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Paris, November 2019

Image source: Reuters (https://www.reuters.com/article/us-france-protests-farmers/french-farmers-clog-highways-to-protest-at-agri-bashing
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Vacleuse, November 2014

Image source: The Atlantic (https://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/11/french-farmers-grow-angry/100847/)

https://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/11/french-farmers-grow-angry/100847/
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Toulouse, November 2014

https://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/11/french-farmers-grow-angry/100847/
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Marseilles, November 2014

https://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2014/11/french-farmers-grow-angry/100847/
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Petrograd, Russia, March 1917

Image source: https://www.history.com/this-day-in-history/february-revolution-begins
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Holodomor Memorial, Kiev, Ukraine



Holdomor
From the Ukrainian words hunger (hold) and extermination 
(more) 

A 1932-1933 man-made famine in Ukraine. 

Part of  a broader Soviet famine stemming from Stalin’s 1929 
decision to collectivize agriculture. 

This decision led to some armed peasant uprisings and 
deportation of  wealthier peasants (kulaks). 

Across USSR at least 5 million people died of  hunger from 
1931-4. 

3.9 million were Ukrainians. 

Not mentioned in USSR until 1986 

16 countries have recognized it as a genocide. 

Australia did so in 2003.
9
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Source: https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/05/20/food-price-spikes-and-social-unrest-the-dark-side-of-the-feds-crisis-fighting/
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Source: https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/05/20/food-price-spikes-and-social-unrest-the-dark-side-of-the-feds-crisis-fighting/



Today

I want to focus on potential and actual 
resource conflicts/disputes 
centering on land access and the 
food that can be grown (or grazed) on 
that land. 

Motivating question: How are food 
production and consumption linked to 
human security and conflict?
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13Image source: https://www.history.com/this-day-in-history/live-aid-concert



 I. Food security trends 

14Image source: https://archive.org/details/amrc_198912_cna_00990_031
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Source: http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/
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Source: FAO 2020 report: page 4

PART 1 FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION AROUND THE WORLD IN 2020

The assessment benefits from important updates 
for several populous countries. In particular, 
newly accessible data for China made it possible 
to update estimates of inequalities in dietary 
energy consumption in the country. This has in 
turn allowed us to revise the entire prevalence of 
undernourishment (PoU) series for the country 
back to 2000, and by extension to estimate hunger 
in the world with greater accuracy (see Box 1).

The report presents an assessment through 2019 
based on the data that was available in March 
2020, just before the COVID-19 pandemic began 
to take hold. The challenge of eradicating hunger 
and ensuring access to safe and nutritious 
food for all now appears to be more daunting. 
The figures and projections reported in this 
section and in Section 1.2 provide a picture 
of how food insecurity and malnutrition in 
the world would have evolved had COVID-19 
not appeared. In this sense, it is an important 
assessment to be used as a baseline against 
which to evaluate the impact of the pandemic on 
food security and nutrition.

SDG Indicator 2.1.1 
Prevalence of undernourishment (PoU)
The three most recent editions of this 
report already presented evidence that the 
decades-long decline in hunger in the world, 
as measured using the PoU, had unfortunately 
ended. Additional evidence and several 
important data updates, including a revision 
of the entire PoU series for China (see Boxes 1 
and 2), show that almost 690 million people in 
the world (8.9 percent of the world population) 
are estimated to have been undernourished 
in 2019 (Figure 1, Tables 1 and 2). Revision in light 
of the new data, which results in a parallel 
downward shift of the entire global PoU series, 
confirms the conclusion of past editions of 
this report: the number of people affected 
by hunger in the world continues to increase 
slowly. This trend started in 2014 and extends 
to 2019. There are nearly 60 million more 
undernourished people now than in 2014, 
when the prevalence was 8.6 percent – up by 
10 million people between 2018 and 2019. 

FIGURE 1
THE NUMBER OF UNDERNOURISHED PEOPLE IN THE WORLD CONTINUED TO INCREASE IN 2019. 
IF RECENT TRENDS ARE NOT REVERSED, THE SDG 2.1 ZERO HUNGER TARGET WILL NOT BE MET

NOTES: Projected values in the figure are illustrated by dotted lines and empty circles. The shaded area represents projections for the longer period from 2019 to the 2030 target year. 
The entire series was carefully revised to reflect new information made available since the publication of the last edition of the report; it replaces all series published previously.  
* See Box 2 for a description of the projection method. ** Projections to 2030 do not consider the potential impact of the COVID-19 pandemic.
SOURCE: FAO.
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Countries can have both 
overweight and underweight 
children. 

Reversals most noticeable in 
areas of  conflict and conflict in 
areas of  droughts and floods. 

2019–38 million children were 
overweight. 

FOOD SECURITY  
AND NUTRITION 
IN THE WORLD

THE STATE OF 

TRANSFORMING FOOD SYSTEMS 
FOR AFFORDABLE HEALTHY DIETS
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THE STATE OF FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION IN THE WORLD 2020

or severe) has consistently increased at the 
global level since 2014 (Figure 7), mostly because 
of the increase in moderate food insecurity. 

Figure 7 shows also that the prevalence of food 
insecurity (moderate or severe) is still on an 
upward trend in Africa. This is explained 
by the increase in the sub-Saharan region. 
Although Africa is where the highest levels 
of total food insecurity are observed, it is 
in Latin America and the Caribbean where 
food insecurity is rising the fastest: from 
22.9 percent in 2014 to 31.7 percent in 2019, 
due to a sharp increase in South America 
( Table 3). In Asia, the percentage of people 
exposed to moderate or severe food insecurity 
remained stable from 2014 to 2016, then 
started increasing from 2017 on. The increase 

is concentrated in Southern Asia where the 
total prevalence of food insecurity increased 
from less than 30 percent in 2017 to more than 
36 percent in 2019. 

The global crisis induced by the COVID-19 
pandemic will certainly bring these figures to 
much higher levels, even in regions of the world 
like Northern America and Europe, which have 
traditionally been more food secure.

Figure 8 shows that today, out of the 2 billion 
people suffering from food insecurity, 1.03 billion 
are in Asia, 675 million in Africa, 205 million in 
Latin America and the Caribbean, 88 million in 
Northern America and Europe and 5.9 million 
in Oceania. 

NOTES: Number of food insecure/not food insecure people in millions.
SOURCE: FAO.

FIGURE 8
OVER HALF OF THE PEOPLE AFFECTED BY MODERATE OR SEVERE FOOD INSECURITY  
IN THE WORLD LIVE IN ASIA AND MORE THAN ONE-THIRD LIVE IN AFRICA
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PART 1 FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION AROUND THE WORLD IN 2019

NOTES: * Projected values, illustrated by dotted lines and empty circles.
SOURCE: FAO.

