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Programme Overview
Cash transfers to Syrian refugees

M 486,595 | Tk 671481

Transfer value
Case member / month

23 Jop 15 uon | 20 Jop

July - September 2018

WFP Food Security Indicators:

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

Numb'erofGFA Number of Syrian shortage
beneficiaries refugees in Jordan 32 USD 21USD 28 USD Livelihood-based coping strategies: Categorises the use of longer-term strategies to deal with food
(Sep. 2018) Extremely vulnerable | Vulnerable | +dailyin-kind bread | jnsecurity into stress-, crisis-, and emergency-levels.
Camp residents

Overview Demographics Coverage of the survey
® Throughits General Food Assistance (GFA) activity WFP provides monthly

unconditional cash assistance to Syrian refugees in host communities and Head of Zaatari camp

. : o . HHs Com. Pop. ) oed

camps throughout the Kingdom, with the objective to meet basic food needs 72% 79% Irbid Azraq camp

of the most vulnerable. 28% Male zil}p /M< \

A S }
® The cross-sectional Food Security Outcome Monitoring (FSOM)is conducted ' °2" Ll A = e s A

quarterly to measure food security trends and inform and assess, effects of A Amman HEAEERG, $ g

rogrammatic changes. > A Al Karak 3 = Al Maf
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® The samplingis representative at the level of four strata groups; vulnerable Average ) 3 Hy Zarga

L R T household size HHs have disabled o {320 o WU

and extremely vulnerable beneficiaries, beneficiaries residing in camps and members prisae: HHEHHHHN,

Syrian refugees not assisted by WFP. R pdHEERRRRHEG, Survey Coverage
Food consumption Eamba 88 Programme Coverage
® \WFP beneficiaries residing in camps report the highest level of ‘Acceptable’ FCS (87%), i i ,; i 12 3

followed by extremely vulnerable beneficiaries in host communities (80%). These figures are S
significantly higher compared to vulnerable beneficiaries (68%) and non-beneficiaries . .
(57%), and are reflective of access to services in camps and higher transfer values Food-based coping strategies
® Use of food consumption-based coping strategies to meet food needs are frequently used by b 8 ;%Zf
HHs in all strata groups - mainly resorting to less preferred/expensive commodities Less preferred/ expensive D 81%
QO 76%
® HHsinthe 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% ) O 41
‘Acceptable) | ON%, .
Borrow/help from others O 44%
® Male-and female-headed HHs reported similar food consumption-levels QO 51%
Food Consumption Score by strata group FCS by sex of HHH I O 40%
QO 47%
Male Female Fewer meals Q 52%
Extremely Non ° = O 53%
Camps vulnerable Vulnerable  poneficiary @ @
100% 100% I O 34%
. QO 46%
80% 80% Reduced meal size 0O 50%
68 % 57% O 51%

680% oo 80% 60% 13% 72%

40% 40% Less consumption : O 2%35%

% 31% for adults O, 31% A

20% it 20% — T 0 27% O 28% N

v [ 7% @ 3« . 8 iMMAP -
0% =2% - 4% @ 7% = 0% @ 6% ® 6% OCamps OExtremeI\/ O\/ulnerab\e ONon beneficiary
@ Acceptable Borderline @ Poor vulnerable Y




Livelihood Coping Strategy Index

Food and Non food expenditures™ montniy(Jop)

L-CSI by strata group L-CSI by sex of HH head

Male Female
Extremely Non s o
Camps  vulnerable Vulnerable beneficiary @ @
100% — @ g% - -7 ® 7 ® 7 ®
80% ——
60% ——

40% ——
54% )
50% 48% 41% 50%
20%
% 0, 0, o, 0,
4% 8% 7% 6%

. HH not adopting CS

@ CrisisCS @ Emergency CS

@ 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

Households with disabled members

Strata group (Mean) Food Share (Mean)- HH

63% 34%

. 32% . 32%
Camps Extremely vulnerable

Vulnerable Non beneficiary

39% 41%

Expenditure/Capita

Total

® Food NFI
Ca mps 85 o NFI Expenditure/Capita 00
Extremely vulnerable 103 e
Vulnerable 123 35 om» e 5
Non beneficiary 164

@® 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)

@ HHsinhost 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.

*in this section the unit of analysis is case level

Protection and AAP

@® 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.

L-CSlI by disability
No Yes

80% —l— W=

® The proportion of HHs with disabled members in camps is lower 609
than average (15%), indicating that access to services available for
disabled in camps not is a strong pull factor. 40%

@ HHs with disabled members are resorting to use of more severe 20%
coping mechanisms negatively affecting longer term
income-generating ability, such as reducing costs for e.g. 0%

medicine and education. @ HH not adopting CS
® Interms of food consumption and short-term coping

mechanisms, levels reported by HHs with disabled members are

‘ CrisisCS
similar to those of HHs without disabled members.

@ EmergencyCS

Protection issues related to WFP assistance ® Numbers reveal that WFP has work to

do with regards to beneficiary

Unfairly Treated Safety Problems Assistance Stolen communication - only 14% are aware

u ' how they were selected for
B 5 B assistance, reflecting a complex
8% 2% 1% targeting method, six out of ten (61%)

are aware about what their
entitlements are in terms of

assistance level and too few (43%)

Awareness regarding WFPs assistance expressed awareness about how to

How to contact contact WFP or WFP's hotline (35%)

Entitlement Whyselected WFPorcP ~ WFP Hotline

61% 14% { 43% ‘ 9%

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