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Programme Overview Transfer value

Food consumption 

July - September 2018

486,895 671,481 23 JOD
32 USD 21 USD 28 USD

Number of GFA 
beneficiaries

Number of Syrian 
refugees in Jordan

Extremely vulnerable(Sep. 2018) Vulnerable

15 JOD

Camp residents
+ daily in-kind bread

20 JOD

Case member / month

FCS by sex of HHH
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Overview
Through its General Food Assistance (GFA) activity WFP provides monthly 
unconditional cash assistance to Syrian refugees in host communities and 
camps throughout the Kingdom, with the objective to meet basic food needs 
of the most vulnerable. 

The cross-sectional Food Security Outcome Monitoring (FSOM) is conducted 
quarterly to measure food security trends and inform and assess, effects of 
programmatic changes. 

The sampling is representative at the level of four strata groups; vulnerable 
and extremely vulnerable beneficiaries, beneficiaries residing in camps and 
Syrian refugees not assisted by WFP. 

WFP beneficiaries residing in camps report the highest level of ‘Acceptable’ FCS (87%), 
followed by extremely vulnerable beneficiaries in host communities (80%). These figures are 
significantly higher compared to vulnerable beneficiaries (68%) and non-beneficiaries 
(57%), and are reflective of access to services in camps and higher transfer values

Use of food consumption-based coping strategies to meet food needs are frequently used by 
HHs in all strata groups – mainly resorting to less preferred/expensive commodities 

HHs in the governorate of Irbid drives up average figures (82% ‘Acceptable’ FCS), and are 
better able to meet food needs than HHs in other parts of the country, e.g. Amman (61% 
‘Acceptable) 

Male- and female-headed HHs reported similar food consumption-levels

Food Consumption Score: Assesses quantity and quality of food consumed seven days prior to survey
Food-based Coping Strategies: Looks at the utilisation of coping mechanisms to deal with food 
shortage
Livelihood-based coping strategies: Categorises the use of longer-term strategies to deal with food 
insecurity into stress-, crisis-, and emergency-levels.

Demographics
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1 in 5
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Food Consumption Score by strata group
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for adults

Food-based coping strategies
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WFP Food Security Indicators: 

Coverage of the survey

Al Mafraq

Azraq camp

Zaatari camp

Amman

Zarqa

Al Karak

Irbid

Survey Coverage

Programme Coverage

Cash transfers to Syrian refugees
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Total

Food Expenditure/Capita

Total 
NFI Expenditure/Capita

Food Share (Mean) - HHStrata group (Mean)

Food and Non food expenditures*

Households with disabled members

Livelihood Coping Strategy Index

Protection and AAP

A vast majority of HHs utilise coping mechanisms affecting their long-term 
income-generating abilities to meet food needs, such as reducing essential non-food 
expenditures (medicine, transportation etc.) – a strategy used by almost half of all HHs (48%) 

Female-headed HHs use more severe coping strategies compared to male-headed 

Beneficiaries in host communities are utilising ‘crisis’ or ‘emergency’ level coping strategies 
at alarming, and increasing, levels – indicating increasing difficulties to make ends meet 

9% of HHs reported withdrawing children from school, and 3% reported family members 
aged 16 or younger marrying as coping mechanisms

Overall one in five HHs have disabled members, of which a high 
proportion live in Irbid where one quarter (24%) of HHs include one 
disabled member and 10% two or three. The higher prevalence in 
Irbid does not correlate with age or sex of head of HHs which 
indicates that many disabled members are of working age.

The proportion of HHs with disabled members in camps is lower 
than average (15%), indicating that access to services available for 
disabled in camps not is a strong pull factor.

HHs with disabled members are resorting to use of more severe 
coping mechanisms negatively affecting longer term 
income-generating ability, such as reducing costs for e.g. 
medicine and education.

In terms of food consumption and short-term coping 
mechanisms, levels reported by HHs with disabled members are 
similar to those of HHs without disabled members.

The Food Expenditure Share (FES) indicator on economic vulnerability is similar across strata groups, 
with the exception of camps where the FES is less relevant due to limited income-generating activities 
and services such as shelter and education being free of charge

Male-headed HHs (124 JOD/month) have slightly higher total expenditure per capita than 
female-headed HHs (114 JOD/month)

HHs in host communities spend on average around one-third of their disposable income on food, which 
is below the economic vulnerability threshold of 50%. Around one in ten of host community HHs spend 
more than 50% on food – this is however likely to reflect high costs of living and deprioritisation of 
food, rather than good economic conditions.

The total monthly expenditure among host community HHs is negatively correlated with 
assistance-levels, meaning that HHs lower assistance-level per capita have higher expenditure, and 
indicating that HHs targeted as extremely vulnerable are more dependent on their assistance than 
vulnerable, and vulnerable more than non-beneficiaries.

Numbers reveal that WFP has work to 
do with regards to beneficiary 
communication – only 14% are aware 
how they were selected for 
assistance, reflecting a complex 
targeting method, six out of ten (61%) 
are aware about what their 
entitlements are in terms of 
assistance level and too few (43%) 
expressed awareness about how to 
contact WFP or WFP’s hotline (35%)

Very few protection-related issues are 
reported to redeeming assistance, but 
WFP works with patterns to 
strengthen proactive measures and 
referral mechanisms where needed.

L-CSI by strata group L-CSI by sex of HH head
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L-CSI by disability
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Protection issues related to WFP assistance 

Awareness regarding WFPs assistance

14%
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39%

*in this section the unit of analysis is case level