FIGURE 2
UNDERNOURISHMENT IS RISING RAPIDLY IN WESTERN AFRICA
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FIGURE 3
UNDERNOURISHMENT INCREASES SHARPLY IN COUNTRIES AFFECTED BY CONFLICT  
IN SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA
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THE STATE OF FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION IN THE WORLD 2019

NOTES: * 2018 estimates in the 2016–2018 three-year averages are projected values.
SOURCE: FAO.

FIGURE 8
THE BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF VENEZUELA SHOWS A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE  
IN THE PREVALENCE OF UNDERNOURISHMENT IN RECENT YEARS
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FIGURE 7
INCREASING UNDERNOURISHMENT IN SOUTH AMERICAN COUNTRIES IS PUTTING 
UPWARD PRESSURE ON THE LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN REGIONAL AVERAGE
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Source: FAO 2020 report: 25

THE STATE OF FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION IN THE WORLD 2020

NOTES: The shaded area represents the margins of error around the estimates. Latin America is presented rather than Latin America and the Caribbean due to lack  
of data for the Caribbean.
SOURCE: FAO.

FIGURE 9
GLOBALLY AND IN EVERY REGION, THE PREVALENCE OF FOOD INSECURITY IS 
SLIGHTLY HIGHER IN WOMEN THAN IN MEN
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THE STATE OF FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION IN THE WORLD 2020

NOTES: The shaded area represents the margins of error around the estimates. Latin America is presented rather than Latin America and the Caribbean due to lack  
of data for the Caribbean.
SOURCE: FAO.

FIGURE 9
GLOBALLY AND IN EVERY REGION, THE PREVALENCE OF FOOD INSECURITY IS 
SLIGHTLY HIGHER IN WOMEN THAN IN MEN
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Gender effects vary by region
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PART 2 CONFLICT, FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION: THE IMPERATIVE OF SUSTAINABLE PEACE

Number of undernourished people 2016 Prevalence of undernourishment (unweighted)Prevalence of undernourishment (weighted)
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NOTES: Prevalence and number of undernourished people in low- and middle-income countries with and without conflict, 2016.  
See Annex 2 (p. 102) for the list of countries affected by conflict, and for definitions.
SOURCE: UCDP for classification of countries affected and not affected by conflict; FAO for data on prevalence of undernourishment.

NOTES: Prevalence and number of stunted children in low- and middle-income countries with and without conflict, 2016.  
See Annex 2 (p. 102) for the list of countries affected by conflict, and for definitions. Region aggregates were calculated by population-weighting 
the latest available survey data (from 2010 to 2016); data were available for more than 50 percent of population in each region.
SOURCES: UCDP for classification of countries affected and not affected by conflict; WHO, UNICEF and World Bank Group Joint Child Malnutrition 
Estimates data set, 2017 edition, for prevalence of child stunting; UNDESA Population Division for population of children under five years in 2016. 

FIGURE 14
THE MAJORITY OF CHRONICALLY FOOD-INSECURE PEOPLE LIVE IN COUNTRIES AFFECTED BY 
CONFLICT

FIGURE 15
THE MAJORITY OF STUNTED CHILDREN UNDER FIVE YEARS LIVE IN COUNTRIES AFFECTED BY 
CONFLICT

| 36 |

Source: FAO 2017 report: 36
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GLOBAL FOOD SECURITY INDEX 2019
Strengthening food systems and the environment 
through innovation and investment

Supported by
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Source: http://foodsecurityindex.eiu.com/Country

Global Food Security Index 2019
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Global Food Security Index 2018
Building resilience in the face of rising food-security risks

© The Economist Intelligence Unit Limited 20188

of risks and resilience when making decisions 
about policies, investments and interventions. 
Recognising the unique characteristics of each 
country and the interrelated physical, social and 
economic dynamics that shape its vulnerability to 
diverse food-security risks is important for 
co-ordinated and collaborative e!orts to build 
resilience.

z This report begins with the physical resources 
that support food systems—fertile land, fresh 
water and the oceans—and describes current 
challenges and concerns with regard to 
resource availability and quality. 

z We then explore how a range of climate change, 
financial, political and social, and trade and 
supply chain risks (those captured within the 
GFSI) are a!ecting food security. 

z The overall goal is to capture both the specific 
risks for food systems—fertile land, fresh water 
and the oceans—and the cross-cutting risks that 
underlie them. Many of these risks are highly 
interrelated. For example, conflict often causes 
food prices to rise, and rising food prices can 
cause social unrest and political instability. 
Climate change impacts contribute to financial 
and supply chain risks, as well as to physical and 
political conflicts.

z Throughout the report, we also include 
recommendations to strengthen resilience, 
identifying measures that can build resilience of 
land, water and ocean resources and mitigate 
the four categories of risk set out in the graphic 
below.

Fertile land, fresh water and the oceans are under threat from a range of cross-cutting 
and often interconnected risks, with a significant impact on global food security. 

Climate and natural
resource risk Financial risk

Trade and supply
chain risk 

Political and 
social risk

By understanding these risks (for example, their causes, e!ects and interconnections), 
insights can be developed into how to alleviate them and build resilience in ways that 
reduce disruption and speed recovery, thereby supporting global food security.
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Source: Economist Intelligence Unit. 2018. Global Food Security Index 2018: 8.
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Global Food Security Index 2018
Building resilience in the face of rising food-security risks

© The Economist Intelligence Unit Limited 20185

What is the Global Food Security Index (GFSI)?
The Economist Intelligence Unit’s Global Food Security Index (GFSI), sponsored by Corteva 
Agriscience, the Agriculture Division of DowDuPont, provides a common framework for 
understanding the root causes of food insecurity by looking at the dynamics of food systems around 
the world. It seeks to answer the central question: How food-secure is a country? Food security is a 
complex, multifaceted issue influenced by culture, environment and geographic location. While the 
index does not capture intra-country nuances, by distilling major food security themes down to their 
core elements it provides a useful approach to understanding the risks to food security in countries, 
regions and around the world.  

