% —— — — | and education performancand less job
20% I | opportunities. In addition, the rural
livelihoodshave probably suffered more
than the urban ones of theffects of the

100%

60% —— ———— —

0%

Rural Urban i i
Food Secure Marginally Food secure containment meeIISLIJI’eS imposed Dby the
Moderately Food Insecure m Severely Food Insecure Government to limit the spread of the

EVD.

Food insecurédmoderately and severelyjouseholds are more concentrated in the counties of River Gee,
Grand Kru, Grand Cape Mount, Bomi and Margibi. Here the food insecure households represent at least one
fourth of the population.The counties of Bomi, Rivercess and Grand Kru were alsndasdgood insecuréen

2012.

10 For more information on CARittps://resources.vam.wfp.org/sites/default/files/CARI%20Factsheet 2.pdf

19


https://resources.vam.wfp.org/sites/default/files/CARI%20Factsheet_2.pdf

Map 2: Moderate andsvereFood InsecurityDistribution atCounty Level
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Chart6: Household$ood Scurity Prevalence peCounty (%)
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However, m absolute terms the majority of the food insecyreoplelivein the counties of @ater Monrovia,
Margibi, BongNimbaand Grand Cape Mounwhichare more densely populated than the others aaldne
concentratehalf of the Liberianfood insecureeople Monroviaalone hosts about 2Bercent of the Liberian
population. Here 8 percent of the households are considered food insectniehwranslates into almost

100000 vulnerablgeople
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Chart7: Distribution ofModerately andssverelyFood InsecurePeople perCounty (Absolute
FHgures)
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3.4.1 Food&curity Groups

SeverelyFood Insecure

The ®verely food insecurbouseholds correspond only to 2 percent of the totaldin Bomi and Grand Kru
counties they reach 7 percent of the population.

T

=

First of all, these households are characterized by nongepr poor educational attainment by the
household headAbout 44 percent of these household heads have never received any form of
education, 5 pecent only have some prprimary education, 14 percent have a received a primary
education and 21 percent a secondary level education.

Hygiene conditions of these households are very bad: 75 percent of them do not haweraned
toilet and half of them(53 percent) do not have access to improvithkablewater.
Foodconsumptionof most of these households very limited in quantity and variety: it is almost
exclusively based on cereals, some vegetables and oil.

Typically these households rely on hunting and gatheeagsand fruits in the forest, of irregular
incomes such as casual agricultural latod of employments in the mining sector

They also rely more on having food in exchange of work, asnstaindle food sourcewhich has
been hard hit by the Ebola epidemic.

They do not owrany livestock (cattle, small ruminants or poultry)

Theyhave very limited (53 percent) or no rice stocks (40 percent)

Loss of income compared the same period last year for 48 percent of households, mainly because
of lack of job opportunities and due to the old age of the family membess.half of them (53
percent) the main reasoto ask forcreditis to buy food.

Moderately Food Insecure
These buseholdgepresentl4 percent of the total population nationwide angbto 29 percent in River Gee,
27 percent in Grand Cape Mount and 26 percent in both Margibi and Grand Kru counties.

1

Education of the household heads is still very poor, despite the level is higher compared to the
severely food insecure. About 37 percent of the household heads have never received any form of
education, 3 percent only have some gsgmary education, 27 grcent have a received a primary
education, 29 percent a secondary level education and 2 percent a vocational training.
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An important share of thee households (69 percent) denot have access to improved toilets or
improveddrinkingwater (45 percent)

They are only marginally able to meet the minimum food needs, and only with detrimental and
sometimes irreversible coping mechanisni®od consumptiorremains poor asanimal protein
intake and fruitare limited to oneday perweek.

Likewise the severelfipod insecure, thewlsotypicallyrely onthe hunting and gathering leafs and
fruits in the forest, and on irregular incomes such as the unskilled casual agricultural labor, but as
well on thesupportof family and friend$érom within the country. The asssment findings indicate
that these households also rely on food aid more often thathalbther groups.

The majority of these househol@S2 percent)do not have access to farming larichose whdave
accesgend to be smalkcale farmers.

41 percentexperienced a loss of monthlgomparel to the same period last year, mainly due to the
lack of jobs and to the fear of contracting Ebola that pushed them to isolation.

Among those who recurred to credit, 44 percent needed to purchase food.

Marginally Food Secure

These households represedi2 percent of the total and they are mostly concentrated in the countiéoafi
(55 percent), Grand Bassa (53 percent) and Gf2aapke Mount (51 percent). Particular attention should be
made to this group as it couldsily revert into the food insecure one.

T

The level of education of the heads increases with the food security: 31 percent of them have never
received any form of education, 4 percent only have someppimary education, 22 percent have
a received a primy education,30 perant a secondary level education, 6 percent a vocational
training and 7 percent have at least a university degree.

Hygienic conditions are bettethan the food insecure, howevemore than the half of these
households (57 percent) still do not have access to improved toilets and 39 pefddeim do not
have access to impveddrinkingwater.

Their food consumption iminimally adequate

Typical livelihoods of these househohis petty trade, skilled labor and cash crop production.
Likewise the moderately food insecuré] percenthave seen decreasinipeir monthly income
compared to last year for lack of job and fear of contracting Ebola.

If they have recurred to credit in éhpast three months, food purchase has been the main reason.

FoodSecure
The food secure households correspond to the 42 percent of the tatal, they main livan Greater
Monrovia and in the counties &@ong (53 percent) and Margibi (47 percent).

1

)l
)l

tKSaS K2dzaSK2f R&a akKz2g (GKS o0Said LISNF2NXIyOS
percent of them never received any form of education, 3 percent only have sompripnary
education, 20 percent have a received a primary education, 37 percenbaday level education,

7 percent a vocational training and even 14 percentehat/least a university degree.

Despite the hygienic conditions are better off compared to the other households, more than four
households out of ten (44 percent) do not haveiarproved toilet and30 percent annot rely on
improved drinkingvater.

Their food consumption is more adequate and the animal protein intake is generally more regular.
Theirincome derives mainly from trade, regular salaries or pension, remittances and transportation
business.
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1 Only 26 percenhave experiencetbss of income. Ae lack of job and the fear of contracting Ebola
beingthe main reasons.
1 Only 20 percent of those whrecurred to credit used it to purchase food.

Chart8: Livelihood andood Security

Shop-owner, commerce/trade
Rent/Pension/Remittance
Skilled labour/handicraft
Cash crop production
Charcoal production/sale of wood
Unskilled/casual labour non - agriculture
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Hunting/gathering/Fishing

Support from within the country
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Food Secure Marginally Food secure ® Moderately/Severly Food Insecure

Overall, there are no significant differencamong the foodsecuritygroups and therevalence of male and
female-headed householddowever, regarding their age a significant difference exists between the food
groups, as the severely food insecure have more often a household head aged between 60 and 79 years (18
percent of the cases) compared to the food secure ones (8 percent af)cdde moderately food insecure

and the marginally food secure have such a household head in the 13 and 12 percent of the cases
respectively.

3.4.2 FoodScurity andEbola

Households directly impacted by Ebola are more likely to be food insecure

Households directly impacted by EMih¢ suffered thdoss of adult family membetueto Ebola) are more
likely to be food insecurdt seems that Ebolhas especially impacted the marginally food secure grots
is not onlydue tothe negativeeffectsof the containment measures, but aléar the loss of laboforce and
income linked to it. Moreover, those familieave often received stigma awliscrimination, which translated
into less job opportunities, less aid from family andride and more genal isolation

Chart9: Impact of Ebola pefood Security Group
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Map 3: FoodSecurity and Ebol&ases
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