By creating a common framework against which to benchmark a country’s food security, the GFSI 
has created a country-level food-security measurement tool that addresses the issues of a!ordability, 
availability, and quality and safety in 113 countries around the world. Since its inception, the GFSI has 
become a policy benchmark for governments and a country diagnostic tool for investment. Non-
governmental organisations, multilaterals and academia have turned to the GFSI as a research tool to 
identify key countries in which to focus advocacy e!orts for food-security policy changes and 
developments. The private sector uses the tool as a launch pad to make strategic decisions, explore 
food consumption trends and develop corporate social responsibility initiatives.

z After maintaining the top spot between 
2012 and 2016 and falling to second in 2017, 
the US has now dropped to third. The fall in 
its ranking reflects a slower rate of 
improvement than that achieved by some of its 
peers, rather than any deterioration in its score. 
However, the (relatively modest) gains that the 
US has made are at risk due to a polarised 
political environment and rising protectionist 
sentiment. 

z As the economic crisis in Venezuela 
continues, the country’s food-security 
situation has become critical. Venezuela’s 
food-security score has declined more than any 
other country’s since 2012, demonstrating the 
significant impact that political and economic 
insecurity has on a country’s food security: GDP 
per capita has fallen by nearly 30% during this 
period. The collapsing economy has had a 
significant impact on the health of Venezuela’s 
population, with children especially a!ected.

z Slovakia has overtaken Denmark as the 
top-ranking country in the Natural 
Resources & Resilience category. Its 
innovations in resilience mechanisms are of 
particular interest, with an early-warning 
mechanism for climate risks and a water 
valuation programme to prevent and mitigate 
drought. New approaches will need to be 
developed and implemented around the globe to 
ensure food security amid the rising prevalence 
of climate risks, and smaller countries are already 
playing an important role in innovative 
approaches to climate risk mitigation. 
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Global food security index 2016  An annual measure of the state of global food security

enough to pay for the changes.12 With incomes 
rising and the rush to the cities slowing, in 2016 
urban absorption capacity has improved in 108 
out of 113 countries (it has declined in five and 
is unchanged in Sri Lanka). 

Volatility of agricultural production is largely 
independent of the level of development; in 
other words, countries in all income groups and 
regions experience large swings in agricultural 
output. In 2016, Asia & Pacific displaces North 
America as the region with the most stable 
agricultural production. Central & South America 
comes third, followed by the GCC countries, 
Sub-Saharan Africa, and the Middle East and 
North Africa. The region that experiences the 
biggest swings in agricultural output, Europe, is 
among those best equipped to absorb them, as 
fairly high personal incomes and development 
levels counterbalance production volatility. 

A country’s ability to avoid food insecurity is 
closely linked to political factors, and especially 
the type of political system. The countries with the 
lowest scores in the Availability category are 
almost all flawed democracies, one-party states or 
authoritarian governments. The findings are 
consistent with the hypothesis of a Nobel Prize-

12 The big improvements in 2016 are in part the result of a statistical effect. To 
calculate urban absorption capacity, our model uses GDP growth in 2014-16—a 
period of accelerating growth. The latest available data on urbanisation, 
however, cover 2012 14—a period of slowing urbanisation.

winning economist, Amartya Sen, that regime type 
is what matters in terms of political responsiveness 
to the threat of famine and that “there has never 
been a famine in a functioning multiparty 
democracy”.13 Professor Sen argues that regular 
free and fair elections, independent courts and 
legislatures, the media and civil society all work to 
uphold the basic rights of citizens, including the 
right to food. Our data may serve as a reminder 
that, while market and production failures can lead 
to food insecurity, often institutional failures—and 
notably the lack of broad-based, accountable 
governance—are its main cause. 

Food availability and political instability are 
closely related. The 40 countries at the bottom 
of the Availability category are prone to political 
instability and the overthrow of their 
governments. Nearly one-half of them were 
among the 40 countries most likely to experience 
a coup d’état in 2015 according to a ranking of 
coup risk14 by Jay Ulfelder, an American political 
scientist who specialises in forecasting political 
development and instability. 

13 Amartya Sen. (2001). Development as Freedom. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 
cited in Thomas Plümper and Eric Neumayer, “Famine Mortality, Rational 
Political Inactivity, and International Food Aid”, in World Development Vol. 37, 
No. 1, pp. 50-61, 2009, URL: http://www.lse.ac.uk/
geographyAndEnvironment/whosWho/profiles/neumayer/pdf/
Faminemortality.pdf

14 “Statistical Assessments of Coup Risk for 2015”. Available at https://
dartthrowingchimp.wordpress.com/2015/01/17/statistical-assessments-of-
coup-risk-for-2015/

Availability v EIU Democracy Index
Correlation (x,y) 0.72

Source: Economist Intelligence Unit
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Source: Economist Intelligence Unit. 2016. Global Food Security Index 2016: 18.

Democracy increases food affordability
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Strengthening food systems and the environment through innovation and investment
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Rank Country

Score / 
100

Rank 
change

1 Ireland 77.9 +1
2 Finland 77.5 +3
3 Switzerland 77.3 +1
4 Sweden 76.9 +3
5 Norway 76.5 0
6 Denmark 75.7 +8
7 United States 75.6 -4
8 Austria 75.5 +2

=9 Canada 75.3 -1
=9 Netherlands 75.3 0

11 Germany 75.1 0
12 Singapore 74.8 -11
13 France 74.0 +3
14 New Zealand 73.7 +5
15 Belgium 73.2 0
16 Australia 72.3 -4
17 United Kingdom 71.9 0
18 Portugal 71.0 +2
19 Qatar 70.8 -6
20 Japan 70.5 +1
21 Poland 69.9 +3

=22 Italy 69.1 +1
=22 Spain 69.1 +3

24 Czech Republic 68.6 +8
25 Israel 68.1 -7
26 Chile 68.0 -1
27 Uruguay 67.6 +6
28 Hungary 67.2 +6
29 Greece 66.9 +2
30 United Arab Emirates 65.8 -9
31 Kuwait 65.7 -4
32 South Korea 65.5 -3
33 Malaysia 65.1 -5
34 Romania 64.3 +4
35 Slovakia 63.7 +12
36 Russia 63.6 +6
37 Saudi Arabia 63.3 -7
38 Belarus 63.1 -2

Rank Country

Score / 
100

Rank 
change

=39 Argentina 62.9 -2
=39 China 62.9 -4
=41 Costa Rica 62.8 -2
=41 Turkey 62.8 0

43 Brazil 62.3 -4
44 Colombia 61.8 -1
45 Kazakhstan 61.1 +3
46 Mexico 60.9 -3
47 Bulgaria 60.5 +4
48 Panama 60.0 -3
49 South Africa 59.0 -1
50 Oman 58.8 -4
51 Thailand 58.4 +1
52 Egypt 57.9 +3
53 Botswana 57.1 +4
54 Serbia 56.9 +5
55 Azerbaijan 56.7 -2
56 Bahrain 56.4 -6
57 Vietnam 56.2 -3
58 Ghana 55.4 +1
59 Dominican Republic 55.2 -3
60 Morocco 54.6 -1
61 Peru 54.5 -3
62 El Salvador 54.2 +5
63 Jordan 54.1 +1
64 Ecuador 53.8 -1
65 Indonesia 53.3 -3
66 Guatemala 53.0 +2
67 Sri Lanka 52.9 -1
68 Uzbekistan 52.7 +3

=69 Myanmar 52.5 +8
=69 Tunisia 52.5 0

71 Honduras 52.4 +2
72 Philippines 52.2 -8
73 Algeria 52.1 -3
74 Paraguay 51.9 0
75 Bolivia 51.3 0
76 India 51.1 -4

Rank Country

Score / 
100

Rank 
change

77 Ukraine 51.0 -1
78 Pakistan 50.7 0
79 Mali 49.1 +1
80 Nepal 49.0 -1
81 Nicaragua 48.4 +1
82 Senegal 48.2 -1
83 Cote d’Ivoire 48.0 +1
84 Bangladesh 46.6 -1
85 Niger 45.7 +4
86 Burkina Faso 45.4 +1

=87 Kenya 44.4 -1
=87 Laos 44.4 +5
=89 Benin 43.9 -4
=89 Cameroon 43.9 -1

91 Rwanda 43.7 +4
92 Cambodia 43.6 -2
93 Ethiopia 43.2 -2
94 Nigeria 43.0 0
95 Tanzania 42.6 +1
96 Uganda 42.2 +2
97 Tajikistan 41.7 -4
98 Guinea 40.7 -1
99 Sudan 40.2 0

=100 Angola 40.1 0
=100 Zambia 40.1 +1
=102 Malawi 39.2 +2
=102 Togo 39.2 0

104 Haiti 38.2 -1
105 Mozambique 36.1 0
106 Sierra Leone 34.1 0
107 Madagascar 33.8 +1
108 Syria 33.1 -1
109 Chad 32.6 0
110 Burundi 31.2 +2
111 Congo (Dem. Rep.) 30.8 -1
112 Yemen 30.3 -1
113 Venezuela 28.2 0

2019 adjusted overall GFSI score 
Overall GFSI score adjusted by the Natural Resources & Resilience overall score (0-100 where 100 = most favourable)
 Q Rise in ranking         Q Decline in ranking

29Source: Economist Intelligence Unit. 2019. Global Food Security Index 20119: 33.



• Between 2015-6 more countries 
saw scores for national 
nutritional standards decline 
rather than improve. 

• 35 of  40 most food secure 
countries in 2016 are coastal. 

• Political instability exacerbates 
food insecurity. 
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school feeding programmes and food assistance 
to vulnerable people displaced by armed 
conflict.5  

There is plenty of potential in improving 
countries’ access to agricultural credit. More 
than one-half of the 113 countries covered by 
the GFSI lack broad farmer finance or well-
developed multilateral farmer-finance 
programmes. In eight countries, farmers have 
virtually no access to government or multilateral 
farmer-financing programmes, while in another 
26 such access is very limited. There are only four 
non-high-income countries—Belarus, Brazil, 
Bulgaria and Romania—that provide deep and 
broad finance for their farmers. Ecuador, Chile 
and Belarus have experienced improvements in 
2016. Belarus is channelling significant 
resources from its national budget into credit to 
agriculture: according to the FAO, agricultural 

5 UN World Food Programme (WFP). (2015). “10 Facts About Hunger In 
Myanmar”. Available at https://www.wfp.org/stories/10-facts-about-hunger-
myanmar WFP. (2012). “WFP in Myanmar: Looking forward 2013-2017”. 
Available at http://www.themimu.info/sites/themimu.info/files/documents/
RefDoc_UNMyanmar_WFP_Looking%20Forward%20(2013-2017).pdf

credit makes up over 20% of total credit made 
available in the budget in Belarus, the third-
highest of the 90 countries that provide such 
data. Chile is another country in which market-
oriented farmers are no longer credit-
constrained, and is among the 36 countries with 
deep farm finance. 

The GFSI also includes an indicator that adds 
perspective on the cost of food in each country. 
The agricultural import tariff is measured as the 
average applied most-favoured nation (MFN) 
rate on all agricultural imports. Higher tariff 
rates can hurt food security by raising the price 
of both domestically sourced and imported food. 
Trade policy affects affordability of food, but its 
direction—liberalisation or protectionism—is not 
a function of economic development. For 
example, Egypt applies a tariff rate of 60% while 
Norway and South Korea, both high-income 

Agricultural import tariffs
Top ten highest and lowest tariff rates

Overall food 
security environment

Best environment

Good environment

Moderate environment

Needs improvement

Source: Economist Intelligence Unit; World Trade Organisation.
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Between 1990 and 2015, production dropped in much of  Australia's Wheat Belt due to drier than average conditions.  
The areas that disappear from this map are those where output dropped 50 percent or more.

Source: Hochman, Gobbett, &amp; Horan, Global Change Biology, 2017. Graphic by Katie Peek.

https://e360.yale.edu/features/redrawing-the-map-how-the-worlds-climate-zones-are-shifting
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BOX 7
(CONTINUED)

SOUTH SUDAN – MARKED INCREASE IN ACUTE FOOD INSECURITY AFTER THE CRISIS
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NOTE: The final boundary between the Republic of the Sudan and the Republic of South Sudan has not yet been determined. 
Final status of the Abyei area has not yet been determined.
SOURCE: South Sudan IPC Technical Working Group (TWG), IPC Analysis 2013, 2017.
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PART 2 CONFLICT, FOOD SECURITY AND NUTRITION: THE IMPERATIVE OF SUSTAINABLE PEACE

Rather than one single impact, conf lict tends to 
create multiple, compounding and simultaneous 
outcomes, the complexity of which must be fully 
understood and recognized when designing 
programme and policy responses. For example, 
conf lict can lead to economic and price impacts 
that reduce household food access and may also 
constrain people’s mobility, thereby limiting 
household access to food, health services and 
safe water, and leading to an increased 
incidence of disease and in some cases increased 
mortality. Short-term, sector-specific 
approaches that address only one problem are 
therefore unlikely to be effective. Two case 
studies presented in this section from South 
Sudan (Box 7) and Yemen (Box 8) provide examples 
of how conf lict leads to compounding impacts 
on food security and nutrition. Mitigating these 
impacts and strengthening resilience would 
require more multisector programming, forming 
part of holistic development approaches beyond 
immediate humanitarian aid (see section 
“The role of food security and nutrition in 
sustaining peace”, p. 60).

The impact of conf lict on food security and 
nutrition is highly context-specific and 
dependent on the vulnerability of livelihoods as 
well as on the nature of the conf lict. However, 
there are some common traits across conf lict 
situations in terms of how they affect 
livelihoods and food security, a proper 
understanding of which is essential for defining 
adequate mitigation and prevention responses.

Impacts on economic production, trade, and 
public finances 
Conflict and civil insecurity can wreak havoc on 
economic production and growth, which is 
detrimental to food security and nutrition not 
only in that it challenges the availability of and 
access to food, but also because it presents 
diff iculties in terms of health and nutrition. 
Conflicts can cause deep economic recessions, 
drive up inf lation and erode fiscal f inances, 
affecting livelihoods and undermining response 
capacities (for example by disrupting social 
protection and health care). 

TABLE 4
CONFLICT AND CLIMATE-RELATED SHOCKS ASSOCIATED WITH FOOD CRISIS SITUATIONS IN 2016

Country Main climate/weather adverse effect on food security Number of food-insecure people  
(IPC/CH phase 3+) in millions

Afghanistan Floods, landslides in winter; drought in Ghor province 8.5

Burundi El Niño phenomenon 2.3

Central African Republic Localized floods 2.0

Democratic Republic of 
the Congo El Niño phenomenon 5.9

Iraq* Drought 1.5

Somalia El Niño-related drought 2.9

South Sudan Drought and floods 4.9

Sudan El Niño phenomenon 4.4

Syrian Arab Republic* Drought in Aleppo, Idlib and Homs 7.0

Yemen Flooding, heavy rains and tropical cyclones 14.1

Total 53.5

NOTE: Figures for food-insecure populations for countries indicated with an asterisk are reported by the government, Food Security Cluster (HNO or HRP)  
or WFP-CARI; figures for South Sudan and Somalia refer to IPC analyses conducted in January and February 2017, using data from 2016.
SOURCE: Food Security Information Network (FSIN). 2017. Global Report on Food Crises 2017. Rome.

| 40 |
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Climate change and extreme weather events
Climate-related events can increase food 
insecurity, in terms of both availability and 
access, through a number of channels. Drought is 
a special case as it diminishes livestock and 
agricultural productivity, thus expanding the 
pool of potential combatants and giving rise to 
more broadly held grievances.111 A severe drought 
tends to threaten local food security and 
aggravate humanitarian conditions generally 
speaking, which in turn can trigger large-scale 
human displacement and create a breeding 
ground for igniting or prolonging conf licts.112 
A recent study found that as drought intensifies 
and is prolonged, the likelihood of conf lict 
increases significantly.113

In most cases, droughts do not immediately 
increase the risk that specif ic population 
groups will challenge state power through 
military means. However, in agriculture-
dependent communities in low-income 
contexts, droughts have been found to increase 
the likelihood of v iolence and prolongation of 
conf lict at the local level, which may eventually 
pose a threat to societal stability and peace. 
Severe drought is among the factors that may 
have contributed to food insecurity and civil 
war in the Syrian Arab Republic (Box 13), and the 
high sensitiv ity of Ethiopia’s economy to 
rainfall variations has long been identif ied as a 
major challenge for development. Studies of 
both Ethiopia and Somalia show that lower 

FIGURE 20
SUDDEN FOOD PRICE SURGES HAVE TRIGGERED FOOD RIOTS AND PROTESTS  
IN MORE THAN 40 COUNTRIES 
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Tunisia (300+)
Libya (10 000+)

Egypt (800+)

Mozambique (6)

Cameroon (40)
Yemen (12)

Somalia (5)

Somalia (5)

India (4)

Mauritania (2)

Sudan (3) Tunisia (1)

India (1),
Sudan (1)

Mozambique (13)

Algeria (4), Saudi Arabia (1)
Mauritania (1), Sudan (1), Yemen (300+)

Oman (2), Morocco (5)
Iraq (29), Bahrain (31)

Syrian Arab Republic (900+)
Uganda (5)

Burundi (1)

Haiti (5), Egypt (3), 
Côte d’Ivoire (1)

NOTES: Time dependence of FAO Food Price Index from January 2004 to May 2011. Red dotted vertical lines correspond to beginning dates of 
“food riots” and protests associated with the major recent unrest in North Africa and the Near East. Overall death toll in parentheses. Price data 
are FAO Food Price Index from 2004 to 2011. 
SOURCE: Adapted from M. Lagi, K.Z. Bertrand and Y. Bar-Yam. 2011. The food crises and political instability in North Africa and the Middle East. 
Cambridge, USA, New England Complex Systems Institute.
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4.5 Main regression results
Table 2 presents the main regression results using an NB regression to estimate the effect of

shocks in food prices on violent unrest. The variable FPI here indicates standardized shocks

to the country-specific FPI as discussed in the section 4.1 and the outcome variable is the

number of violent events in a country-month contingent on the absence of violence in the

previous month. Note that for all the regression results, all input variables are placed on a

Fig. 3. Food prices over time plotted against the violence incidence level in each month between 1990

and 2011.

Sources: FAO Food Price Index, GEM Commodities, and SCAD 3.0.

Fig. 4. Average violence levels before/after food price index.

Sources: FAO Food Price Index, GEM Commodities, and SCAD 3.0.
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Takeaways from international trends in food security

• Food security is an international priority (SDG#2) 

• Scarcity and overabundance are both issues. 

• Conflict bad. 

• Democracy helps. 

• Women slightly more insecure. 

• Climate shocks can lead to food crisis. 

• Price shocks can lead to protest.
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Lecture question #1

How price sensitive are you in your 
food purchasing decisions?  

Did you notice any price fluctuations 
or availability constraints during the 
early months of  the pandemic?

38



 I. Food security trends 

39Image source: https://archive.org/details/amrc_198912_cna_00990_031



 II.  Theory—food and security    

Image source: https://news.cgtn.com/news/3d3d514e7a6b6a4d30457a6333566d54/share_p.html 



How are food production and consumption  
linked to human security and conflict?

• Climate change can combine with 
political and economic instability, 
poverty, inequality and historical 
grievances to exacerbate tensions and/
or trigger conflicts. 

• Poor governance, weak institutions, 
capacity constraints and corruption 
restrict the ability of  states and their 
citizens to address climate change. 

• Simple scarcity and/or shocks affect 
adaptive capacity.

41
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Source: United Nations Environment Programme. 2007. Livelihood Security: Climate Change, Migration and Conflict in the Sahel.  
Available from  http://www.unep.org/pdf/UNEP_Sahel_EN.pdf  :14

United Nations Environment Programme’s (2007) causal mechanisms

http://www.unep.org/pdf/UNEP_Sahel_EN.pdf
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 EQYLURQPHQWDO SFDUFLWLHV DQG VLROHQW CRQIOLFW _ 31

 DQG LW KDV D PDMRU XQLYHUVLW\ WKDW VHUYHG DV DQ RUJDQL]DWLRQDO EDVH IRU UDGLFDOV

 WKDW EHFDPH WKH FRUH RI SHQGHUR. TKH XQLYHUVLW\'V UHPRWHQHVV DOVR PHDQW

 WKDW VWXGHQWV ZHUH GLVSURSRUWLRQDWHO\ IURP WKH SHDVDQWU\, DQG FRXOG WKHUH-

 IRUH UHWXUQ WR WKHLU FRPPXQLWLHV ZLWK HDVH; PRUHRYHU, WKH\ ZHUH OHVV OLNHO\

 WR ILQG SURIHVVLRQDO MREV RQ JUDGXDWLRQ. TKH UHODWLYH SRZHU RI WKH JRYHUQPHQW

 ZDV DOVR ZHDNHQHG, LURQLFDOO\, E\ WKH ODQG UHIRUP, ZKLFK FDXVHG ODUJH ODQG-

 RZQHUV WR OHDYH WKH UHJLRQ. TKH VHODVFR UHJLPH GLG QRW ILOO WKH YDFXXP ZLWK

 QHZ SROLWLFDO DQG VHFXULW\ LQVWLWXWLRQV, LQ SDUW EHFDXVH DQ HFRQRPLF GRZQ-

 WXUQ ODWHU LQ WKH GHFDGH UHGXFHG WKH JRYHUQPHQW'V UHVRXUFHV IRU WKH WDVN.

 MFCOLQWRFN EHOLHYHV WKDW WKH SRYHUW\ RI WKHVH UHJLRQV FRQGHPQV WKH FRXQ-

 WU\ WR FKURQLF, ORQJ-WHUP WXUPRLO. TKH JRYHUQPHQW PD\ EH FLYLOLDQ, EXW LV

 XQOLNHO\ WR EH YHU\ GHPRFUDWLF, DQG ZLOO FRQIURQW "YLUWXDOO\ FRQVWDQW UHYROX-

 WLRQDU\ DQG FULPLQDO YLROHQFH."

 A COMBINED MODEL

 TKHUH DUH LPSRUWDQW OLQNV EHWZHHQ WKH SURFHVVHV LGHQWLILHG LQ WKH VHFRQG DQG

 WKLUG K\SRWKHVHV. FRU H[DPSOH, DOWKRXJK SRSXODWLRQ PRYHPHQW LV VRPHWLPHV

 FDXVHG GLUHFWO\ E\ VFDUFLW\, PRUH RIWHQ LW DULVHV IURP WKH JUHDWHU SRYHUW\

 FDXVHG E\ WKLV VFDUFLW\. SLPLODUO\, WKH ZHDNHQLQJ RI WKH VWDWH LQFUHDVHV WKH

 OLNHOLKRRG QRW RQO\ RI GHSULYDWLRQ FRQIOLFWV, EXW RI JURXS-LGHQWLW\ FRQIOLFWV.

 IW LV XVHIXO, WKHUHIRUH, WR EULQJ WKH K\SRWKHVHV WRJHWKHU LQWR RQH PRGHO RI

 HQYLURQPHQW-FRQIOLFW OLQNDJHV (FLJXUH 2). DHFUHDVHV LQ WKH TXDOLW\ DQG TXDQ-

 FLJXUH 2. SRPH SRXUFHV DQG CRQVHTXHQFHV RI EQYLURQPHQWDO SFDUFLW\.

 SRXUFHV RI HQYLURQ- SRFLDO EIIHFWV
 PHQWDO VFDUFLW\

 DHFUHDVH LQ TXDOLW\
 DQG TXDQILW\ RI MLUWR,XBBBBBBB
 UHQGHXDQWLW\ UHVRXV H[SXOVLRQ EWKQLF FRQIOLFWV UHQHZDEOH UHVRXUFHV?

 IQFUHDVHG /
 PRSXODWLRQ JURZWK - HQYLURQPHQWDO WHDNHQHG VWDWHV - CRXSV G'6WDW

 VFDUFLW\ /

 UQHTXDO UHVRXUFH DHFUHDVHG O HUYIR RILW
 DFFHVV HFRQRPLF DHSULYDWLRQ FRQILFWV

 SURGXFWLYLW\

This content downloaded from 150.203.154.55 on Wed, 06 Jul 2016 04:32:54 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms

Source: Homer-Dixon (1994: 31)



Benjaminsen et al. (2012)

• A creative mix of  quantitative and qualitative inductive 
research design. 

• Focuses on conflict in Mali’s Mopti region in the Niger 
river delta 

• They find that three structural factors were the most 
important to explain this conflict:  

• Agricultural encroachment obstructed the 
mobility of  herders and livestock. 

• A political vacuum led to rural actors’ 
opportunistic behavior. 

• Government officials’ corruption and rent 
seeking
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Rowan et al. (2011)

• Theoretical focus on the links 
between malnutrition and conflict 

• Focus on the eastern side of  the 
Sahel. 

• Empirical evidence from Sudan, 
Ethiopia, and Somalia. 

• Satellite data analysis did not show 
significant relationship between land 
degradation and either malnutrition 
or armed conflict.

45

Source: Rowan et al. (2011: 213)



van Weezel (2016)

• This article looks at the links between food 
prices and violence. 

• Empirical analysis looks at prices of  food 
imports, international prices for foodstuffs, and 
violence in Africa from 1990 to 2011. 

• Results suggest that increases in prices are 
associated with violence, and there are significant 
spillover effects. 

• The size of  the substantive effect is pretty 
small. 

• This is consistent with other research on this 
topic.

46

Source: van Weezel (2016: 7)



Theoretical and empirical links between readings

• Political incentives and history often of  
greater substantive importance than the specific 
nature of  agricultural challenges or changes. 

• The climate change’s effects are likely to be 
indirect. 

• Governments’ capacity (and willingness) to 
respond is crucial.
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 II.  Theory—food and security    

Image source: https://news.cgtn.com/news/3d3d514e7a6b6a4d30457a6333566d54/share_p.html 



  III. Case study—The Sahel

49
Image source: https://climatenewsnetwork.net/climate-change-brings-more-sahel-storms/ 
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Source: http://www.carbonbrief.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Saharan_Africa_regions_map-Sahel.png

http://www.carbonbrief.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/Saharan_Africa_regions_map-Sahel.png


The Sahel
• The Arabic word sahel (“shore”) denotes the 

transition zone between the Sahara Desert to 
the north and the savannah plains to the south,  

• It is a semiarid region with an average rainfall 
between 30-50 cm per year.  

• Since the definition of  the Sahel is based on 
climate, it does not abide by strict international 
borders, and it covers all or part of  12 
countries. 

• In 2008 the UN’s chief  advisor, Jan Egeland, 
referred to the Sahel region of  West Africa as 
“ground zero” for vulnerable communities 
struggling to with climate change.
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The Sahara desert has gotten 10 percent bigger since 1920.

Source: https://e360.yale.edu/features/redrawing-the-map-how-the-worlds-climate-zones-are-shifting



The Sahel
• Temperatures have risen by nearly 1°C since 1970, 

nearly twice the global average rate. 

• The region faces increasingly variable rainfall, and 
more frequent droughts and storms. 

• The population of  sub-Saharan Africa, estimated at 
920 million in mid-2014, will more than double in the 
next 36 years. 

• At least 95% of  the food production in the Sahel is 
based on rain-fed agriculture. 

• The agricultural sector employs, directly or indirectly, 
more than half  of  the Sahel’s population.  

• Many of  these are small-scale subsistence farmers.
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Source: United Nations Environment Programme. 2007. Livelihood Security: Climate Change, Migration and Conflict in the Sahel.  
Available from  http://www.unep.org/pdf/UNEP_Sahel_EN.pdf   35 

The Sahel’s rainfall levels are quite variable  
and have seen significant decreases (on average) in recent decades.

http://www.unep.org/pdf/UNEP_Sahel_EN.pdf
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Temperatures in the Sahel are also significantly increasing. 

Source: United Nations Environment Programme. 2007. Livelihood Security: Climate Change, Migration and Conflict in the Sahel.  
Available from  http://www.unep.org/pdf/UNEP_Sahel_EN.pdf   31

http://www.unep.org/pdf/UNEP_Sahel_EN.pdf
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Spain) recording some of the biggest gains. 
Higher incomes have reduced the pressure in 
urban settings, where reliance on purchased 
food is a leading factor in households’ food 
insecurity within poor populations. 

Opportunities for improvement
The public sector, multilaterals and the private 
sector should consider investing more heavily in 
infrastructure development, especially in 
Sub-Saharan Africa. Sub-Saharan Africa lags 
behind its peers—including the poorest 
countries in Asia & Pacific and Central & South 
America (the regions with the second- and 
third-weakest scores respectively for the 
infrastructure-related indicators). Road 

infrastructure is an area of particular weakness, 
but investment in port development would also 
be beneficial. In many low-income countries a 
lack of adequate crop storage facilities still 
leads to massive post-harvest losses. This leaves 
less food for consumption, and drives up the 
price of food and the availability of seeds. Many 
storage facilities are in poor condition, are 
infested or their capacity is simply too small. In 
Sub-Saharan Africa, according to the FAO, 
one-third of all food produced is lost before it 
reaches the marketplace. Investment in storage 
space within the supply chain is seen as a means 
by which significant improvements in food 

Rank Score /100
 1 Ireland 84.3
 2 Netherlands 82.6
 =3 France 82.5
 =3 Germany 82.5
 5 United Kingdom 81.9
 6 Sweden 81.3
 7 Norway 81.0
 8 Switzerland 80.9
 =9 Denmark 80.0
 =9 Portugal 80.0
 11 Austria 79.3
 12 Finland 78.9
 13 Spain 77.7
 14 Belgium 77.4
 15 Italy 75.9
 16 Czech Republic 73.9
 17 Poland 72.4
 18 Greece 71.5
 19 Hungary 69.3
 20 Slovakia 67.7
 21 Romania 65.5
 22 Belarus 63.1
 23 Russia 62.3
 24 Bulgaria 60.6
 25 Serbia 59.4
 26 Ukraine 55.2

Overall food security rankings in Europe
Weighted total of all category scores 
(0-100 where 100=most favourable)

Source: Economist Intelligence Unit

Rank Score /100
 1 South Africa 62.9
 2 Botswana 57.8
 3 Ghana 47.8
 4 Uganda 44.2
 5 Kenya 42.7
 6 Cote d’Ivoire 42.3
 7 Cameroon 41.6
 8 Senegal 41.0
 9 Rwanda 40.7
 10 Benin 40.2
 11 Nigeria 39.4
 12 Mali 39.3
 13 Togo 37.9
 14 Tanzania 36.9
 15 Guinea 35.0
 =16 Ethiopia 34.7
 =16 Sudan 34.7
 18 Angola 33.7
 19 Zambia 33.3
 20 Madagascar 31.6
 21 Malawi 31.4
 22 Burkina Faso 31.0
 23 Congo (Dem. Rep.) 30.5
 24 Mozambique 29.4
 25 Niger 29.0
 26 Chad 28.6
 27 Sierra Leone 26.1
 28 Burundi 24.0

Overall food security rankings in 
Sub-Saharan Africa
Weighted total of all category scores 
(0-100 where 100=most favourable)

Source: Economist Intelligence Unit

Source: Economist Intelligence Unit. 2016. Global Food Security Index 2016: 23.
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security can be made in the next few decades.20 
Public expenditure on agricultural R&D is a 

weakness across all regions and income 
groups. Only four countries (Ireland, the 
Netherlands, Oman and the US) spend more than 
4% of their agricultural GDP on R&D, and an 
additional five countries spend more than 2%. 
Although the private sector has a substantial 
role to play in investing in agricultural R&D, 
governments need to lead the way. Many 
countries are resource-constrained and thus 
unable to fund R&D themselves, but they can 
prioritise developing financing structures and 
institutional capacity to encourage private-
sector investment. Without prioritisation of 
innovation and technologies to increase 
efficiency and market access, national food-
security systems will struggle to improve. 
Public-sector investment in technology is an 
important driver of countries’ ability to improve 
food availability by reducing food loss, 
developing transport networks, increasing 
supply, diversifying diets and widening the 
availability of nutrients. 

For many farmers in developing countries, a 
lack of access to farm finance is a binding 
constraint on improving production efficiency 
and adopting better technologies. Twenty-five of 
the 28 countries in the Sub-Saharan region (the 
exceptions being Botswana, Kenya and South 
Africa) are positioned near the bottom of the 
rankings for this indicator. Governments, 
multilaterals and the non-governmental sector 
should redouble their efforts in the area of 
agricultural finance. 

 
Noteworthy findings 
Structural elements play an important role in 
determining food security. In regions that 
include countries with differing economic 
systems, policy environments, agricultural 
infrastructure and nutritional standards, the gap 
between the strongest and weakest performers 

20 Guardian. (2015). “Why we must invest in local food storage in sub-Saharan 
Africa”. Available at http://www.theguardian.com/sustainable-
business/2015/jan/15/invest-local-food-storage-sub-saharan-africa

in the GFSI is wide. 
In the Asia & Pacific region, there is a strong 

correlation between food security and income 
levels. The region’s five most food-secure 
countries are high-income countries, while the 
next four are all upper-middle-income countries. 
However, Sri Lanka and Vietnam (both lower-
middle-income countries) rank higher than 
upper-middle-income Kazakhstan, owing to 
availability issues in Kazakhstan that are driven 
by high volatility of agricultural production and 
political stability risk. The countries in Asia & 
Pacific that are ranked 13th-18th in the region 
are all lower-middle-income countries. Nepal 
and Cambodia outrank their low-income peers, 
Bangladesh and Laos (both countries with a high 

Rank Score /100
 1 Singapore 83.9
 2 Australia 82.6
 3 New Zealand 81.1
 4 Japan 75.9
 5 South Korea 73.3
 6 Malaysia 69.0
 7 China 65.5
 8 Thailand 59.5
 9 *Azerbaijan 57.1
 9 Vietnam 57.1
 11 Sri Lanka 54.8
 12 *Kazakhstan 53.7
 13 Indonesia 50.6
 14 *Uzbekistan 49.8
 15 Philippines 49.5
 16 India 49.4
 17 Pakistan 47.8
 18 Myanmar 46.5
 19 *Nepal 42.9
 20 Cambodia 39.8
 21 *Tajikistan 38.6
 22 Bangladesh 36.8
 23 *Laos 32.7

Overall food security rankings in Asia & Pacific, 
by income level, 2016
Scores, 0-100 where 100 = best

Source: Economist Intelligence Unit
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Upper-middle income
Lower-middle income
Low-income
Land-locked*



These changes contribute to competition 
between pastoralists and agriculturalists

• Given the often porous borders in this region, the 
competition for resources and land often spill across 
borders. 

• This can be seen in the next video of  conflicts along 
the Omo river crossing Ethiopia/Kenya border. 

• This is another example of  the effects of  a lack of  
state capacity and coordination. 

• Also a further example (as in Mali) of  how a dam being 
constructed in Ethiopia can have cross-border  effects.
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Lake Turkana 
(world’s largest desert lake)
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Gibe III dam, Ethiopia



65



66

6www.oaklandinstitute.org

The Peoples of the Lower Omo Valley

The Lower Omo Valley is home to over a dozen Indigenous 
groups, eight of whom rely heavily on the river for their 
livelihoods. 

The delta where the Omo River pours into Lake Turkana is 
the home of the Dassanech, the largest of the Indigenous 
groups in the region with a population of approximately 
48,000.24 For centuries, the rhythm of the Omo floods have 
been vital to Dassanech and their forbearers livelihoods. 
As the flood waters retreat, the delta becomes a vast fertile 
area to grow corn and sorghum and to graze cattle on newly 
sprouting grass.25 

To the north is the land of the 25,000-strong Nyangatom. 
The Omo River provides a welcome oasis to the dry plains 
where they graze their cattle, goats, and sheep. Like most in 
the region, the Nyangatom practice flood-retreat cultivation, 
but there is a special feature in the section of the Lower 
Omo where the Nyangatom live. When the Omo floods, it 
fills many natural ponds along its snaking path. As these 
ponds dry out, the Nyangatom and others use these to plant 
crops.26 

The Murle, totaling 1,500 people, live amongst the 
Nyangatom. They were once a much larger group, but 

attacks by Ethiopian highlanders 
at the turn of the 19th century and 
accompanying disease greatly 
reduced their numbers and 
destroyed their autonomy. They 
crossed the Omo and joined the 
Nyangatom where they now practice 
agro-pastoralism.27 

The Kara, a group of 1,500 people, 
have retained their autonomy by 
forming alliances with the groups 
around them. They herd, practice 
flood-retreat cultivation, and fish on 
the Omo. 

The Mugudji – hunters, gatherers, 
and agriculturalists – live along the 
Omo River. They are the southern 
section of Kwegu. In recent years 
they have become herders. 

The Bodi, who call themselves 
Me’en, number around 5,500. They 
are cattle herders with smaller 
herds of goats and sheep. The Bodi 
have traditionally cultivated along 
the Omo River after the seasonal 
floods, while also practicing rain-fed 
cultivation in the bush. Their semi-
nomadic lifestyle brought them 
back and forth from the Omo to the 
plains. Men and boys often travel to 
find grass for the herds while living 
in makeshift villages. Their culture 

Overview map of the Omo-Turkana Basin showing the planned extent of the KSDP10
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“HOW THEY TRICKED US”
LIVING WITH THE GIBE III DAM AND SUGARCANE 

PLANTATIONS IN SOUTHWEST ETHIOPIA
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plantations and dam have included a variety of Chinese 

and Ethiopian banks such as the China Exim Bank, China 

Development Bank, and Industrial and Commercial Bank 

of China. Chinese firms are also involved in planning the 

factories and plantations, while the majority of the funding 

for the Ethiopian Sugar Corporation (ESC) is coming from 

the state-run Commercial Bank of Ethiopia.42 

In October 2015, nine years after construction began, the 
Gibe III Dam started generating power.43 Over the course 
of this research, around forty Mursi were asked about the 
annual flood: all confirmed that it has not been seen since 
then.44 

The expansion of sugar plantations, Lower Omo, Ethiopia © Massimo Lambert-Mullen / Oakland Institute

THE EXPANSION OF SUGAR PLANTATIONS IN LOWER OMO



How can we reconcile: 

—the compelling local stories of  conflicts between 
pastoralists and farmers at the local level and  

—the mixed results at the national level?
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Lecture question #2

At the end of  the Abramson video (link 
below) there is a call for a regional 
response.  

Given the actors involved, their 
environment and capabilities, what type of  
regional response do you think is 
necessary?
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Lecture question #3
Once you have completed question #2, go 
to https:///reliefweb.int.  

In the search box type “Omo Turkana.”  

Click on the second result (it should be 
posted on 3 Feb 2019 and from UNDP”.  

Was this the sort of  regional response you 
were thinking of?  

Why or why not?
74



Alternate lecture questions #2 & #3
The Abramson video “Where the Water Ends” 
does include some nudity. If  you would rather 
not watching the video here is an alternate 
assessment based on the CGTN video. 

Lecture question #2—What country helped 
provide critical financing for this dam project? 

Lecture question #3—Using online research 
what other funding agencies or organizations 
declined to help fund this dam? What were the 
reasons for them declining?
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Motivating question: How are food production and consumption linked to human 
security and conflict?  

• Resource disputes relate to water, land access, land use, and displacement 

• Food production patterns are changing. 

• Food prices fluctuate domestically and internationally with substantial effect 

• Governments face tough balancing acts when developing policy about land use and 
food production. 
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Conclusions



  III. Case study—The Sahel
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Image source: https://climatenewsnetwork.net/climate-change-brings-more-sahel-storms/ 
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IV.  literature review topics
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74% of  literature reviews 
used page numbers. 

2019: 39 
2017: 50 
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Celebrating 25 years of internships at the heart of policymaking 3

F A S T  F A C T S

1,963ANIP
students

615ANIP
hosts

66%
of ANIP interns

are female

23 is the 

average age
of ANIP interns

ANIP interns
have come from

48
different countries

In 2018,
ANIP interns

were studying

undergraduate & postgraduate

degree programs
41

A U S T R A L I A N  N A T I O N A L 
I N T E R N S H I P S  P R O G R A M

Celebrating 25 years of internships at the heart of policymaking

Semester 1 2021 applications close 30 September
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 Bates Hall, Boston Public Library 

Image source: https://www.bpl.org/photos-of-bates-hall/



Research proposal guide
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Elements of  a research proposal 

Why research proposals matter 

Elements of  a research proposal 

The literature 

The research question 

Your argument 

Evidence 

Questions and challenges 



Research proposal rubric
Topic (20%): The proposal identifies a relevant and 

suitable topic and clearly demonstrates why it constitutes 
an important concern in contemporary political science.  

Research question (20%): The proposal clearly states the 
research question being examined.  

Argument (20%): The proposal clearly states the 
argument that the author thinks answers the proposed 
question. 

Evidence (20%): The proposal clearly outlines appropriate 
sources to be used in evaluating the paper’s argument. 

Structure, citation, & errors (20%): The essay has clear 
topic sentences, is well structured, and paragraphs are 
clearly organised. The paper’s footnotes, references, and 
bibliography are properly set out. The essay has clearly 
been proof-read and drafted and contains no/few 
grammatical errors. 89
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